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FOREWORD 

The present petit juror reporting system was insti-L-uted in 1971 and since that time an 

annual fiscal year X'eport on juror utilization in the United States district courts has been 

issued. This is the fourth annual Juror Utilization Report. Each year there have been changes 

in and extensions of the format for the purpose of improving the usefulness of this report to 

the Federal Judiciary and all those concerned with the improvement of juror service and utili­

zation. 

This report presents a compila"tion of juror utilization statistics derived from reports 

submi"tted by each district court during fiscal year 1974- as well as comparison statistics from 

the three prior years. It is divided into five sections with each attempting to show the 

efficiency, or lack thereof, of the courts in use of petit jurors and the improvements which 

have been made in juror utilization in the past four years. 

The first section of this report gives the national overview of juror utilization statis­

tics for the past fiscal year. It further contains comparisons. of the 1974- data with the 

statistics compiled in the three previous years. 

Section two contains information on petit juror expenditures for each district court as 

·:.ell as national figures for juror costs. Also discussed is a method for each district to use 

in calculating cost avoidance or cost overage for the past fiscal year. 

The third section presents pertinent totals for each district in important areas of juror 

usage statistics for fiscal year 197LJ, Also contained in this section are tables ranking dis­

tricts according to several indices of performance. Further, a check sheet of factors affect­

ing juror utilization is provided as a tool for districts to use in analy.zing juror operation 

practices. 

Section four gives histol'ical comparisons by district in the three significant al'eas of 

tlle juror usage index; percent selected or serving; and percent not selected, serving, or 

challenged. This comparison covers the years 1971 thru 1974-. 

The fifth section contains an individual profile page for each of the 94- districts. Each 

page presents juror usage data for a particular district and is intended to compile all per­

tinent juror statistics for the past fiscal year into a one page format presenting an overall 

picture of juror utilization in that d:j.strict. Each juror utilization profile gives historical 

comparison data for prior years in selected areas. 

Some districts' profiles also contain a "Comment" appearing at the bottom of the page. 

These comments are derived from information submitted on the monthly l'eporting forms (JS-~l) 

and communications between district courts and the Administrative Office. They are intended 

to reflect any unusual occurrences within a district during the past fiscal year which tended 
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to have an effect on that district's utilization data. They also reflect local practices which 

had an unusually large effect on the data. It is felt that where it is possible to develop a 

comment for a district (comments are only possible when information relating to particular 

occurrences or practices within a court is brought to the attention of the Administrative Office 

either by the JS-ll form or direct communication), the inclusion of such, aids in giving a bet·ter 

overall view of a district's juror utilization performance, especially where the data has been 
. 

adversely affected due to unusual circumstances. 

Readers may find it helpful to pullout the last profile page in this report which provides 

the relevant national averages. TJlis makes it possible to assess each district in terms of the 

national statistics. 

It is appropriate to indicate that after four years of measurement, we can see savings of 

the time of our citizens by better utilization of their appearance in the courts as jurors. 

Further, we have shown real dollar savings by improved utilization. The challenge of better 

juror utilization has been met by the Judicial Conference Corrunittee on the Operation of the 

Jury System, by the Circuit Councils, by the seminars held under the auspices of the Federal 

Judicial Center and by the efforts of the Administrative Office personnel. But the success of 

the juror utilization program is due especiall,y to increased efforts by the Uni·ted States Dis-

trict Judges, the Clerks of Court and the Juror Clerks. 

Rowland F. Kirks 
Director 
Administrative Office of the U. S. Courts 
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SECTION 1. JUROR UTILIZATION 

Summary sta·tistics on petit juror utilization are presented in the following pages. This 

presentation includes statistics for fiscal year 197L~ as well as comparisons of this data with 

utilization da-ta for previous years. The following sUrl1i1Jary sta·tistics give an overall view of 

the increasec1 efforts on the part of judges and court personnel to improve the utilization of 

jurors in the district courts. 

National Overview of Petit Jurors 

The utiliza'l:ion of jurors continues to show improvement for the system as a whole. The 

JurOl" Usage Index or JUI (obtained by dividing total available juror flays. by the total number of 

jury trial days) decreased from 20.16 in fiscal year 1973 to 19,12 in fiscal year 1974·, a drop 

of 5.2%. Since fiscal year 1971, there has been a decrease of 18.0% in the Juror Usage Index. 

Thus, approximately one less person was nee:":ed for every day of jury trial in fiscal year 197LJ· 

than in fiscal year 1973 and approximately L~ less persons for every day of jury trial than in 

fiscal year 1971. (Table 1) 

f t · J'urors who were selected for or served on jury trials has The percen·tage 0 prospec ~ve 

also continued to increase and in fiscal year 1974 was 58.3% of all total available persons. 

The comparable f.fgure in 1973 was 56.5%. These figul"es indicate that a larger percen·tage of 

citizens who attended court as prosp-ective jurors eventually served on a jury trial in 197LJ· 

than in 1973. Thus, juror u:tilization.io the United S·tates district COU1'tS is moving steadily 

in a positive dir~ction. 

The percentage of prospective jurors who were challenged has remained about the same in 

fiscal year 1974 as in fiscal year 1973 showing an increase in proportion challenged of only 

one-tenth of one percentage point in 1974. 

Prospective jurors who were not selected for or who did not serve on jury trials in addi­

tion to those who were not ch£.llenged has shown a steady decline since 1971. This group in-

h t as a vOl'r d" re panel OI' were not reached on voir dire cludes those persons w 0 were never sen ~ 

questioning. In fiscal year 1971, 32.8% of the total available were in this category while 

only 26.5% were not selected, serving or challenged in 197L~. This is' a rc.iuction of 6.3;'" per-

centage points. I' f' 1 1973 lo\o';ng a decrease of 1.9~ The 26.57~ compares with 2S.Lj·~J ~n "~sca year. S1 VoL 

percentage pOints in the past fiscal year. 

1 d h t ';llustrate estl'mated "savings" (i. e., cost avoidance) The accompanying tab e an c ar ~ 

which have been achieved since fiscal year 1971. The number of prospective jurors who would 

have been called for service each year had courts continued to call at the 1971 rate (Juror 
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Table 1 PETIT JUROR USAGE· FISCAL YEARS 1971·1974 

Petit jurors 

Total available ••••••....• 

Selected or Sel'ving •.... 

Percent •........••..•.• 

Challenged .........•••.• 

Percent •..........•.•.• 

Not Selected, Serving 
or Challenged ..•......... 

Percent .•....•........• 

Jury Trial 

PERCENT 

60 

Days ............ 

1971~ over 

Increase 
1971 1972 1973 197~ (decrease) 

512,553 5~7 ,821 573,150 540,628 (32,522) 

2n ,878 30~,178 32~,O38 315,419 (8,519) 

Slf.2 55.3 56.5 58.3 -
66,3l~ 79,SOl 86,520 82,152 (4,368) 

12.9 l lf.S 15.1 15.2 -

168,361 16~,142 162,592 143,057 (19,535) 

32.8 30.0 28.4 26.5 -
21,990 26,175 28,425 28,274 (151) 

'. 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 
FISCAL YEARS 1971, 1972, 1973, AND 1974 

1971' 1972 1973 1974 19,1 1972 1973 1974 1971 1972 1973 1974 

SELECTED OR 
SERVING 

CHALLENGED NOT SELECTED, SERVIN"G, 
OR CHALLENGED 

1973 

Percent 
change 

-5,7 

-2.7 

-
-5.0 

-

-12.0 

.. 

-0.5 

1 , t ., 

ESTIMATED 
PETIT JUROR JlESAVINGS" 

THOUSANDS OF DA YS 

~ 
<t 
Q 

r:c 
o 
r:c 
:::I ..., 
LU 
..J 
CD 
<t 
..J 

~ 
<t 
..J 

~ o 
t-

650 

600 

550 

500 

SlNCE FISCAL YEAR 1971 

I 
I 

I 
I 

I 
I 

/ 
I 

/' 
/ 

/ 

/' /. 

/~ ..... ---~.-. 

I . _._ Actual Total AVllilable Jurors Called 

I ___ Total Available Jurors Which Would 
Have Been Called at a 1971 Rate or 
JUI 

FISCAL YEARS ---...." .. ~ 1971 1972 1973 1974 

1971 1972 1973 1974 

Actual Juror Call 512,553 547,821 573,150 540,628 

J,rn, {"'''' 

- G2,342 89,437 118,439 

Call 
A 'd Attend. 

VOl ance Fee - $1,246,840 $1,788,740 $2,368,780 
Costs 

Usage Index) is shown along with the actual number of persons called each year. It call be seen 

that an es·timated total of 270,218 jurors days have been saved since 1971 resulting in an esti-

mated "savings" in juror attendance fees alone of $5,4·0,+,360. Thus, these "savings" represent 

costs avoided by the courts due to the implementation of methods of improved utilization such 

as use of the less than· twelve member civil jury, jury pooling, ·the use of multiple voir dire, 

established deadlines for settlements or pleas, the staggering of trial starts, reduction in 

voir dire size, effective use of pretrial and orrmibus hearings, and use of the "code-a-phone" 

for notification of jurors not to report when their attendance is no longer required or is to 

be postponed. 

5 



SECTION 2. i?ETIT JUROR C01?TS 

Payments totall i.ng approximately $13, 7IJ l f, 000 were made to petit jurors in fiscal year 1971j· 

This figure is 3.3% less than the total payments for fiscal year 1973 of $14,168,600. These 

, payments are broken down into four categories with 77.8% of the total amount being expended 

for attendance fees ($20 per juror per day with federal employees being excluded). Of the 

remainder, 16.~% was expended for mileage and tolls, 2.3% for subsistence, and 3.6~ for other 

miscellaneous expenses including meals and lodging for sequestered jurors, transporta·tion of 

jurors during the hours of actu.al service on a trial and miscellaneol:.s expenses for the com-

fort and convenience of jurors. The table "Petit Juror Payments - 1972-197lf" highlights th~ 

national totals of the petit juror expenditure breakdown for fiscal years 1972 thru 197~ 

(Table 2). The accompanying table> "Juro" Expenditure Breakdown," provides a district by 

district presentation of petit juror expenditures for fiscal year 1974·, (Table 3) 

Table 2 

Petit Juror 
payments 

Total payments •••. 

Attendance •••••••. 

Mileage ••••.•••••. 

Subsistence ••••.•• 

Othel'_ .•••••••••.• 

United States District Courts 
Petit JUl"Or Payments - l.972-197 l f 

Fiscal Year Fiscal Year Fiscal Year 
1972 1973 1971f 

$13, lf2lf, SOD $ilf,16S,600 $13,70lf,000 

10,606,500 11,125,900 10,65S,000 

2,183,900 
e 

2,366,SOO 2,2lf3,30o 

3 l f2,70o 391,SOO 311,900 

291,700 2Slf,10U lf90,SOO 

197~ over 1973 
Increase Percen 

(decrease) Change 

($4·6lf,600) -3.3 

(lf67 , 900) , -If.2 

(123,500) -5.2 

(79,900) -2o.lj· 

206,700 72.S 

The cost per' juror day in fiscal year 197Lf was approximately $25, the same figure as that 

recOl'ded in fiscal year 1973. Reduction in the total available jurors in 1971f coupled with 

improved utilization of jurors (eVidenced by the reduction of the national Juror Usage Index 

by more than one index point) resulted in a decrease in the cost per ju;y trial day from $lf98 

in fiscal year' 1973 to $lfS5 pel' jury trial day in fiscal year 1971f. 

Had district courts continued to call jurors at the same overall national rate in 1971f as 

they did In 19',3 (20.16 jurors per jury trial day as compared to the actual call-in rate in 

1971j· of 19.12 jUl'ors per jury trial day) the total amount expended for petit jurors would have 

been $7 3lj·, q·OO more than the actual total juror expenditures. This figure represents juror 

costs avoided by the district courts due to their increased efforts to improve the efficiency 

of juror operations thus making possible the improved utilization of jurors. 

The accompanying chart, "Calculating Estimated Juror tSavingst ," is provided as a tool 

which enables each district to calculate its-own estimated "savings" in juror fees in the past 
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CALCULATING ESTIMATED 

JUROR "'SAVINGS" 

1. 1974JUROR USAGE INDEX: A 
2. 1973 JUROR USAGE INDEX: -B 
3. 1974 - NUMBER OF JURY TRIAL DAYS: c 

(
1974 - NUMBER OF) 

4. 1973JUI X JURYTRIALDAYS : ______ _ o 
_______ X ~ ______ _ 

(8 X C = D) 

0= t 
TOTAL AVAILABLE IN 1974 AT THE 1973 RATE OR JUI 
(This is the number of persons you would have .had to call in if 
you had continued to call in at your 1973 rate In 1974) 

5.1974 - ACTUAL TOTAL AVAILABLE: ------- -E 
6. (T~J~~~~~~~LE)-(ACTUl9~ioTAL)'-: _____ - F 

1973 RATE AVAILABLE 

(D - E = F) 

F = JUROR DAYS "SAVED" IN 1974'" JUROR CALL AVOIDANCE 

( 
JUROR DAYS ) 

7. "SAVED" IN 1974 ( 
$20 ) 

X ATTENDANCE 
FEE 

_______ X _______ _ 

(

ATTENDANCE) 
FEE COSTS 
AVOIDED 

(F X $20 = ESTIMATED "SAVINGS") 

fiscal year. Calculation of "savings" is possible only if a c.,strict has impcoved i.t'; utili­

zation of jurors which is shown statistically by a decrease in a district's Juror Usage Index. 

Thus, to calculate t1savingst1 during the past fiscal yl~ar, a district's JUI must be lower in 

fiscal year 1971f than it was in fiscal year 1973 (on the chart, figure A must be lower than 

figure B). 

If the JUI is higher in 1971j. than it was in 1973, the chart can be used to show excesses 

in juror costs for 1971f by entering the same data for 1973 and 1971j· and computing the "Juror 

Cost Overage." Such excesses may require an analysiS of juror operations using the flCheck 

Sheet on Juror Utilization Factors 11 appearing in these pages. 
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'fable 3 

,District 

TotaL ••••.•••••••••••• 

District of Co1uniliia •••••••• 

First Circuit 

Maine ••••••••••••••••••.•••• 
MassachusettG ............................ .. 
New Hampshire •••••••••••.••• 
Rhode Island •••••••••••.•••• 
Puerto Rico ••••••••••••••••• 

Second Circuit 

Connecticut ••.•.••••••••.••• 
New York: 

Northarn .•••••.••.••••.••• 
Eastern ••••.•••••••••••..• 
Southern .................. . 
Western ........................ . 

Vermont ...................... . 

Third Circuit 

Delaware .•••••••••••.••••••. 
New Jersey ••..•••••••••.•••• 
Pennsylvania: 

Eastern ••••••...•••.•••••• 
Middle •.•••••••.•••••••••• 
Western ••••••••••••••••••• 

Virgin Islands •••.•••••••••• 

Fourth Circuit 

Maryland •••••.•...•••••••••• 
North Carolina: 

Eastern •••••.••..•••.•.••• 
Middle ••..•••••..•.••••••• 
Western •.•••••.•••••••..•• 

South Carolina •••••••••••••• 
Virginia: 

Eastern •••••.•••.•.• '" ..• 
Western ••.•••••••••••.•••• 

West Virginia: 
Northern •••••••••••••••••• 
Southern •••••.•••••••••••• 

Fifth Circ1,1.it 

Alabama: 
Northern ................... . 
Middle .................... . 
Southern •••.•••••••••••••• 

Florida: 
Northern ..... ............ . 
Middle •• " ................. . 
Souther, ••••.••.••••••••••• 

Georgia: . 
Northern •••••••••••••••••• 
Middle •••••••••••••••••••• 
Southern ••••..•••••••••••• 

Lou;,siana: 
Eastern •••••••••.••••••••• 
Middle ••••••.••••••••••••• 
Western •.••••••••••.••.••• 

Mississippi: 
Northern •••••••••••••••••• 
Southern ••.••••••••••••••• 

Texas: 
Northern •••••••••••••••••• 
Eastern •..••••••.••.•••••• 
Southern ••••••.••••••.•••• 
Western •••••••••••.••••••• 

Canal Zone •••••••••••••••••• 

Juror Expenditure Breakdown 
Fiscal Year 1974 

Est. Total 
Expenditure 

$13,704,000 

277,500 

22,900 
168,400 
45,300 
49,300 

109,200 

77,600 

48,000 
543,000 

1,438,100 
116,100 
65,300 

24,200 
289,200 

715,900 
131,000 
363,000 
239,300 

227,900 

82,800 
33,300 
69,300 

190,600 

144,500 
25,800 

34,500 
73,300 

162,900 
63,800 
84,300 

53,300 
284,800 
299,000 

259,600 
88,900 
56,800 

226,600 
18,000 
83,600 

60,800 
86,700 

216,400 
114,100 
214,300 
146,900 

3,000 

Attendance 

77.8% 

84.3 

73.3 
77.9 
66.0 
87.7 
65.9 

83.3 

81.1 
86.0 
80.4 
86.9 
83.1 

83.4 
76.7 

77.8 
75.9 
75.3 
75.8 

74.9 

78.0 
83.3 
83.5 
60.6 

80.9 
67.0 

76.3 
77:8 

59.7 
57.6 
63.5 

60.1 
78.9 
84.7 

82.3 
74.0 
78.9 

77.9 
76.9 
78.4 

69.9 
69.6 

82.6 
76.2 
81.5 
80.9 
99.8 
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SUbistence 

2.3% 

0.0 

1.2 
0.7 
3.6 
0.0 

20.2 

0.0 

0.9 
0.1 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

0.0 
0.0 

1.6 
1.2 
8.5 
0.0 

1.9 

0.6 
0.3 
0.0 
9.9 

0.1 
0.7 

3.8 
1.9 

18.7 
16.8 
16.0 

0.1 
1.7 
2.3 

1.0 
0.3 
2.4 

1.2 
0.0 
0.2 

3.3 
1.0 

0.6 
0.5 
0.4 
0.5 
0.0 

Mileage 

16.4% 

5.4 

23.5 
W.O 
25.9 
11.2 
12.8 

15.7 

14.7 
12.0 
11.5 
11.1 
15.8 

15.1 
11.0 

19.5 
22.3 
15.0 
1.9 

21.6 

21.4 
16.4 
15.9 
26.5 

16.8 
24.0 

19.9 
18.9 

21.6 
24 .. 7 
16.9 

9.6 
16.7 
12.3 

16.4 
15.7 
16.3 

18.2 
10.8 
19.6 

25.4 
18.2 

16.8 
23.'2 
14.2 
16.1 

0.2 

Other 

3.6% 

10.3 

2.0 
3.4 
4.5 
1.1 
1.1 

1.0 

3.3 
1.9 
8.0 
2.0 
1.1 

1.4 
12.3 

1.0 
0.6 
1.3 

22.2 

1.7 

0.0 
0.1 
0.5 
2.9 

2.1 
8.2 

0.0 
1.4 

0.0 
0.9 
3.6 

30.3 
2.7 
0.7 

0.2 
10.1 
2.4 

2.7 
12.3 
1.8 

1.4 
11.2 

0.0 
0.0 
3.8 
2.5 
0.0 

District 

Sixth circuit 

Kentucky: 
Eastern •..•••.•••••••••..• 
Western •..•.•..••••••••••• 

Michigan: 
Eastern ................................... .. 
Western ....••.••••.••••••• 

Ohio: 
Northern •.•.••.•••••••••.• 
Southern •••.•••••..••.••.• 

Tennessee~ 

Eastern •..•.••.•.•••.•••.. 
Middle ••.••••.••••.••••..• 
Western •..••••••••.••••.•. 

S"venth Circuirt 

Illinois: 
Northern ••.•.•.•••••.••••• 
Eastern •....•....•••.•.••• 
Southern ...••.•..••••.••.. 

Indiana: 
Northern .•.••.•.••..•.•••. 
Southern .................. . 

Wisconsin: 
Eastern .....•.•••••••••••• 
Western ••.•.••••••••••.••• 

Eighth Circuit 

Arkansas: 
Easterrl ................................... .. 
Western ................................... .. 

Iowa: 
Northern •.•...•.•.•••••••• 
Southern ••.•...•.•.•.••••• 

Minnesota ................................... .. 
Missouri: 

Eastern ................................... .. 
Western ................................... .. 

Nebraska ••••.•••.••..••••••• 
North Dakota •..••••••••••••• 
South Dakota. . ••..••..••••• 

Ninth Circuit 

Alaska .•.••••••••••.•••••••• 
Arizona ....................................... .. 
California: 

Northern •.••••••••.•••.••• 
Easte~n ••••••..••.•••••••. 
CentraL .•..••••••.••••.•• 
Southern ••••••••.••••••••• 

Hawaii ......................................... .. 
Idaho .•.•..••••...•••••••••• 
Montana •..•••••.•••••••••••• 
Nevada ••.••••••••••••••••••• 
Oregon ..••••.•.•••••••..••.•• 
Washington: 

Eastern •••••.•••••••••.••• 
Western ••••••••••••••.•••• 

Guam ................................ .. 

"t'onth Circuit 

Colorado ••••••••••••••••.••• 
Kansas ......................................... .. 
New Mexico ............................. .. 
Oklahoma: 

Northern ••...•••••••••.•.. 
Eastern •.•••.••.•••••••••• 
Western •.•.••••••••••••.•• 

Utah ..••••••••.••••••.••.••• 
Wyoming ••••••••••••••••••••• 

Juror Expenditure Breakdown 
Fiscal Year 1974 

Est. Total 
Expenditure 

$215.400 
60,300 

481,400 
45,000 

262,100 
98,700 

108,400 
68,100 

129,700 

390,900 
81,400 
58,800 

107,300 
lL5,lOO 

58,200 
14,300 

73,00, 
59,900 

41,600 
77,000 

138,300 

117,700 
143,400 
115,200 
69,800 
87,400 

34,200 
167,400 

232,300 
118,800 
493,600 
208,800 
42,000 
39,600 
29,200 

109,300 
71,100 

27,000 
91,200 
25,700 

130,200 
157,300 
110,200 

25,000 
28,500 
66,700 
80,600 
17,100 

Attendance 

75.0'/0 
81.3 

82.4 
64.4 

75.0 
78.1 

78.9 
82.3 
85.2 

81.3 
70.9 
80.4 

81.8 
73.0 

82.7 
75.9 

75.2 
69.7 

80.9 
74.0 
79.3 

81.3 
83.2 
66.5 
64.9 
58.7 

76.1 
82.6 

79.3 
68.5 
77.5 
85.2 
79.2 
68.9 
68.7 
80.5 
82.0 

79.8 
78.2 
82.0 

81.9 
78.6 
65.3 

81.9 
68.8 
80.9 
72.4 
84.7 
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Subistence 

2 .. O'~ 
1.2 

. 0.2 
7.4 

0,8 
1.1 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

0.0 
1.9 
0.1 

1.2 
0.5 

0.0 
2.0 

3.0 
8.3 

3.3 
3.7 
5.1 

0.2 
1.2 

12.4 
14.3 
13.4 

6.2 
2.5 

0.4 
5.6 
0.5 
0.1 
4.9 
6.8 

11. 7 
5.1 
0 .. 9 

3.5 
2.3 
0.0 

2.4 
1.6 

12.2 

0.9 
1.4 
0.1 
8.1· 
5.4 

Mileage 

23.0% 
17.5 

16.9 
27.4 

24.2 
19.9 

21.1 
17.7 
14.8 

13.7 
26.2 
16.8 

14.0 
23.7 

11.2 
21.2 

20.0 
21.3 

14.8 
21.1 
14.4 

18.1 
15.6 
19.9 
20.8 
27.2 

15.2 
13.5 

18.8 
14.8 
20.5 
13.8 
10.8 
22.8 
18.6 
11.9 
15.1 

14.1 
17.3 
9.0 

14.6 
19.6 
21.9 

17.0 
29.7 
17.9 
18.8 
8.8 

l'able 3 

Other 

0.0% 
0.0 

0.4 
0.9 

0.1 
0.9 

0.0 
0.1 
0.0 

5.0 
1.0 
2.7 

3.0 
2.8 

6.1 
0.9 

1.9 
0.8 

1.0 
1.2 
1.2 

0.3 
0.0 
1.3 
0.0 
0:7 

2.6 
1.4 

1.6 
1.1 
1.5 
1.0 
5.1 
1.5 
1.0 
1.5 
2.0 

2.6 
2.1 
9.0 

1.1 
0.2 
0.6 

0.1 
0.1 
1.1 
0.8 
1.0 



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 

HO"'J PETIT JUROR DOLLARS 
WERE SPENT IN FY 1972 - 1974 

PERCENT 

85 

80 

75 

70 

20 

15 

10 

'5 

o 

$10,606,500 
$11,125,900 

$10,658,000 

ATTENDANCE 

1972 1973 1974 

$284,100 $490,800 

$291,700 \ 

SUBSISTENCE OTHER MILEAGE 
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SECTION 3 0 PETIT JUROR USAGE BY DISTRICT 

Juror usage figures for fiscal year 1971t are presented by district in this section in 

eight tables. The first table, "Juror Usage Reports--Totals," provides a summary for the year 

of the data collected from the JS-ll reports on petit jury activity within a district which are 

Circuit 
and Total 

district Available 

Total all districts~ 540.628 

District of Columbia •..•. 20.730 

First circuit 

Maine •••.•.....••• "'" •••.. 842 
Massachusetts ............. 5.445 
New Hampshire ••......•.•. 1.535 
Rhode Island ••••••••••••• 2.285 
Puerto Rico ............... 3.148 

Second Circuit 

connecticu t .............. 3,204 
New York: 

Northern ................. 1.954 
Eastern ............ " ........ 23.549 
Southern .................... 59.045 

*Western ....................... 4.799 
Vermont ............................. 2.675 

Third Circuit 
(J 

Delaware .......................... .. 1.028 
New Jersey .............. ~ ..... 10.417 
Pennsylvunia: 

Eastern ..................... 27,162 
Middle ••••••••••••••••• 4.909 
Western .... 0' ................ 13.193 

Vi-rgin Islands ................. 6.588 

Fourth Circuit 

Maryland ••••••••••••••••• 9.402 
North Carolina: 

*Eastern ....................... 3.286 
Middle ••••••••••••••••• 1.370 
Western .................... 2.881 

South Carolina ........... 5,985 
Virginia; 

Eastern ...................... 7.20b 
Western .................... 866 

West Virginia: 
Northern ............ ; ...... 1,249 
Southern ........................ 2.757 

Fifth Circuit 

Alabama: 
Northern ..................... 4.389 
Middle •.•••••.••••••••• 1, 776 
Southern ...................... 2.469 

Florida: 
Northern ...................... 1.751 
Middle •••••••••.••••••• 10.784 
Southern ..................... 12.632 

Georgia: 
Northern .................... 10.697 

'Middle ••••••••••••••••• ' 3.331 
*Southern ..................... 2.274 

Louisiana: 
Eastern ....................... 8.966 
Middle ••••••••••••••••• 562 
Western .................... 3.361 

Mississippi: 
Northern ...................... 2.174 

*Southern.o .................... 2,906 
Texas: 

*Northern ................. 8,954 
Eastern .................... 4.309 
Southern .................. 8.687 
Western ........................ 6,434 

*Canal Zone ................... 358 

JUROR USAGE REPORTS· TOTALS 
FISCAL YEAR 1974 

Number of Jurors 

Selected Not Selected 
or Serving or 

Serving Challenged Challenged 

315.419 82.152 143.057 

11.369 2.850 6.511 

696 113 33 
3.406 520 1.519 
1.109 231 195 
1.847 198 240 
1.723 509 916 

2.357 464 383 

1.195 255 504 
13,543 3.088 6.918 
25.654 7.420 25.971 

3,104 405 1.290' 
1.462 359 854 

579 386 63 
7.741 1.201 1.475 

13.996 4.,103 9.063 
3.838 667 404 
7.416 2.101 3.676 
3.253 1.924 1.411 

6.360 1.554 1.488 

2.054 331 901 
919 273 178 

2,151 283 447 
3.351 1.089 1,545 

3.146 2.376 1,684 
421 329 116 

741 246 262 
1.534 573 650 

2.670 954 765 
1.454 173 149 
1.798 414 257 

1.196 195 360 
7.449 1.262 2.073 
7.506 2.118 3.008 

6.897 2.097 1.703 
1, 904 879 548 
1.301 460 513 

5.061 2.167 1.738 
172 139 251 

1.797 534 1.030 

1,554 364 256 
1,721 371 814 

5,697 1.545 1.712 
3,107 636 566 
5.832 1.232 1.623 
4.448 1.103 883 

156 76 126 
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Table II 

Days of Jury Trial 

Juror 

Total Civil Criminal 
Usage 
Indexl 

28.274 11.848 16.426 19.12 

940 318 622 22.05 

69 36 33 12.20 
343 200 143 ~5 .87 
117 76 41 13.12 
202 135 67 11. 31 
172 88 84 18.30 

218 88 130 14.70 

107 46 61 18.26 
997 214 783 23.62 

2.120 628 1.492 27.85 
222 38 184 21.62 
173 125 46 15.46 

52 16 3'6 19.77 
.644 210 434 16.18 

1.348 890 458 20.15 
389 276 113 12.62 
765 467 298 17.25 
219 50 169 30.08 

522 160 362 18.01 

167 50 117 19.68 
91 30 61 15.05 

186 96 90 1;.49 
339 175 164 17.65 

309 105 204 23.32 
46 30 16 18.83 

63 35 28 19.83 
135 53 82 20.42 

322 245 77 13.63 
139 ,44 95 12.78 
163 45 118 15.15 

96 7 89 18,?,,4 
608 175 433 17.74 
664 206 458 19.02 

599 240 359 17.86 
151 61 90 22.06 
116 72 44 19.60 

557 370 187 16.10 
18 8 10 31.22 

204 129 75 16.48 

171 124 47 12.71 
138 92 46 21.06 

-165 237 228 19.26 
321 280 41 13.42 
562 161 401 15.46 
453 170 283 14.20 

13 - 13 27.54 



submitted monthly to the Administrative Office of the U. S. Courts. It gives the JUJ.'or Usage 

Index for each district which shm~s the average number of persons required by that district for 

each day of jury trial. Further, it shows that at this ·time 82 of ·the 9l~ dis·tricts have in-

sti·tuted use of the less than l2-member civil jury. (Table 'I) 

'rable IJ 

Circuit 
and 

district 

Sixth cireui t 

Kentucky: 
Eastern .................... . 
Western .................... . 

Michigan: 
*Eastern ................... .. 

WesteJ:n ................ .. 
Ohio: 

Northern ..................... . 
*Southern ............... . 

Tennessee: 
Eastern ................ .. 
Middle ••••••••••••••••• 
Western ........ "' .......... . 

Seventh Circuit 

Illinois: 
Northern ............. " 
Eastern ................. . 
Bouthern ............... . 

Indiana: 
NOrthern ................ . 
Southern . .' .... " ...... ".". 

\\,iscon~in: 

Eastern ....... ".- .. ~ ... . 
Western ................ . 

Eighth Circuit 

Arkansas: 
*Eastern ......... """ .. : " 
*Western .... " .... " ..... . 

Iowa: 
Northern .... " ......... . 
Southern .. """." ... " ... . 

Hinnesotu. .... " ............ .. 
Missouri: 

Eastern." " " " .......... . 
\'lestern .. "." ... " .. "" .. " 

Nebraska .. "" .. " ...... ,,"" . 
*North Dakota .. L ...... ""." •• 

South Dakota ...... " ....... . 

Ninth Circuit 

Alaska .....•••..•.•...••• 
Arizor:l .... " . " ... ". """ ... 
California, 

Northern .. " . " ... " .... " 
Eastern.""." ........ " .. . 
Cen tral .. " " .,," ... "" .• " . 
Southern ..... "." ... , ... 

'{-Iawait •.. " '" ...•. " .. ". '" 
Idaho •••••••••••••••••••• 
Montana." .... ,,, •.... ,,.,, ... 
Nevada" .. " ." . ~." ..... "" ... 
.....,.:°90n .""""" ... """".""" .•. 
\;ashington: 

Eastern •. " ". '"'' ..... ,," . 
Western ... " .. ".""." ... " 

Guam ................... " .. " 

Tenth Circuit 

Colorado .. " " ........... '" 
l(ansas ... ". '.0 •••• "' ....... " 

New Mexico .•• " ••• , ••• " .•• 
oklahoma: 

Northern." •. " .......... " 
E!astern ...... "" .. p ..... . 

''lestern ....... ""."" .... . 
Utah .•••.•••..••.••.•.••• 
Wyoming ................. . 

'l'o·:.al 
Available 

7.984 
2.57'5 

IB.921 
1.423 

9.73B 
3.7B5 

4.250 
2.B01 
5.6B5 

16.386 
2.904 
2.471 

4.353 
3.508 

2.377 
588 

2 .816 
1.971 

1.662 
2.822 
5.445 

4.942 
5.868 
3.732 
2.127 
2.373 

1.093 
7.192 

9.999 
3.999 

19.802 
9.547 
1.893 
1.354 

820 
3.793 
2.937 

1.084 
3.599 
1.224 

5.486 
6.410 
3.537 

1.033 
987 

3.183 
3.060 

755 

JUROR USAGE REPORTS· TOTALS 
FISCAL YEAR 1974 

Number of Jurors 

Selected 
or 

Serving 

4.093 
1.177 

11.947 
1. 264 

5.958 
2.516 

2.692 
1.496 
4.066 

10.570 
1.402 
1.347 

1.984 
2.213 

1.345 
398 

1. 558 
1.058 

1.087 
2.092 
3.099 

2.499 
2.771 
2.00B 
1.585 
1.099 

558 
3.632 

6.762 
2.336 

12.081 
4.786 
1.030 

967 
410 

2.216 
1.653 

658 
1.931 

627 

3.742 
4.324 
2.290 

348 
464 

2.160 
1.877 

558 

Challenged 

744 
467 

1.534 
99 

757 
4Bl 

SOB 
363 
947 

1.655 
549 
341 

857 
504 

470 
139 

718 
544 

2B7 
461 
877 

1.222 
1.509 

648 
351 
601 

57 
1.671 

1.184 
496 

1.779 
2.060 

197 
155 
157 
854 
571 

241 
731 
191 

926 
1.027 

605 

145 
130 
359 
337 

79 

Not Selected 
Serving or 
Challenged 

3.147 
931 

5.440 
60 

3.023 
7B8 

1.050 
942 
672 

4.161 
953 
783 

1.512 
791 

562 
51 

540 
369 

288 
269 

1.469 

1.221 
1. 588 
1.076 

191 
673 

478 
1.889 

2.053 
1.167 
5.942 
2.701 

666 
242 
253 
723 
713 

185 
937 
406 

818 
1.059 

642 

540 
393 
664 
B46 
11B 

Total 

357 
120; 

947 
117 

572 
202 

249 
152 
360 

978 
116 
108 

185 
216 

120 
48 

127 
78 

112 
189 
294 

266 
237 
223 
126 
106 

48 
302 

619 
212 
986 
389 

86 
85 
47 

187 
183 

72 
176 

61 

375 
405 
222 

37 
45 

205 
143 
64 

Days of Jury Trial 

Civil 

139 
69 

289 
69 

318 
'109 

160 
93 

109 

430 
18 
14 

68 
82 

31 
32 

32 
37 

61 
74 

146 

137 
79 

138 
54 
44 

13 
34 

262 
61 

264 
28 
19 
64 
35 
44 

112 

41 
'45 
21 

141 
157 
111 

16 
13 
70 

13.7 
47 

Criminal 

?18 
56 

658 
48 

254 
93 

89 
59 

251 

548 
98 
94 

117 
134 

89 
16 

95 
41 

51 
115 
14B 

129 
158 
85 
72 
62 

35 
268 

357 
1~1 
722 
361 

67 
21 
12 

143 
71 

31 
131 
40 

234 
248 
111 

21 
32 

135 
26 
17 

*Indicates those districts which have not yet adopted local rules reducing the !:;L~e of Civil juries. See APPENDIX A. 

lTotal available jurors divided by total jury trial days. 
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Juror 
Usage 
Index 1 

22.36 
20.60 

19.98 
12.16 

17.02 
18.74 

17.07 
18.43 
15.79 

16.75 
25.03 
22.88 

23.53 
16.24 

19.Bl 
'12.25 

22.17 
25.27 

14.84 
14.93 
18.52 

18.58 
24.76 
16.74 
1(.,88 
22.39 

22.77 
23.81 

16.15 
18.86 
20.08 
24.54 
22.01 
16. OJ 
17.45 
20.28 
16.05 

15.06 
20.45 
20.07 

14.63 
15.83 
15.93 

27.92 
21.93 
15.53 
21.40 
11.80 

---------------------------------------------------
J 
t 

d 

A COMPARISON OF JUROR USAGE RAN KINGS 
FISCAL YEAR 1974 

Circuit 
and 

district 

District of Columbia •...•. 

First Circuit 

Maine •.......•......•..••• 
Massachusetts •.••..•..•... 
New Hampshire .•.......•.•. 
Rhode Island •.•••.......•. 
Puerto Rico •.•....•.•..••• 

Second Circuit 

Connecticut •...•.•••.•.... 
New York: 

Northern ..............•• 
Eastern .•....•....•.•••. 
Southern .........•...... 
Western ••....• '" ...... . 

Vermont. ................. . 

Third Circuit 

Delawar,e ..... "" .......... . 
New Jersey .......•........ 
Pennsylvania: 

Eastern .•. " ..........•. 
Middle .... '" ....•...... 
Western( ..• " ... "",.,, " .. " 

Vi~qjn Islunds .•......•••. 

Fourth Circuit 

Maryland .•.......•....•.•. 
North Carolina: 

Eastern •.•...••.•.•.•... 
Middle ••........••..•..• 
Western ••............•.• 

South Carolina ...••••..•.• 
Virginia: 

Eastern ..............•.. 
Wes.tern .....•.......•... 

West Virginia: 
Northern .....•....•.. '" 
Southern .••....•..•....• 

Fifth circuit 

Alabama: 
Northern ..........•...•• 
Middle •••...........•..• 
Souther'n •......•...••... 

Florida: 
Northern ...•.•....••.••• 
Middle ......•.......•.•• 
Southern •..... '" .•....• 

Georgia: 
Northern .......•....•••. 
Middle ...•.....•...•..•. 
Southern .•...•.••.•.•.•• 

Louisiana: 
Eastern ..•...•....••.••. 
Middle ••.......••.....•• 
Western ..•...•.....•..•. 

Mississippi: 
Northern .......•.•.•..•• 
Southern •.....•...••...• 

Texas: 
Northern •.•....•......•. 
Eastern ................. . 
Southern ••.....••...•... 
Western ......•.••...•..• 

C,anal Zone .•..•..•..•.••.• 

Rank 
by 

JUI 

75 

4 
26 

9 
1 

48 

14 

47 
84 
91 
72 
20 

59 
32 

65 
6 

40 
93 

45 

58 
17 
22 
42 

82 
53 

61 
67 

11 
8 

19 

46 
43 
55 

44 
76 
57 

30 
94 

34 

7 
70 

56 
10 
20 
12 
90 

Rank by 
Percentage 
of Jurors 

Selected or 
Serving 

64 

2 
39 
13 
4 

65 

11 

42 
52 
92 
31 
65 

58 
8 

74 
5 

60 
82 

24 

40 
27 

6 
61 

90 
83 

48 
62 

45 
3 

12 

20 
i8 
47 

33 
53 
53 

57 
94 
72 

15 

49 

35 
14 
27 
18 

91 

·13 

Rank by 
Percentage 
of Jurors 

Challenged 

35 

32 
9 

42 

6 
49 

40 

29 
29 
25 

5 
32 

93 
20 

43 
34 
45 
91 

51 

l2 
72 
11 
64 

94 

69 
75 

78 
10 
55 

17 
21 
55 

68 
89 
73 

83 
84 
45 

53 
27 

60 
41 
38 
58 
76 

Rank by 
Percentage 
of Jurors 

Not Selected. 
Serving or 
Challenged 

78 

1 
64 
14 
10 
71 

13 

55 
73 
92 
59 
80 

3 
19 

83 
4 

64 
44 

23 

62 
15 
21 
55 

47 
17 

43 
48 

29 
5 
9 

40 
36 
50 

24 
25 
46 

38 
93 
75 

11 
66 

34 
16 
32 
18 
86 

Table 5 

Rank by 
Percentage 
of Jurors 

Not Serving 

64 

2 
39 
13 

4 
ciS 

11 

42 
52 
92 
31 
65 

58 
8 

74 
5 

60 
82 

24 

·10 
27 

6 
61 

90 
83 

48 
62 

45 
3 

12 

20 
18 
47 

33 
53 
53 

57 
94 
72 

15 
49 

35 
14 
27 
18 
91 



Table 5 A COMPARISON OF JUROR USAGE RANKINGS 
FISCAL YEAR 1974 (concluded) 

Circuit 
and 

district 

sixth Circuit 

Kentucky: 
Eastern ......••• : •••...••. 
Western ...•.......•.•.•... 

Michigan: 
Eastern •••.....•...•...... 
Western .................•• 

Ohio: 
Northern .•...........•...• 
Southern ..............•..• 

Tennessee: 
Eastern .................. . 
Middle •.•........••......• 
Western .................. . 

Seventh Circui t 

Illinois: 
Northern •••.....•..•...... 
Eastern .•.....•..•..•.•... 
Southern •.••...•.•...••••. 

Indiana: 
Northern •...........•..... 
Southern ......•........... 

Wisconsin: 
Eastern ..•......•......... 
Western .. " .......•....... 

Eighth Circuit 

Arkansas: 
Eastern •...•.•• ' •.••••..•.• 
Western ......•............ 

Iowa: 
Northern ••......•...•..•.• 
Southern ...............•.. 

Minnesota ....••. _ .....•.....• 
Missouri: 

Eastern •........•..•.•.... 
Western .....•........•..•. 

Nebraska ••.•.....•.......... 
North Dakota .•.......•...... 
South Dakota •..•............ 

Ninth Circuit 

Alaska ..........•......•...• 
Arizona ......... 4 ••••••••••• 

California: 
Northern ...••......•..•.•• 
Eastern ...•..•........•.•• 
Central .•...••.•.••.••.•.• 
Southern •....•...•.•.....• 

Hawaii ....•....•..•.•....... 
Idaho ......•..•.•....•..•... 
Montana .....•....•........•• 
Nevada ...........•.••....... 
Oregon .......•.•......•..... 
Washington: 

Eastern ..••..•........•... 
Western .•...••...••.•..••. 

Guam •.•..••••.••.•.•......•. 

Tenth Circuit 

Colorado ••..•...•.•••..••..• 
Kansas ••••••• " •••••••••..••• 
New Mexico ...••..••.••..•..• 
Oklahoma: 

Northern ••..••••••.•...... 
Eastern .................. . 
western ..... c.:: •••••••••••• 

Utah •..... t A ... II ~ I " .......... . 

Wyoming •..••••••••.••••••.•. 

Rank 
by 

JUI 

78 
69 

62 
3 

38 
52 

39 
49 
24 

36 
88 
81 

83 
33 

60 
5 

77 
89 

15 
16 
50 

51 
87 
35 
37 
79 

80 
85 

31 
54 
64 
86 
74 
28 
41 
66 
28 

18 
68 
63 

13 
25 
27 

92 
73 
23 
71 

2 

Rank by 
Percentage 
of Jurors 

Selected or 
Serving 

75 
88 

37 
1 

42 
29 

36 
73 
15 

33 
84 
67 

89 
37 

56 
23 

63 
70 

30' 
9 

55 

78 
85 
69 

7 
87 

77 
79 

24 
50 
44 
80 
68 
17 
81 
50 
58 

46 
70 
76 

21 
26 
31 

93 
86 
22 
41 
10 

14-

Rank by 
Percentage 
of Jurors 

Challenged 

8 
63 

4 
2 

3 
26 

23 
28 
53 

12 
65 
36 

69 
39 

71 
82 

87 
90 

60 
50 
48 

84 
88 
62 
51 
86 

1 
81 

22 
24 

7 
77 
14 
19 
66 
80 
67 

79 
74 
44 

57 
47 
58 

37 
31 
18 
16 
15 

Rank by 
Percentage 
of Jurors 

Not Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

89 
88 

69 
2 

77 
41 

52 
84 
11 

54 
81 
79 

85 
45 

48 
6 

36 
32 

28 
8 

60 

5:> 
61 
69 

7 
68 

91 
58 

39 
72 
74 
67 
86 
30 
76 
34 
51 

27 
57 
82 

20 
25 
31 

94 
90 
42 
63 
22 

Rank by 
erc,entage 
of Jurors 

rot Serving 

75 
88 

37 
1 

42 
29 

36 
73 
15 

33 
84 
67 

89 
37 

56 
23 

63 
70 

30 
9 

55 

78 
85 
69 

7 
87 

77 
79 

24 
50 
44 
80 
68 
17 
81 
50 
58 

46' 
70 
76 

21 
26 
31 

93 
86 
22 
41 
10 

The Comparispn table is a compilation of the five individual ranking tables which follow 

providing a convenient means of comparing each district's various rankings. It provides an 

overall view of where a district stands in comparison to' other districts. A comparison rank is 

given to each dis'trict according -to its (1) Juror Usage Index, (2) percentage of jurors select­

ed or serving, (3) percen-tage of jurors challenged, (4-) percentage of jurors no't selected, serv-

ing or challenged, and (5) percentage of jurors not serving ('those who neither served 01' were 

challenged). (Table 5) 

Following this table are six tables, each showing a distribution of one of the six ranking 

categories. The Juror Usage Index rankings range from Rhode Island leading the list with a JUI 

Rank District 

1 Rhode Island 
2 Wyoming 
3 Michigan, Ii. 
4 Maine 
5 Wisconsin, W. 
6 Pennsylvania, M. 
7 Mississippi, N. 
8 Alabama, M. 
9 New Hampshire 

10 Texas, E. 
H Alabama, N. 
12 Texas, W. 
13 Colorado 
14 Connecticut 
15 Iowa, N. 
16 Iowa, S. 
17 North Carolina, M. 
18 Washington, E. 
19 Alabama, S. 
20 Vermont 
20 Texas, S. 
22 North Carolina, W. 
23 Oklahoma, W. 
24 Tennessee, W. 
25 Kansas 
26 Massachusetts 
27 New Mexico 
28 Idaho 
28 Oregon 
30 Louisianna, E. 
31 California, N. 
32 New Jersey 
33 Indiana. S. 
34 Louisiana, N. 
35 Nebraska 
36 Illinois, N. 
37 North Dakota 
38 Ohio, N. 
39 Tenne.ssee, E. 
40 Pennsylvania, W. 
41 Montana 
42 South Carolina 
43 Florida, M. 
44 Georgia, N. 
45 Maryland 
46 Florida, N. 
47 New York, N. 

RANK OF DISTRICTS ACCORDING TO JUROR 
USAGE INDEX 

FiSCAL YEAR 1974 

Juror 
Usage 
Index Rank District 

11. 31 48 Puerto Rico 
H.aO 49 Tennessee, M. 
12.16 50 Minnesota 
12.20 51 Missouri, E. 
12.25 52 Ohio, S. 
12.62 53 Virginia, W. 
12.71 54 California, E. 
12.78 55 Florida, S. 
13.12 56 Texas, N. 
13.42 57 Georgia, S. 
13.63 58 North Carolina, E. 
14.20 59 Delaware 
14.63 60 Wisconsin, E. 
14.70 61 West Virginia, N. 
14.84 62 Michigan, E. -
14.93 63 Guam 
15.05 64 California, C. 
15.06 65 Pennsylvania, E. 
15.15 66 Nevada 
15.46 67 West Virginia, S. 
15.46 68 Washington, W. 
15.49 69 Kentucky, W. 
15.53 70 Mississippi, S. 
15.79 71 Utah 
15.83 72 New York, W. 
15.87 73 Oklahoma, E. 
15.93 74 Hawaii 
16.05 75 District of Columbia 
16;05 76 Georgia, M. 
16.10 77 Arka'r"'sas, E. 
16.15 78 Kentucky, E. 
16.18 79 South Dakota 
16.24 80 Alaska 
16.48 81 Illinois, S. 
16.74 82 Virginia, E. 
16.75 83 Indiana, N. 
16.88 84 New York, E. 
17.02 85 Arizona 
17.07 86 California, S. 
17.25 87 Missouri, w. 
17.45 88 Illinois, E. 
17.65 89 Arkansas, W. 
17.74 90 Canal Zone 
17.86 91 New York, S. 
18 • .01 92 Oklahoma, N. 
18.24 93 Virgin Islands 
18.26 94 Louisiana, M. 
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Table 6 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

18.30 
18.43 
18.52 
18.58 
18.74 
18.83 
18.86 . , 
19.02 
19.26 
19.60 
19.,68 
19.77 
19.81 
19.83 
19.98 
20.07 
20.08 
20.15 
20.28 
20.42 
20.45 
20.60 
21. 06 
21.40 
21.62 
21. 93 
22.01 
22.05 
22.06 
22.17 
22.36 
22.39 
22.77 
2~.88 
23.32 
23:53 
23.62 
23.81 
24.54 
24.76 
25.03 
25.27 
27 .54 
27.85 
27.92 
30.08 
31.22 

',0 



of 11. 31 to t-liddle Louisiana with a JUI of 31. 22. Fifty-five distric'ts obtained indexes better 

than the national index of 19.12 while 39 districts had indexes above or pool:er than the na-

tional index. (Tabl.~ 6) 

A closer look at those districts whose Juror Usage Indexes placed them at the lowelo end of 

the ranking table reveals that it is sometimes a special problem within a district or an un­

usual se"t of circumstances" such as one or more notorie"ty cases requiring large juror panels 

or excess!i.ve demands f01' jury trials by "the parties, which cause an increase in the JUI. There­

fore the reader must look behind a district's Juror Usuage Index to determine if any special 

conditions may have existed to affect its standing in comparison to other c1ishoicts. 

Table 7 

Rank District 

1 Michigan, W. 
2 Maine 
3 Alabama, M. 
4 Rhode Island 
5 Pennsylvania, M. 
6 North Carolina, w. 
7 North Dakota 
8 New Jersey 
9 Iowa, S. 

10 Wyoming 
11 Connecticut 
12 Alabama, S. 
13 New Hamp\lhire 
14 Texas, E. 
15 MississippJ., N. 
15 Tennessee, W. 
17 Idaho 
18 Florida, M. 
18 Texas, W. 
20 F.lorida, N. 
21 Colorado 
22 Oklahoma, W. 
23 Wisconsin, W. 
24 Maryland 
24 California, N. 
26 Kansas 
27 North Carolina, M. 
27 Texas, S. 
29 Ohio, S. 
30 Iowa, N. 
31 New York, W. 
31 New Mexico 
33 Georgia, N. 
33 Illinois, N. 
35 Texas, N. 
36 Tennessee, E. 
37 Michigan, E. 
37 Indiana, S 
39 Massachusetts 
40 North Carolina, E. 
41 Utah 
42 New York, N. 
42 Ohio, N. 
44 California, C. 
45 Alabama, N. 
46 Washington, E. 
47 Florida, s; 

RANK OF DISTRICT BY 
PERCENTAGE OF JURORS SERVING 

ON JURY TRIALS 
FISCAL YEAR 1974 

Percent-
age Rank 

88.8 48 
82.7 49 
81.9 50 
80.8 50 
78.2 52 
74.7 53 
74.5 53 
74.3 55 
74.1 56 
73.9 57 
73.6 58 
72.8 58 
72.2 60 
72 .1 61 
71.5 62 
71.5 63 
70.9 64 

69.,1 65 
69.1 65 
68.3 67 
68.2 68 
67.9 69 
67.7 70 
67.6 70 
67.6 72 
67.5 73 
67.1 74 
67.1 75 
66.5 76 
65.4 77 
64.7 78 
64.7 79 
64.5 80 
64.5 81 
63.6 82 
63.3 83 
63.1 84 
63.1 85 
62.6 86 
62.5 87 
61.3 88 
61.2 89 
61.2 90 
61.0 91 
60.8 92 
60.7 93 
59.4 94 
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Percent-
District age 

West Virginia, N. 59.3 
Mississippi, S. 59.2 
California, E. 58.4 
Nevada 58.4 
New Yo"rk, E. 57.5 
Georgia, M. 57.2 
Georgia, S. 57.2 
Minnesota 56.9 
Wisconsin, E. 56.6 
Louisiana, E. 56.4 
Delaware 56.3 
Oregon 56.3 
Pennsylvania, W 56.2 
South Carolina 56.0 
West Virginia, S. 55.6 
Arkansas, E. 55.3 
District of Columbia 54.8 
Puerto Rico 54.7 
Vermont 54.7 
Illinois, S. 54.5 
Hawaii 54.4 
Nebraska 53.8 
Arkansas, W. 53.7 
Washingt.on, W. 53.7 
Louisiana, W. 53.5 
Tennessee, M. 53.4 
Pennsylvania, E. 51.5 
Kentucky, E. 51. 3 
Guam 51.2 
Alaska 51.1 
Missouri, E. 50.6 
Arizona 50.5 
California, S. 50.1 
Montana 50.0 
Virgin Islands 49.4 
Virginia, W. 48.6 
Illinois, E. 48.3 
Missouri, W. 47.2 
Oklahoma, E. 47.0 
South Dakota 46.3 
Kentucky, W. 45.7 
Indiana, N. 45.6 
Virginia, E. 43.7 
Canal Zone 43.6 
New York, S. 43.4 
Oklahoma, N. 33.7 
Louisiana, M. 30.6 

Average 
for all 
districts: 
58.3 

, 

The percentage of jurors selected or serving on jury trials ranges fr'om a high of 88.8% 

to a low of 30.6% while the percentage of jurors not selected, ser~ing or challenged ranges 

from 3.9% to 52.3% (Tables 7 and 11). Note that the percent challenged ranged from a low of 

5.2% to a high of 38.0% of total available jurors. This l'eveals the wide-range of local court 

practices in regard to the use of challenges. (Table 8) 

Rank 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
12 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
29 
31 
32 
32 
34 ' 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
45 
47 

District 

Alaska 
Michigan, W. 
Ohio, N. 
Michigan, E. 
New York, W. 
Rhode Island 
california, C. 
Kentucky, E. 
Massachusetts 
Alabama, M. 
North Ca!:olina, 
North Carolina, 
Illinois, N. 
Hawaii 
Wyoming 
Utah 
Florida, N. 
Oklahoma, w. 
Idaho 
New Jersey 
Florida, M. 
california, N. 
Tennessee, E. 
California, E. 
New York, S. 
Ohio, S. 
Mississippi, S. 
Tennessee, M. 
New York, N. 
New York, E. 
Oklahoma, E. 
Maine 
Vermont 
pennsylvania, M. 

RANK OF DISTRICTS ACCORDING TO PERCENTAGE 
OF JURORS CHALLENGED 

FISCAL YEAR 1974 

Percent 
Challenged Rank District 

5.2 48 Minnesota 
7.0 49 Puerto Rico 
7.8 50 Iowa, S. 
8.l. 51 Ma,ryland 
8.4 51 North Dakota 
8.7 53 Mississippi, N. 
9.0 53 Tennessee, W. 
9.3 55 Alabama, S. 
9.6 55 Florida, S. 
9.7 57 Colorado 

W. 9.8 58 New Mexico 
E. 10.1 58 Texas, W. 

10.1 60 Iowa, N. 
10.4 60 Texas, N. 
10.5 62 Nebraska 
11.0 63 KentuCky, W. 
11.1 64 South Carolina 
11.3 65 Illinois, E. 
11:4 66 Montana 
11.5 67 Oregon 
11. 7 68 Georgia, N. 
11.8 69 West Virginia, 
12.0 69 Indiana, N •. 
12.4 71 Wisconsin, E. 
12.6 72 North Carolina, 
12.7 73 Georgia, S. 
12.8 74 Washington, W. 
13.0 75 West Virginia, 
13.1 76 Canal Zone 
13.1 77 California, S. 
13.2 78 Alabama, N. 
13.4 79 Washington, E. 
13.4 80 Nevada 
13.6 81 Arizona 

District of Cp1umbia 13.0 82 Wisconsi-n, W. 
Illinois, S. 13.8 83 Louisiana, E. 
Oklahoma, N. 14.0 84 Louisiana, M. 
Texas, S. 14.2 84 Missouri, E. 
Indiana, S. 14.4 86 South Dakota 
Connecticut 14.5 87 Arkansas, E. 
Texas, E. 14.8 88 Missouri, W. 
New Hampshire 15.0 Average 89 Georgia, M. 
Pennsylvania, E. 15.1 for all 90 Arkansas, W. 
Guam 15.6 Districts ••• 15.2 91 Virgin Islands 
Pennsylvania, W. 15.9 92 Virginia, E. 
Louisiana, W. 15.9 93 Delaware 
Kansas 16.0 94 Virginia, w. 

... ~ 
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Table 8 

Percent 
Challeng",d 

16.1 
16.2 
16.3 
16.5 
16.5 
16.7 
16.7 
16.8 
16.8 
16.9 
17.1 
17.1 
17.3 
17.3 
17.4 
18.1 
18.2 
18.9 
19.1 
19.4 
19.6 

N. 19.7 
19.7 
19.8 

M. 19.9 
20.2 
20.3 

s. 20.8 
21.2 
21.6 
21.7 
22.2 
22.5 
23.2 
23.6 
24.2 
24.7 
24.7 
25.3 
25.5 
25.7 
26.4 
27.6 
29.2 
33.0 
37.5 
38.0 



I-' 
CO 

I-' 
lD 

Rank 

1 
2 
3 
4 

RANK OF DISTRICTS BY 
PERCENTAGE OF PETIT JURORS 

NOT SERVING ON TRIALS 
DURING FISCAL YEAR 1974 

(Jurors Challenged and Jurors not Selected, Serving or C:hallenged) 

10-19.9% Rank 20-29.9% Rank 30-39.9% Rank 40-49.9% Rank 50-59.9% 

Michigan, W .. 11.2 5 Pennsylvania, M. 21.B 18 Florida, M. 30.9 47 Florida, s. 40.6 81 ~lontana 50.0 
West virginia, N. t1Q.7 82 Virgin Islands 50.6 Maine 17.3 6 .i:!orth Carolina, \'1 .. 25.3 18 Texas, w. 30.9 4il 

Alabama, M .. 18.1 i 7 I North Dakota 25.5 20 Florida. N. 31.7 49 Mississippi, S. 40.8 83 Virginia, WOo 51.4 

Rhode Island 1.9.2 I e I New Jersey 25.7 21 Colorado 31.8 50 California, E .. 41.6 84 Illinois. E. 51.7 
Missouri. ''I. 52.8 

9 Iowa, s. 25.9 22 Oklahoma, w. 32.1- 50 Nevada 41.6 85 

10 \'lyoming 26.1 23 Wisconsin, w .. 32.3 52 New York. E. 42.5 86 Oklahoma, E .. 53.0 

1.1. Connecticuit 26.4 24 Maryland 32.4 53 GeOrgia, l-L 42.8 87 South Dakota 53.7 

12 Alabama, s. 27.2 24 California. N .. 32.4 53 Geor-=!.ia. S. 42.8 88 Kentucky. w. 54.3 

13 New Hampshire 27.8 26 I<ansas 32.5 55 Minnp.sota 43.1 89 Indiana, N. 54.4 

14 Texas. E. 27.9 27 North Carolina, M. 32.9 56 Wisconsin, E. 43.4 90 Virginia, E. 56.3 

15 Mississippi, N .. 28.5 27 Texas, S. 32.9 57 Louisiana, E. 43.6 91 Canal Zone 56.4 

15 Tennessee, W. 28.5 2~ Ohio, s. 33.5 58 Delaware 43.7 92 New York, S. 56.6 

17 Idaho 29.1 30 Iowa, N .. 34.6 58 Oregon 43.7 

31 New York. W. 35.3 60 pennsylvania. \"1. 43.8 

31 New Mexico 35.3 61- Sou th carolina 44.0 

33 Georgia, N. 35.5 62 Wes t Virginia, S. 44.4 

33 Illinois, N .. 35.5 63 Arkansas, E .. 44.7 AVERAGE FOR ALL DISTRICTS 

35 Texas, N. 36.4 64 District of Columbia 45.1 41.7% 

36 Tennessee, E. 36.7 65 Puerto Rico 45.3 

37 Michigan, E. 36.9 65 Vermont 45.3 

37 Indiana, S .. 36.9 67 I.llinois, S. 45.5 

39 Massachusetts 37.4 68 Hawaii 45.6 

40 North carolina. E. 37.5 69 Nebraska 46.2 

41 Utah 38.7 70 Arkans as, W. 46.3 

42 New York, N. 38.8 70 Washington, W. 46.3 

42 Ohio, N. 38.8 72 Louis iana. w. 46.5 

44 California. c. 39.0 73 Tennessee, M. 46.6 

40; Alabama, N. 39.2' 74 Pennsylvania, E. 48.5 

46 Washington, E .. 39.3 I 75 Kentucky, E. 48.7, 

76 Guam 48.8 

77 Alaska 48.9 

78 Missouri, E. 49.4 

79 Arizona 49.5 

80 California, s .. 49.9 
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Table 11 

Rank 

1 
2 
:i 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
11 
13 
14 
is 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
25 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
32 6 
34 
34 
36 
36 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 

RANK OF DISTRICTS BY 
PERCENTAGE OF JURORS NOT SELECTED, SERVING 

OR CHALLENGED - FISCAL YEAR 1974 

Percent-
District age Rank District 

!>1.aine 3.9 48 West Virginia, S. 

Michigan, W. 4.2 48 Wisconsin, E. 

Delaware 6.1 50 Florida, S. 
Pennsylv' ~ I, M. 8.2 51 Oregon 
A.labarna, 14 8.4 52 Tennessee, E. 
Wisconsin, W. 8.7 52 Missouri,. E. 
North Dakota 9.0 54 Illinois, N. 

Iowa, S. 9.5 55 New York, N. 
Alabama, S. 10.4 55 South Carolina 
Rhode Island 10.5 57 Washington, W. 
Mississippi, N. U.8 58 Arizona 
Tennessee, W. 11.B 59 

" 
New York, W. 

Connecticuit 12.0 60 Minnesota 
New Hampshire 12.7 61 Missouri, W. 

North Carolina, M. 13.0 62 North Carolina, E. 

Texas, E. 13.1 63 Utah 
Virginia, w. 13.4 64 Massachusetts 

Texas, W. 13.7 64 Pennsylvania, W. 

New Jersey 14.2 66 Mississippi, S. 
Colorado 14.9 67 california, S. 
North Carolina, W. 15.5 68 South Dakota 
l'1yoming 15.6 69 Michigan" E. 

Mar.yland 15.8 69 Nebraska 
Georgia, N. 15.9 71 Puerto Rico 
Georgia, M. 16.5 72 California, E. 
Kansas 16.5 73 New York, E 
Washington, E. 17.1 74 California, C. 

Iowa, N. 17.3 75 Louisiana, W. 

Alabama, N. 17.4 76 Montana 
Idaho 17.7 77 Ohio, N. 
New Mexico 18.2 78 District of Columbia 
Texas, S. 18.7 79 Illinois, S. 
Arkansas, W. 18.7 80 Vennont 
Texas, N. 19.1 81 Illinois, E. 

·Nevada 19.1 82 Guam 
Florida, M. 19.2 83 Pennsylvania, E. 

Arkansas, E. 19.2 84 'l°ennes see, M. 
Louisiana, E. 19.4 85 Indiana, N. 
California, N. 20.5 86 Canal Zone 
Florida, N. 20.6 86 Hawaii 
Ohio, S. 20.8 88 Kentucky, "I. 

Oklahoma, W. 20.9 89 Kentucky, t~ 

West Virginia, N. 21.0 90 Oklahoma, E. 
Virgin Islands 21.4 91 Alaska 
Indiana, S. 22.5 92 New York, S. 
Georgia, S. 22.6 93 Louisiana, M. 

Virginia, E. 23.4 94 Oklahoma, N. 

Juror U-tilization Check Sheet 

! 
Percent.-

age 

23.6 
23.6 
23.8 
24.3 
24.7 
24.7 
25.4 
25.8 
25.8 
26.0 
26.3 
26.9 
27.0 
27.1 
27.4 
27.6 
27.9 
27.9 
28.0 
28.3 
28.4 
28.8 
28.8 
29.1 
29.2 
29.4 
30.0 
30.6 
30.9 
31.0 
31.4 
31.7 
31.9 
32.8 
33.2 
33.4 
33.6 
34.7 
35.2 
35.2 
36,2 
39.4 
39.S 
43.7 
44.0 
44.7 
52.3 

D 

Average 
for 
all 

istricts ... 26.5 

In las't year! s report the accompanying check sheet was provided. Through exten,sive study 

of jurol' utilization problems and a flow of information between the Administrative Office and 

the various district courts, i't has been determined that there are ten basic factors which tend 

to result in a low Juror Usage Index (JUI) as well as factOl's which adversely influence the 

JUI. Because each of the 9l~ distl'ict courts has variations in its local practices, these ten 

factors are not a complete listing. Instead, they are a starting point for a. court to evaluate 

and study why ~ts Juror Usage Index is relatively good, fair, or poor. 

In using this list of factors as a check sheet, it has been found that generally more 

checks can be entered in the left hand side of the sheet by those districts with good juror 

utilization profiles, while a number of checks in the right hand colunm often corresponds to 

those districts with a POOL' utilization picture. 

20 

We invite the reader to use this check sheet as a stal'ting poin·t in determining juror 

practices. It prehaps can lead to a discovery of the areas within a court which may require 

change in order to obtain bet'ter utilization of pe-tit jurors within that particular court. 

CHECK SHEET ON JUROR UTILIZATION FACTORS THAT NAY HAVE AN EFFECT ON THE 
JUROR USAGE INDEX 

D 

D 

POSITIVE FACTORS 

Factors Which Might Result in a Low 
Juror Usage Index 

Good cooperation 8nd conmrunication be­
tween judges and cour't personnel. 

A small number of lJlaces of holding 
court. 

D Use of a jury pool system. 

D 

D 

The staggering of trial starts where 
the number of judges and trials per­
mits. 

Use of multiple voir dires in -the jury 
selection process. 

D Reduction in voir dire size. 

D Use of civil juries of less than twelve 
members. 

D Reduc-t:LOn in the number of challenges 
allowed. 

D 

D 

Established deacUines for settlements 
or pleas. 

Extensive or good use of pretrial 
hearings in civil cases or omnibus 
hearings for criminal defendants. 

1 
I 
2 
I 
3 
I 
4 

5 

6 
I 
7 
I 
8 
I 
9 
I 

10 

I 

ADVERSE FACTORS 

Factors Which t'light Result in a High 
JU1'or Usage Index 

Poor cooperation and corrununica:tion be- D 
tween judges and court personnel. 

A large nwnber of places of holding D 
court. 

Each judge using his own, separate jury D 
pool. 

All judges beginning jury selection at D 
the same time and on the same day_ 

A voir dire being called for each trial 
with a failure to return unused jurors 
to the jury pool for further use on 
another trial. 

D 

Use of voir dires larger than recom- D 
mended. 

Use of civil juries of t\velve or more D 
members .. 

Excessive use of peremp-tory challenges. D 

Allmving settlements or pleas to be D 
entered up to and during trials. 

Little or poor use of pretrial hear- D 
ings or omnibus hearings. 

• NOTE: Factors are randomly listed with no order as to significance. 
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COMPARISON OF JUROR U~ILIZATION, 1971-1974 

The last three tables provide a four-year comparison, district by district, 0::: important 

juror usage data and show the progress that has been made yearly in the federal courts in the 

Juror Usage Index, percent selected or serving, and percent not selected, serving or challenged. 

\~hile 65 districts showed a decrease in their JUI in fiscal year 1971!, over fiscal year 1973, 77 

of the 9 l f districts have sliOwn a decrease in their JUI from fiscal year 1971 to fiscal year 

l'able 12 

Circuit 
and 

district 

Na tional .'\verage .... 

District of Columbia ..... 

First C1 reuf t 

Maine. '" ............... . 
Massachuset ts ........... . 
New Hampshire ..•..•...•.• 
Rhode Island ............ . 
Puerto Rico ............. . 

Second Circuit 

Connecticut ...... ~ ...... . 
New York: 

Northern ............ , .. 
Eastern ............... . 
Southern .............. . 
Western ..............•. 

vermont ...........•••.... 

Third Circuit 

Delaware ..•.............. 
New Jersey •••••••••••••.. 
Pennsylvania: 

Castern .....•.......... 
N,iddlc ................ . 
\'/estern .. , ............ . 

Virgin Islands .......... . 

Fourth Circuit 

Maryland ................ . 
Nol'th Carolina: 

Eastern •...........•.•. 
Middle ....... , ........ . 
\oJestcl n •••••••.•.•.•••• 

South Carolinn ••......... 
Virginia: 

Eastern .. '" .......... . 
\'lestern ... " .......... . 

\~est Virginia: 
Northorn .. " .......... . 
Southern .............. . 

Fifth Circuit 

Alabama; 
Northern .............. . 
fildd1e •.•••••••••.••.•• 
Southern .............. . 

Florida: 
Northern .............. . 
Middle •.••••..••••••••• 
Southern .............. . 

Georgia: 
Northern .......... , ...• ' 
Middle .•• " ...•••.••••• 
Southern .............. . 

Louisiana: 
Eastern ............... . 
Middle ••••••.••••••.••. 
Nestern .•.............. 

Mississippi: 
Northern ....... ',' ..... . 
Southern .............. . 

tr'exas:, 
Northern ......•........ 
Eaatern .... " ......... . 
Southern ..... , I •••••••• 

Westorn .•..••.•..•..•.. 
canal Zone ..•............ 

1971 

23.31 

25.34 

16.58 
16.66 
18.55 
18.12 
26.97 

19.65 

28.01 
3~.06 
57.54 
18.58 
19.27 

24.96 
19.70 

24.21 
19.88 
21. 51 
27.12 

41.12 

27.07 
20.48 
18.28 
20.86 

26.81 
22.60 

26.10 
28.55 

16.70 
22.19 
25.48 

28.33 
25.46 
29.68 

22.52 
22.35 
22.88 

21. 26 

26.B1 

25.75 
31. 58 

19.24 
16.63 
22.13 
15.34 
18.33 

1972 

20.96 

24.44 

11. 31 
16.23 
17.03 
15.80 
28.28 

17.55 

23.12 
35.22 
31.&9 
18.88 
15.80 

28.12 
16.28 

18.63 
21.12 
18.04 
32.07 

18.95 

20.06 
19.39 
16.50 
19.41 

25.44 
18.40 

26.95 
26.04 

15.87 
18.46 
22.01 

23.97 
23.35 
25.20 

20.55 
20.68 
23.66 

16.96 
30.74 
23.19 

26.79 
27.05 

17.64 
15.43 
19.77 
17.78 
25.33 

JUROR USAGE INDEXES FOR 
FISCAL YEARS 1971. 1972. 1973 AND 1974 

1973 

20.16 

22.22 

10.28 
18.06 
13.87 
18.43 
19.44 

16.06 

20.80 
27.82 
27.23 
20.16 
19.32 

22.22 
17.07 

19.89 
14.27 
20.74 
41.43 

18.70 

21. 31 
18.18 
15.78 
18.42 

21. 95 
17.31 

25.83 
24.32 

13.45 
18.54 
18.88 

14.92 
21.84 
20.82 

19.94 
22.02 
21. 30 

15.35 
21. 57 
24.40 

21. 70 
30.63 

18.34 
15.65 
19.23 
17.89 
29.11 

1974 

19.12 

22.05 

12.20 
15.87 
13.13 
11. 31 
18.30 

14.70 

18.26 
23.62 
27.85 
21.62 
15.46 

19.77 
16.18 

20.15 
12.62 
17.25 
30.08 

18.01 

19.68 
15.05 
15.49 
17.65 

23.32 
18.03 

19.83 
20.42 

13.63 
12.78 
15.15 

18.24 
17.74 
19.02 

17.86 
22.06 
19.60 

16.10 
31. 22 
16.40 

12.71 
21.06 

19.26 
13.42 
15.46 
14.20 
27.54 

circuit 
and 

dis trict 

Sixth Circuit 

Kentucky: 
Eastern ............... , .... . 
\'/estern .................... . 

Michigan: 
Eastern .................... . 
Western .................... . 

Ohio: 
Northern ................... . 
Sou thern ... , ............... . 

Tennessee: 
Eastern ..................... . 
Hiddle ..................... . 
Western .................... . 

Seventh Cireui t 

Illinois: 
Northern ........ , ... , ...... . 
Eastern ........... , ........ . 
Southern ............... , ... . 

Indiana: 
Northern .... , .............. . 
Southern .............. , .... . 

t'1isconsin: 
'Eastern ...... , ............. . 
Western .................... . 

Eighth Circuit 

Arkansas: 
Eastern .................... . 
\1estern .................... . 

Iowa: 
Northern ................... . 
Southern ............ , ...... . 

Minnesota .................... . 
l-.1issourt: 

Eilstern .................... . 
\'/estern .................... . 

Nebraska ..................... . 
North Dakota ................. . 
South Dakota ................. . 

Ninth Circuit 

Alaska ....................... . 
Arl.zona ...................... . 
Califcornia; 

Northern .......... " .....•.. 
Ens tern • ••••.•.•••..••.••••• 
Central ..... , ...... '" ..... . 
Southern ................... . 

Hawaii .................... , .. . 
Idaho •.•..••••••.....••••••.•• 
Montana •...........•.......... 
Nevada ....................... . 
Oregon ....................... . 
l'lashington: 

Eastern ..... ~ .............. . 
\~estern •.••••.•.••••••.••••• 

Guam ........................ ',' 

Tenth Circui t 

Colorado ..................... . 
Kansas ..••.•............•....• 
New Mexico ................... . 
Oklahoma; 

Northern ................... . 
Eastern .................... . 
Western .................... . 

Utah •••..••••.•••••••••••••••. 
Wyoming ...................... . 
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1971 

21. 7b 
25.97 

18.92 
15 .O~ 

24.93 
18.46 

19.96 
30.74 
17.39 

24.58 
19.62 
26.48 

22.01 
1B.82 

20.29 
23.40 

20.23 
25.M 

20.16 
18.26 
18.43 

21.42 
25.87 
22.48 
18.56 
26.07 

19.59 
24.42 

17.57 
18.66 
18.85 
25.50 
21. 55 
20.95 
19.22 
50.13 
22.33 

17.94 
21. 74 
39.55 

14.83 
18.15 
20.85 

25.19 
26.64 
21. 73 
24.22 
15.44 

1972 

21. 96 
25.38 

16.97 
15.16 

20.04 
18.50 

17.88 
24.10 
16.85 

17.77 
19.39 
23.92 

17.34 
16.75 

14.34 
19.43 

19.99 
25.1~ 

18.34 
20.33 
16.24 

19.75 
25.25 
19.65 
20.5'7 
24.66 

23 .. 11 
23.85 

18.78 
15.27 
19.15 
26.98 
15.98 
17.12 
17.88 
23.62 
16.31 

15.17 
17.72 
26.22 

14.06 
15.10 
19.29 

20.31 
26.66 
18.29 
21.11 
14.50 

1973 

27.43 
20.88 

16.56 
13.97 

18.89 
19.22 

16.43 
23.08 
15.86 

18.41 
22.22 
25.08 

22.89 
15.18 

17.44 
26.72 

19.69 
22.33 

14.71 
15.88 
16.15 

20.42 
25.51 
17.93 
18.87 
26.70 

20.31 
21.52 

18.h7 
20.79 
20.44 
27.24 
22.29 
20.65 
18.52 
21.87 
14.56 

19.78 
18.74 
25.46 

13.38 
16.59 
20.14 

21.05 
19.61 
21.66 
24.42 
12.19 

1974 

22.36 
20.60 

19.98 
12.16 

17.02 
18.74 

17.07 
18.43 
15.79 

16.75 
25.03 
22.88 

23.53 
16.24 

19.81 
12.25 

22.17 
25.27 

14.84 
14.93 
18.52 

18.58 
24.76 
16.74 
16.88 
22.39 

22.77 
23.81 

16.15 
18.86 
20.08 
24.54 
22.01 
16.05 
17.45 
20.28 
16.05 

15.06 
20.45 
20.07 

14.63 
15.83 
15.93 

27.92 
21. 93 
15.53 
21.40 
11.80 

I .. 

1974 (Table 12). Fifty-eight districts showed imprC'vement in their percent of jurors selected 

or serving from 1973 ,to 1974 while S0 districts have shown improvement in this area when 1971 

is compared to 1971!. (Table 13) 

It is felt that a prime a1"ea of concern for those involved in juror managemen't should be 

the reduction of the nwnber of people who attend court and who are not selected for 01" do not 

circuit 
and 

district 

National Average ....•..... 

District of Columbia .......... . 

First Circuit 

Maine ......................... . 
Massachusetts ................. . 
New Hampsh ire ................. . 
Rhode Island .................. . 
Puerto Rico ................... . 

Second cireui t 

Connecticllit .................. . 
New York: 

Northern .................... . 
Eastern ..................... . 
Southern .................... . 
h'estern ..................... . 

Vermont ................... ~ ... . 

1971 

56.7 

71.4 
76.1 
69.0 
70.4 
48.5 

62.5 

45.2 
36.9 
21. 3 
71.5 
63.3 

1972 

55.5% 

52.1 

7G.8 
76.9 
55.6 
58.4 
43.3 

70.8 

54.7 
39.1 
41.8 
72.4 
61.1 

PERCENTAGE OF JURORS SERVING ON JURY TRIALS 
FOR FISCAL YEARS 1971 THROUGH 1974 

1973 

56.5% 

57.5 

73.5 
67.8 
69.2 
62.2 
54.5 

71.4 

1974 

58. 3~ 

54.8 

82.7 
62.6 
72.2 
80.8 
54.7 

73.6 

Circuit 
and 

rlistrict 

Sixth Circuit 

Kentucr:y; 
Eastern ..................... . 
Nestern. . .. .. . . . .. . . . . . .. . .. 

t-tichlgan: 
Eastern ..... , ............... .. 
Western ...... ~ ... "" ....... . 

Ohio: 
Northern ................•.... 
Southern ................... 8. 

Tennessee: 
Eastern ..................... . 
Hiddle ...................... . 
Nestern ..................... . 

1'71 I 

61.2>\ 
37.5 

71. 3 
80.7 

52.8 
71.3 

63.1 
43.2 
73.8 

1972 

61. 3)6 
41.0 

66.4 
74.3 

54.4 
68.1 

63.7 
54.7 
72.5 

1973 

48. ~% 
54.3 

60.1 
84.8 

55.5 
64.7 

6].4 
46.8 
71.9 

'l'able U 

1974 

51.3% 
45. " 

63.1 
88.8 

61.2 
66.5 

6'L3 
53.4 
71.5 

~'---------------I----~----~----~-----
60.0 
48.8 
47.4 
68.0 
62.3 

61.2 
57.5 
43.4 
64.7 
54.7 

Seve-11th Cirelli t 

111ino",s: 
Northern .................... . 
E:'lstern •••••. , .•••.•.•••••••• 

------I~-----r------~----~------~ Southern .................... , 

55.3 
50.6 
45.7 

58.3 
53.3 
44.2 

54.9 
51.2 
40.2 

64.5 
48.3 
54.5 

Third Cirt:'uit 

Delaware ...................... . 
New Jersey .................... . 
Pcnnsyl vania: 

Eastern ..................... . 
Middle ...................... . 
Western ..................... . 

Virgin Islands ................. . 

Fourth Cireui t 

/'ttllryland ...................... . 
North Carolina; 

Eastern ..................... . 
Niddle- ...................... . 
Western ..................... . 

South Carolina ................. . 
Virginia: 

Eastern ..................... . 
Western ..................... . 

h'est Virginia: 
Northern .................... . 
Southern .................... . 

Fifth Cireui t 

Alabama; 
Northern .................... . 
Niddle ................ ~ ..... . 
Southern .................... . 

Florida; 
Northern ....................• 
flirld1e ••.••....•••.••.......• 
Svuthern .................... . 

Georgia: 
Northern .................... . 
Middle ...................... . 
Southern .................... . 

Louisiana: 
Eastern ...............•...•.. 
Hidd1e •••••.••••••••••••.••• 
Nestern .................... ". 

Nississippi: 
Northern .................... . 
Southern .................... . 

Texas: 
Northern .•.......•.....•..... 
Eastern ............•......... 
Southern .................... . 
Western ..................... . 

Canal Zone .................... . 

50. ? 
69.6 

52.8 
66.4 
57.3 
40.2 

28.1 

45.2 
58.4 
63.3 
63.1 

45.1 
52.1 

47.8 
45.0 

68.3 
58.5 
51.9 

42 .~ 
51.9 
42.6 

55.6 
55.1 
53.3 

57.6 

40.9 

52.9 
37.7 

63.4 
71. 7 
55.8 
65.5 
65.5 

56.7 
61. 5 
44.3 
40.3 

67.7 

61.2 
59.2 
67.9 
56.7 

47.9 
55.8 

48.3 
48.3 

72.9 
55.4 
44.1 

50.9 
52.4 
44.6 

63.;J 
58.3 
51.8 

53.3 
28.8 
40.7 

51. 2 
45.2 

60.3 
76.7 
62.8 
52.5 
38.2 

51.6 
74.8 

52.7 
76.3 
45.3 
29.7 

64.2 

55.3 
60.4 
70.1 
60.5 

43.4 
53.8 

47.2 
50.8 

64.8 
59.9 
54.8 

68.1 
54.0 
54.1 

61.4 
57.4 
56.7 

%.5 
35.8 
38.4 

59.7 
40.5 

65.5 
75.8 
65.0 
55.8 
41.2 

56.3 
74.3 

51.5 
78.2 
56.2 
49.4 

67.6 

62.5 
67.1 
74.7 
56.0 

43.7 
48.6 

59.3 
55.6 

60.8 
81.9 
72.8 

68.3 
69.1 
59.4 

64.5 
57.2 
57.2 

56.4 
30.6 
53.S 

71.5 
~f\.2 

63.6 
72.1 
67.1 
69.1 
43.6 

lndl.ana: 
Northern ..............•...... 
Southern .................... . 

Wisconsin: 
Eastern ..................... . 
Western ..................... . 

52.0 
66.9 

61.6 
49.6 

54.4 
66.6 

56.9 
63.7 

4~. 3 
61.2 

58.2 
47.1 

4~J.l 
63.1 

56.6 
67.7 

~------------------~----+-'--~-----4-----
Eighth Circuit 

Arkansas; 
Eastern ..................... . 
\'lestern ..................... . 

Iowi3: 
Northern .................... . 
Southern .................... . 

Minnesota ..................... . 
Nissouri ; 

Eastern ..................... . 
Nestern ..................... . 

Nebraska ...................... . 
North Dakota .••..•...•...••.••• 
South D;;lKota ................... . 

I~---------------~~ 
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Ninth Circuit 

Alaska •.•...........•..•.....•. 
Arizona ....................... _ 
Cali fornia: 

Northern .......... " ........ . 
Eastern ...................•.. 
central ...................... . 
Southern ..................... . 

Hawaii ..••.•••..••••••. ~ ....... . 
Idaho ......................... . 
}lantana ................•...•... 
Nevada •••••...•.••••.•.•••••••. 
Oregon .............. '" , ...... . 
Washington; 

Eastern ..................... . 
Western ..................... . 

Guam ••••••••• ,1 ................. . 

Tenth Circuit 

Colorado ...................... . 
Kansas .......................•• 
New Mexico .................... . 
Oklahoma: 

Northern ........... , ........ . 
E(1stern ..............•....... 
Western ..................... . 

Utah •............•.......•..... 
Nyoming ......••...••.•........• 

58.3 
52.3 

60.5 
82.1 
59.0 

58.7 
16.0 
S4.0 
69.7 
41.3 

69.4 
50.6 

66.9 
66.7 
68.9 
49.0 
59.9 
61.3 
66.5 
25.8 
40.6 

67.6 
59.0 
30.7 

66.6 
60.9 
63.1 

47.5 
46.1 
56.1 
53.0 
72.4 

59.8 
52.2 

6a.l 
74.6 
~1. 7 I 

6r..5 
·17.9 
56.8 
61.7 
50.8 

58.6 
, 46,9 

64.5 
66.8 
66.3 
46.8 
57.6 
71. 7 
61.1 
54.2 
52.1 

63.9 
69.0 
45.6 

65.9 
67.4 
59.6 

60.2 
48.5 
65.1 
61.0 
65,.4 

62.3 
60.3 

79.1 
70.2 
64.0 

56.1 
45.3 
50.2 
66.0 
46.8 

66.6 
47.5 

64.6 
57.0 
63.2 
43.0 
48.2 
61.1 
66.7 
58.5 
56.7 

58.6 
5~.4 

46.6 

71.0 
62.B 
53.4 

57.8 
48.2 
57.3 
51.9 
77,2 

55.3 
53.7 

65.4 
74.1 
56.9 

50.6 
47.2 
53.8 
74.0; 
46.3 

51.1 
50.5 

67.6 
58.4 
61.0 
50.1 
54.4 
70.9 
50.0 
58.4 
56.3 

GO.7 ' 
53. '/ 
51.2 

68.2 
67.5 
64.7 

33.7 
47.0 
67.9 
61.3 
73.9 
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Table 1'1 PERCENTAGE OF JURORS NOT SELECTED. SERVING OR CHALLENGED 
FOR FISCf,L YEARS 1971·1974 

Circuil: 
and 

disl:ricl: 1971 1972 1973 1974 

National Average ••.• 32.8% 30.0% 28.4% 26.5% 

Districl: of Columbia ••••• 

First Circuit 

Maine •••••••••••••••••••• 
MassachUse~ts ............ . 
New Hampshire ............ . 
Rhode Is land ••••••••••••• 
Puerto Rico ............. .. 

Second Circuit 

connecticut ............. . 
New York: 

31. 2 

9.9 
19.3 
20.5 
22.0 
43.6 

23.1 

30.7 

8.2 
18.1 
24.7 
34.2 
47.2 

17.3 

27.2 

8.3 
22.6 
11" .0 
31.4 
28.0 

13.7 

31.4 

3.9 
27.9 
12.7 
10.5 

12.0 

Northern............... 48.0 36.4 30.5 25.8 
Eastern................ 54.1 50.6 38.4 29.4 
Southern............... 68.3 48.6 40.8 44.0 
Western................ 19.2 19.2 22.9 26.9 

Vermont •••••••••••••••••• __ +-~3~0~.~6 __ 4-__ 3_4~._3 __ +-__ 3_0_._3 __ r-__ 3_1_._9 __ 

,Third Circuit 

Delaware ................ . 
New Jersey ...•........... 
Pennsylvania: 

Eastern ............... . 
Hidd1e ................ . 
Western ............... . 

Virgin Islands .......... . 

Fourth Circuit 

Maryland •••••• " •• '" •••• 
NOrth Carolina: 

tastern .•.............. 
Middle ................ . 
Western ............... . 

South Carolina ......•...• 
Virginia: 

Eastern .............•.• 
Western ..............•. 

Wes·t Virginia: 
Northern ............••. 
Southern .........•..... 

Fifth Circuit 

Alabama: 
Northern •••••••.••••.•• 
Middle ............... .. 
Southet:'n .............. . 

Florida: 
Northern .............. .. 
Middle ••••••••••••••••• 
Southern ........•...... 

Georgia: 
Northern ••..•.......... 
Middle ................ . 
Southern ..........•..•• 

Louisiana: 
Eastern .• ~ ......•....•• 
Middle .... : .......... .. 
Western •.•..........•.. 

Mississippi: 
Northern ••••••••••••••• 
Sou thern .......... 0- •••• 

Texas: 
Northel.'r .............. . 
Eastern .. . ............. . 
Souther.l ................. . 
Western .................. . 

Canal Zone ............... . 

31.8 
20.3 

33.9 
lS.8 
26.5 
3S.8 

65.S 

46.5 
21.4 
29.3 
21.1 

24.1 
19.6 

48.0 
44.5 

18.2 
30.7 
21.9 

45.3 
33.5 
48.2 

24.6 
19.3 
23.6 

24.5 

48.3 

31.5 
54.3 

23.7 
14.4 
31.7 
~8.9 
25.5 

37.2 
lS.1 

28.2 
22.1 
34.2 
34.S 

18.3 

29.0 
23.8 
25.4 
lS.4 

24.5 
15.4 

34.9 
34.8 

12.9 
31.4 
40.4 

33.0 
32.7 
43.0 

15.S 
18.6 
19.3 

23.2 
43.5 
35.0 

3l .. r; 
43.4 

26.8 
8.0 

25.9 
2S.0 
41.4 

29.6 
15.2 

32.2 
9.6 

36.2 
37.7 

17.3 

34.7 
22.8 
21.6 
22.0 

22.6 
16.8 

28.9 
25.2 

15.5 
22.9 
24.2 

16.7 
32.7 
32.2 

17.3 
20.9 
18.1 

18.3 
47.7 
48.9 

20.6 
47.1 

18.7 
10.2 
21.7 
24.9 
37.0 

6.1 
14.2 

33.4 
8.2 

27.9 
21.4 

15.8 

27.4 
13.Q 
15.5 
25.8 

23.4 
13.4 

21.0 
23,.6 

17.4 
8.4 

10.4 

20.6 
19.2 
23.8 

15.9 
16.5 
22.6 

19.4 
44.7 
30.6 

11.8 
28.0 

19.1 
13.1 
lS.7 
13.7 
35.2 
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Circuit 
and 

district 

Si:(th cireui t 

Kentucky: 
Eastern .............. . 
\'lestern .............. . 

Michigan: 
Eastern .............. . 
western .............. . 

Ohio: 
Northcl'n ••.•...•..•.•• 
Solttnern ............. . 

Tennessee: 
Eastern .............. . 
Middle •••••••••••••••• 
''1estern ..........•.... 

Seven th Circui t 

Illinois: 
Northern ............. . 
Eastern ••••.••••....•. 
Southern ............. . 

Indiana: 
Northern ............. . 
Southern ............ . 

\'1isconsin: 
Eastern .. " .......... . 
Western .............. . 

Eighth Circuit 

Arkansas: 
Eastern ......•........ 
Western .............. . 

Iowa: 
Northern ............. . 
Southern ..........•... 

Minne~ota ••••••• '., •••••• 
Missouri: 

Eastern .............. . 
Western. 0 ••••••••••••• 

Nebraska ...... 0 0 •••••••• 

North Dakota •...... 0 •••• 

South Dakota .. o ••••••• o. 

Ninth Circuit 

Alaska ••••.•..••.••••••. 
Arizona ................ . 
California: 

Northern ............. . 
Eastern ..........•... . 
Central ............... . 
Southern ............. . 

Hawaii ........... 0 ..... .. 

Idaho ••••.••••••...••••• 
Montana ................ . 
Nevada .................. . 
Oregon' ................. .. 
Washington: 

Easterl) ... o ••••••••••• 

\-;restern ............... . 
Guam ......•............ 0 

Tenth Circuit 

Colorado ............... . 
Kansas, ................. . 
New Mexico .............. . 
Oklahoma: 

Northern .......... ~ ... . 
Eastern ............... . 
\-;restern .............. . 

Utah •••..•••.••••.•••.•• 
Wyoming .. 0 •••••••••••••• 

1971 

28.S% 
49.5 

20.2 
9.2 

41.~ 

19.5 

27.0 
49.9 
15.5 

36.4 
30.2 
48.9 

30.0 
20.7 

20.1 
31.1 

18.7 
28.2 

38.3 
16.2 
27.3 

16.4 
33.9 
31. 3 
11.3 
35.5 

21. 0 
29.1 

20.0 
21.8 
23.2 
34.3 
3.6 

23.1 
19.5 
53.1 
35.0 

15.5 
29.3 
52.7 

18.6 
16.9 
19.5 

39.7 
42.2 
26.3 
27.9 
15.2 

1972 

2S.7% 
42.4 

26.5 
13.3 

39.2 
21.6 

24.0 
36.4 
13.2 

32.S 
31.3 
·16.8 

25.0 
17.8 

20.6 
16.9 

16.6 
17.8 

18.8 
19.1 
27.9 

15.5 
30.2 
27.5 
15.5 
28.6 

24.4 
28.6 

22.0 
23.2 
24.3 
33.0 
19.1 
17.1 
21.4 
25.9 
34.1 

12.0 
17.7 
39.9 

14.6 
15.5 
19.5 

26.1 
42.,0 
16.8 
20.9 
21.6 

1973 

41.4% 
28.9 

33.4 
8.3 

36.6 
22.8 

27.5 
45.1 
12.2 

34.4 
25.9 
49.6 

34.0 
21.5 

<1.4 
2S.4 

16.2 
20.4 

10.0 
12.9 
lS.4 

18.2 
33.0 
31.2 
14.2 
33.8 

19.2 
26.1 

23.8 
32.2 
27.7 
35.0 
37.6 
26.3 
16.8 
23.1 
2S.0 

15.5 
29.0 
44.3 

9.7 
22.2 
25.7 

25.7 
39.8 
26.7 
25.0 
10.2 

1974 

39.4% 
36.2 

28.S 
4.2 

31.0 
20.8 

24.7 
33.6 
11.8 

25.4 
32.8 
31. 7 

34.7 
22.5 

23.6 
8.7 

19.2 
18.7 

17.3 
9.5 

27.0 

24.7 
27.1 
2S.8 

9.0 
28.4 

43.7 
26.3 

20.5 
29.2 
30.0 
2S.3 
35.2 
17.7 
30.9 
19.1 
24.3 

17.1 
26.0 
33.2 

14.9 
16.5 
lS.2 

52.3 
39.8 
20.9 
27.6 
15.6 

serve on a jury trial as well as those who are not challenged. This group includes the people 

who are not sent to a voir dire because of such factors as an overcall of jU);Ol0S for that day or 

late' settlements or pleas and also those who are not reached on voilo dire questioning due .to 

such factors as excessively large panels or poor pool management. Many districts, through the 

use of juror utilization techniques, have been able to show improvement in this area. 
Sixty-

eight districts have shown a decrease in their percent not selected, serving or challenged from 

1971 to 197 L~ while 60 districts improved in this area from 1973 to 1971~. (Table 14) 

While there is still room for great improvement in many districts, the utilization of 

jurors in the federal district courts, overall, continues to c.dvance at a steady pace year by 

year. 
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1 

2 

EXPLANATION or ENTRIES THAT APPEAR ON DISTRICT PETIT JUROR PROFILES 

Authorized iudgeships (does not inc11.1de senior judges). 

Places of holding court where jUl'ors have been in c'ourt and available to serve, whether 
or not trial ac"tivi ty actually took place. 

3 Total number of jurors in court and paid, whether "selected or serving," "challenged," 
or "not selected. serv ing or challenged. II 

Ij Total number of jural's who were selected for or sel'ving on one or more trial juries. 

S Total number or .iuror's who were challenged - f:ither for cause or peremptorily - and did 
not serve on a trial jury. 

6 Total number of jurors in court who neither were selected for or serving on a trial 
jury nor were challenged. 

Percentage of jurors who were selected for or serving on tri al jUl'ies. 

8 Percentage of jurors who were challenged. 

9 Percentage of jurors who were not selected, serving or challenged. 

10 Arrived at by dividing the total number of jurors available per fiscal year. by the 
total number of jury trial days per fiscal year. Hence, it is the average number of 
jurors available (in court whether selected or serving, challenged, or not selected, 
serving or challenged) per jury trial per day. If a court's index is 20, an average 
of 20 jurors are in court and paid per jury trial day. 

11 

12 

13 

J.1I. 

IS 

Total es t in,a ted expenditure for all jurors' expenses. Included are attendance. sub­
sistence, mileage, and miscellaneous costs. 

Total estimated expenditure for those jurors "Iho were selected for or serving on trial 
juries (based on percen~ in box # 7). 

Total estimated expenditure for those jurors vlho \~ere challenged (based on percent in 

box # 8). 

Total estimated expenditure for those jurors who were not selected, serving or chal­
lenged (based on percent in box # 9). 

Estimated cost per trial per day. 

16 Estimated cost per juror per day. 

J7 Total number of civiJ and criminal jury trials. This information is derived from the 
JS-IO, the Monthly Report of Trials and Pretrial Conferences. 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Total number of civU jury trials. 

Total number of criminal jury trials. 

Percentage of civil jury trials (based on box # 18). 

Percentage of criminal jury trials (based on box # 19). 

Total number of civil and criminal jury trial days. Three jury trial days could either 
be one tria~ running three days or three trials occurring on one day, or a combination. 

To"tal number of civil jury tria). days. 

Total numbel' of criminal jury trial days. 

Percentage of civil jury trial days (based on box # 23). 

Percentage of criminal jury trial days (based on box # 24). 

Ranl<ings _ box numbers 7, B, 9, la, 15 and 16 are ranked. The rankings show where a 
district stands in relation to all other districts in the country. If there is a tie 
at a particular standing, then each of the tied courts receives the same standing de­
signation. All are ranked in ascending order (lowest value is ranked first) except for 
bo;< # 7 (% served), which is ranked in descending order (highest value ranked first) . 

A comparison of selected juror utilization data for fiscal years 1971 thru 1974. 

26 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 

Judgeships ~ 
~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

17 
100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

- 18, - 19 . 2""""2' ,,'til 

20 % 21 % 100% 

27 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

23 
25 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 MAII)JE 

L-1..J Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

- c'" J ury l'~ials • ' I < ". Jury Trial Days 
_B ___ ~I ___ 1J11t __ I_ 

17 8 9 69 36 33 

100% l~7 .1 % 52.9 % 100% 52.2 % ~7.8 % 

Fiscal % Selected Juror 
Year or Usage 

Serving Index 

1971 9.9 71. ~ 16.58 

1972 8.2 D 76.8 11.31 

1973 8.3 73.5 10.28 

1974 3.9 82.7 12.20 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 MASSACH USETTS I 
L2-..J Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

I 
\ 

{' 

113 54 343 

100% 52.2 % 47.8 % 100% 58.3 % 41. 7 

Fiscal % Selected Juror 
Year or Usage 

Serving Index 

1971 19 .. 3 76.1 16.66 

1972 18 .. 1 76.9 16.23 

1973 22 .. 6 67.8 18.06 

1974 27 .. 9 62.6 15.87 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 NEW HAMPSHIRE 

LL-J Judgeships 

t...L-J Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

4-5,300 32,700 

:" .' " Jury Trials ' I " • :Jury' Trial D~ys·.' " , \. ".~ '·4,~~h~ 

~ __ I--___ ~ 
29 21 8 117 76 d 

100% 72.4- % 27.6 100% 65.0 % 35.0 % 

Fiscal % Selected Juror 
Year or Usage 

Serving Index 

1971 20.5 69.0 18.65 

1972 24-.7 55.6 17.03 

1973 16.0 69.2 13.87 

1974 12.7 72.2 13.12 

31 ,i 
tcl ________________________ ~loiiii.----~-.-.. - .. ---
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 RHODE ISLAND 

L-~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

~.'.I i 
~ 
I , 

100% 63.0 % 37.0 % 100% 66.8 % 33.2 

ij' , 
f{ 

Fiscal I % Not % Selected Juror 
Year Selected, or Usage l 

Serving or r 

Serving Index 
, 

Challenge'd , 
~~ 

22.0 70.4- 18.12 1 
1971 

34-.2 58.4- 15.80 .; 
1972 

1973 31. 4- 62.2 18.4-3 '1 

1974 10.5 80.8 11.31 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 

L..3.....J Judgeships 

!.--L..J Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

59,700 

100% 4-0.0 % 60.0 % 100% 

PUERTO RICO 

51.2 % 4-8.8 % 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

l~9 . 2 % 50.8 100% 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

23.1 62.5 

17.3 70.8 

13.7 71. 4· 

12.0 73.6 

CONNECTICUT 

40 .l~ % 59.6 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

19.65 

17.55 

16.06 

14·.70 

Cot'INENT: This district reported an instance where a defense attorney failed to appear thus 
causing juror ,~astage of the entire panel that day, and the judge assessed the cost of the 
jury panel to that attorney. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 

L2-J Judgeships 

i-L Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

lJ.5.7 % 5lJ..3 100% 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

lJ.8.0 4-5.2 

36.lJ. 5lJ..7 

30.5 60.0 

25.8 61. 2 
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NEW YORK NORTHERN 

lJ.3.0 % 57.0 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

28.01 

23.12 

20.80 

18.26 



JUROR USAGE PROFILE -- FY 1974 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

312,200 

29.6 % 70.4- % 100% 

% Not. % Selected 
Selected, or Serving or 

ServIng Challenge'd 

54-.1 36.9 

50.6 39.1 

38 .l~ l~8. 8 

29.4- 57.5 

NEW YORK EASTERN 

21.5 % 78.5 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

36.06 

35.22 

27.82 

23.62 

COrG:IENT: 1\ number of notoriety trials ~'lerG helLl in this distrie·t tluringthe POEt fiscal 
year, especially those· in va 1 \'.i.n::; ntll'cotics c:h<11.':,,;c5 amI often i'lith mill tip le de fendwTts. 
Lal'!,;e juror paJ1C'ls ~·!e:'e rccn.lil'ctl due to the l<ll':_~(! number of challenges inherent in this 
type 0 (tl'ial. 'l'l!c'sc oeclll:l'c'nCl!S should DC t:ll·:cn into uecoun·t us. a fact,or having an advcrse 
effGet on thJs Llis b'ict T s JUT. . 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE FY 1974 

Llli Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

200 

4-4-. L~ % 

250 

55.6 % 

68.3 

4-8.6 

4-0.8 

4-4-.0 

2,120 

100% 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

21. 3 

lj·l. 8 

4-7.lj· 

4-3 • lj. 

NEW YORK SOUTHERN 

29.6 % 70.4- % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

57.54-

31. 69 

27.23 

27.85 

COtvli'lENT: In fiscal year 1971~, New York Southern experienced a large number of highly pub­
li~ized trials \qhich often necessitated extra-large panels of prospective jurot's due to 
sequestr'ation of juries and the large number of challenges anticipated by court and counsel. 
These frequent occurrences should be viewed as a factor having an adverse affect on New York 
Southern IS JUI. 
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JUROR USAGE FJROFILE - FY 1974 NEW YORK WESTERN 

L-.lJ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

9,800 

4-0 10 30 222 38 184-

100% 25.0 % 75.0 % 100% 17.1 % 82.9 

Fiscal % Selected Juror 
Year 

or Usage 
Serving Index 

1971 19.2 71.5 18.58 

1972 19.2 72.4- 18.88 

1973 22.9 68.0 20.16 

1974 26.9 64-.7 21. 62 

" .~ 

l· t 
LiJ 

~----~--~------------------------------------~ 
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I'] JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
\l .- ., 

FY 1974 VERMONT 

L.f......J Judgeships 

L-..!:LJ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

_ ' . '.. . jury Trials.. . . ' I, . Jury Trial P~yS I'" ;" l,,~ 

~---_I~_-
63 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

49 

77.8 % 

14 

22.2 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenge'd 

30.6 

3l~. 3 

30.3 

31.9 

39 

.173 12S 48 

100% 72.3 % 27.7 % 

% Selected Juror 
or Usage 

Serving Index 

63.3 19.27 

61.1 IS.80 

62.3 19.32 

S4.7 IS.46 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 

L.3-l Judgeships 

L-l.-J Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

9,100 

23 7 16 52 

100% 30.4- % 69.6 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year 

or 
Serving 

1971 31. 8 50.7 

1972 37.2 4·5.1 

1973 29.6 51. 6 

1974 6.1 56.3 
, 

L~O 

,- ....... -.-.~~-... -.. ~ ... ~ 
,\ 

16 

30.8 % 

Juror 
Usage' 
Index 

24-.96 

28.12 

22.22 

19.77 

DELAWARE 

36 

69.2 

, 
I' 

.~ 
11 
f 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE .... FY 1974 NEW JERSEY 

~ Judgeships 

t...l-.J Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

33,300 

100% 36.7 % 63.3 % 100% 32.6 % 67. q. 

Fiscal % Selected Juror 
Year 

or Usage 
Serving Index 

1971 69.6 19.70 

1972 69.9 16.28 

1973 74.8 17.07 

1974 74.3 16.18 

Cmlr'lENT: New Jersey experienced a number of highly publicized cri;ninal cases requ~r~ng large 
panels of prospective jurors. This type of occurrence has an adverse effect on a district!s 
JlJI; nonetheless, New Jersey showed a reduction in its JUI from 17.07 in F.Y. 1973 to 16.18 
in F.Y. 1974-. New Jersey also reported an instance of the court assessing counsel a fine 
for non-appearance and the resultant waste of jurors. 

I 
1 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 PENNSYLVANIA EASTERN 

Ll.9..J Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

100% 63.1 % 36.9 % 100% 66.0 %. 34-.0 

" ' Fiscal % Not % Selected Juror 
Year Selected, or Usage 

Serving or 
Serving Index Challenge'd 

1971 33.9 52.8 24-.21 

1972 28.2 56.7 18.63 

1973 32.2 52.7 19.89 

1974 33 . l~ 51.5 20.15 

4-2 



JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 PENNSYLVANIA MIDDLE 

L-Y:..J Judgeships 

t--5.J Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

17,800 

102 71 31 389 276 113 

100% 69.6 % 30.4 % 100% 71.0 % 29.0 

Fiscal % Selected Juror 
Year or Usage 

Serving Index 

.~ ... , 
1971 18.8 66.4 19.88 

1972 22.1 61.5 21.12 

1973 9.6 76.3 14.27 

I: 1974 8.2 78.2 12.62 

~ 
! 
~ 
" Ii 
" 
t: 
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j: 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 PENNSYLVANLA WESTERN 

L1.Q...J Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

63.0 % 

57,700 

37.0 % 

%Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenge-d 

26.5 

34-.2 

36.2 

27.9 

100% 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

57.3 

l~4·. 3 

4-5.3 

56.2 

4-67 

61.0 % 39.0 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

21.51 

18.0q-

20.74-

17.25 

COMt'1ENT: This district reported a lar~fJ nwnber of settlements or pleas prior to jury selec­
tion during the past fiscal year. This is undQubtedly a factor accounting for the relatively 
large percentage of jurors no-t selected, seI'ving, or challenged. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 

t1--J Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

71 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 " 

1974 

18.3 % 81.7 100% 

%Not % Selected 
Selected, or Serving or 

Challenge'd Serving 

38.8 40.2 

34.8 40.3 

37.7 29".7 

21.l~ 4-9 • L~ 

VIRGIN ISLANDS 

22.8 % 77.2 

juror 
Usage 
Index 

27.12 

32.07 

L~l. 43 

30.08 

CO~1l'lENT: During fis.:!al yeaX' 1971t, this district often had large panels of prospective jurors 
available with only one, D~O or no juries selected from these large panels. This was a 
factor having a negative result on this district's Juror Usage Index. 

45 
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JUROR USAGE PROfiLE .... FY 1974 MARYLAND 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

37,600 

33.9 % 66.1 % 100% 30.7 % 69.3 

Fiscal %Not % Selected Juror Year Selected, or Usage Serving or 
Serving Index ChallengeOd 

!, :' 1971 65.8 28.1 4-1.12 

1972 18.3 67.7 18.9S -r 

1973 17.3 64-.2 18.70 

1974 15.8 67.6 18.01 

4-6 
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JUROR USAGE PROfiLE - FY 1974 NO. CAROLINA EASTERN 

L.=..L.J Judgeships 

L.Jl...J Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

8, q·OO 

22 50 

100% 37.3 % 62 •. 7 % 100% 29.9 % 70.1 

Fiscal % Selected Juror 
Year or Usage 

Serving Index 

1971 46.5 L~5. 2 27.07 

1972 29.0 61.2 20.06 

1973 3 L/ .• 7 55.3 21.31 

1974 27.4 62.5 19.68 

47 
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JUROR USAGE PROfiLE ..... FY 1974 NO. CAROLINA MIDDLE 

L-2....J Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

33,300 22,300 6,600 

35 8 27 91 30 61 

100% 22.9 % 77.1 % 100% 33.0 % 57.0 

Fiscal % Not % Selected Juror 
Year Selected, or Usage Serving or 

Serving Index Challenge'd 

1971 21.4· 58. q. 20. L~8 

1972 23.8 59.2 19.39 .. 
1973 22.8 60. L~ 18.18 

1974 13.0 67.1 15.05 

L~8 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE -- FY 1974 NO. CAROLINA WESTERN 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

69,300 51,800 6,800 

• 

79 35 186 96 90 

100% l~4_. 3 % 55.7 100% 51.6 % 

Fiscal % Not % Selected Juror 
Year Selected, or Usage Serving or 

Serving Index Challengea 

1971 29.3 63.3 18.28 

1972 25.4_ 67.9 16.50 

1973 21.6 70.1 15.78 

1974 15.5 74_.7 15. L~9 

-,,',i\t~~t+.:h~w .. ,..,.lot"''-'''''''''<'II.'''''''I'_'"''~ " 

~ 
"·~'#ri''''411,'';._",,-

, ... ~ 
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JUROR USAGE PROfILE -- FY 1974 SOUTH CAROlU~A 

L5..-.J Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

190,600 3L~, 700 

57 66 339 175 16q· 

100% q·6.3 % 53.7 % 100% 51.6 % q·8. q. 

Fiscal % Selected Juror 
Year 

or Usage 
Serving Index 

1971 21.1 6'1.1 20.86 

1972 18. L~ 66.7 19 • L~l 

1973 22.0 60.5 18. q·2 

1974 25.8 56.0 17.65 

50 
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JURO~ USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

L~7,700 

35.1 % 

2~.1 

2~. 5 

22.6 

23. L~ 

100% 

% Selected 
or 

Serv.ing 

'+5.1 

LJ·7 • 9 

L~3 .'+ 

~3. 7 

VIRGINIA EASTERN 

3~.0 % 66.0 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

26.81 

25.L~L~ 

21.95 

23.32 

COt-Il-IENT: This district l'eported a substantial number of dismissals, continuances, settle­
ments, and pleas in the past fiscal year which resulted in a large number of jury panels 
available but often not utilized. This district also experienced a high percentage of jurors 
challenged which necessi tates larger Jury panels ·to meet the challenge demands. These I:>~o 
considerations probably account foL' the increase in this distl'ict1s JUI in 1974 over 1071. 
There were also a few instances reported where jm:'Y costs were assessed to counsel by tILe 
court. 

51 



~-'''''>''~ - -,""""",~'"-""""" ..... 'I----~:~7:4OY" ... :' .--::::;;' -;;;;;-;;;;;;;,. ;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;~;;;;;;;;;;;';;'-~-;;;;;~=~~ =-;;;;;;';;;;';-=-:'-'=-~"-' . ,---",,--<'.~~~~ 0-'.- ._- --~- - . , 
'''(''''~'-''-'''''-~ -

JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 VIRGINIA WESTERN 

~ Judgeships 

t..-2-.J Places of Holding Court (with jury'" ial activity during this fiscal year) 

25,800 12,500 9,800 

31 23 8 l~6 

100% 74-,.2 % 25.8 % 100% 65.2 % 34,.8 

Fiscal % Not % Selected Juror 
Year Selected, 

Serving or or Usage 

Challengea Serving Index 

1971 19.6 52.1 22.60 

1972 15.4- 55.8 18. LJ-O 

1973 16.8 53.8 17.31 

1974 13. LJ· LJ-8.6 18.83 

52 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 W. VIRGINIA NORTHERN 

I 1~ J Judgeships 

L-iJ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

34,500 20,500 6,800 

23 14 9 63 35 28 

'100% 60.9 % 39.1 % 100% 55.6 % 44.4, 

Fiscal % Selected Juror 
Year 

or Usage 
Serving Index 

1971 48.0 L~7 • 8 26.10 

1972 ,34.9 L~8. 3 26.95 

1973 28.9 li-7 • 2 25.83 

1974 21.0 59.3 19.83 

53 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 W. VIRGINIA SOUTHERN 

(2J;r J Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial ac.tivity during this fiscal year) 

if;""' ~" ' ' "" 'Jury Trials ,." I . Jury Trial Days . , 

---~I~--~ 
55 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

29 

.. 52.7 

26 

% l~7 .3 % 

4LJ·.5 

3l~. 8 

25.2 

23.6 

54 

135 53 82 

100% 39.3 % 60.7 % 

% Selected Juror 
or Usage 

Serving Index 

45.0 28.65 

l~8. 3 26.0q· 

0.8 24.32 

55.6 20 .l~2 



• 

II 

•• ... 
... 
'. 

.. . 
I • 

• • i ... 

. .. 
•• 

I • 

... 
I., 

... 
.. .. r. 

• t-' , ,~ I' 

,t·~· ~ . 
r, 

, 

it . 

, . 



f· 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE ..... FY 1974 

~ Judgeships 

t-lLJ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

99,000 

14-4-

80.0 % 

35,300 

20.0 % 

18.2 

12.9 

15.5 

. 322 

100% 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

68.3 

72.9 

6l/-.8 

t· 1974 17 • L~ 60.8 
i 

\ 
I, 
t .. : t. 

t ~ .. ! 
! ' ~ ,. ~ 

\ 1 
t ~ 
t>i 

ALABAMA NORTHERN 

2l~5 77 

76.1 % 23.9 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

16.70 

15.87 

13.4-5 

13.63 

It] 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 ALABAMA MIDDLE 

~ J udge~hips 

t..-.-l-.J Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

1,776 1,1I.s1l· 173 

100% Sl.9 % 9.7% 

63,SOO 52,300 6,200 

Sl 131) 'Iii 9S 

100% 21. S % 7S.:i 100% H.7 % 68.3 

Fiscal % Selected Juror 
Year 

or Usage 
Serving Index 

1971 30.7 58.5 22.1CJ 

1972 3] • q 55.1i 18. 1I·6 

1973 22.9 59.9 IS.5'-1 

1974 S.lI 81. 9 12.7S 

56 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE FY 1974 AlA{~AMA SOUTHERN 

L2-J Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

2 4·69 1 798 4-14- 257 

100% 72.8 % 16.8% 10.4- % 

811,300 14-,200 8,800 

5U 16 3l~ 163 

100% 32.0 % 100% 27.6 % 72.Lj· % 

Fiscal % Not % Selected Juror 
Year Selected, 

Serving or or Usage 

Challenge'd Serving Index 

21. 9 51.9 25.11·8 

1972 4·0.4· Lj·4-.1 22.01 
// 1973 24-.2 54-.8 18.88 

1974 10.4- 72.8 15.15 

57 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - fY 1974 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

38 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

1,751 

100% 

53,300 

2 

5.3 

1,196 195 360 

68.3 % 11.1 % 20.6 % 

36,4-00 5,900 

36 96 

% 9 ll-.7 % 100% 

% Selected 
• or 

Serving 

4-5.3 LJ·2 • 9 

33.0 50.9 

16.7 68.1 

20.6 68.3 

FlORIDJ~ NORTHERN 

89 

7.3 % 92.7 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

28.33 

23.97 

ill-. 92 

18.2 l l-

CO~~ENT: Florida Northern experienced an extensive, highly publicized trial requlrlng an 
unusually lar~e panel of prospective jurors for jury sclection. Such an occurrence had an 
adverse influence on the Juror Usage Index. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE -- FY 1974 

L9---l Judgeships 

t...2-J Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

28L!·~ 800 196,800 

121 35 6 
----+----==-----~--~~--

100% 28.9 % 71.1 100% 

Fiscal % Not % Selected 
Year Selected, or Serving or 

Serving Challenged 

1971 33.5 51. 9 

1972 32.7 52.Lj· 

1973 32.7 5L~. 0 

1974 19.2 69.1 

175 

28.8 

FLORIDA MIDDLE 

% 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

25.L!6 

23.35 

21. 8L~ 

17.7L~ 

J. 

% 71.2 

_________________________________ ~ ____ ..... ip ..................... _~-5-9-----------------
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JUROR USAGE PROfiLE .... FY 1974 

L..7--J Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

221 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

299,000 

56 

25.3 % 

50,200 

165 G 6 LJ· 

7l~. 7 % 100% 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

liB. 2 Lj-2 • 6 

Lj·3 • 0 l~Lj .• 6 

32.2 5L~.1 

23.8 59.lJ 

fLORIDA SOUTHERN 

20G lj·58 

31.0 % G9.0 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

29.68 

25.20 

2U.82 

19.02 

CO~I.\lCNT: A number of highly publicized cas es, often i nvol v ing mul tiple def endan ts, were 
tr.led in this district in the past fiscal year. Such cases have an L:.;;cnonitlablc adverse 
oiTeet on the district's JDI as they require larger juror panels for JUI'), selection. How­
ever, Southern Florida decreased its JUI by nearly 2 index points from LY. 1973 to F.Y. 1974. 
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I JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 GEORGIA NORTHERN 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fi.cal year) 

167, lj·OO 50,900 

b 

100% 35.9 % 6L~.1 % 100% L~O.l % 59.9 

Fiscal % Selected Juror 
Year 

or Usage 
Serving Index 

1971 
2L~. 6 55.6 22 52 

1972 15.8 63.5 20. S:J 

1973 17.3 61.4 19. ·9L!· 

1974 15.9 6Lj·.5 17.86 

!'H~~rt:t"H~~~~.p •. ~~L.Jl';tt\e'P.tv-." .......... ~~.,~<, •• ,,~ •. 

... ~'m,.~ . ..... " •.. iii::. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE -- FY 1974 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

43.8 % 56.2 100% 

%Not % Selected 
Selected, or Serving or 

Challenge'd Serving 

19.3 55.1 

18.6 58.3 

20.9 57. lJ· 

16.5 57.2 

62 

GEORGIA MIDDLE 

lW.4 % 59.6 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

22.35 

20.68 

22.02 

22.06 

~ __________ ....................... ~ ... rn.-................. .a ...... I·IIIW.W ...... , ............ -----------------==---------------------
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 

L2-J Judgeships 

L-fi-.J Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

11,50J 

100% 51.U % L~9 • (] % 100% 

Fiscill % Not % Selected 
Year Selected, or Serving or 

Serving Challenged 

1971 23.6 53.3 

1972 19.3 S1. 8 

1973 18.1 56.7 

1974 22.6 57.2 

63 

GEORGIA SOUTHERN 

52.1 % 37.9 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

22.88 

23.66 

21. 30 

19.60 

• :, 



JUROR USAGE PROFilE - FY 1974 LOUISIANA EASTERN 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

.. 

100% b0.1 % 30.9 100% 66.4 % 33. f) 

Fiscal % Selected Juror 
Year 

or Usage 
Serving lndex 

1971 2 L~. 5 57.6 21. 26 

1972 23.2 53.3 16.96 

1973 18.S S6.5 15.35 

1974 19.4 56.4 16.10 

,:. 

;l 



JUROR USAGE PROfiLE - FY 1974 lOUISIANA MIDDLE 

LL...I Judgeships 

t-1-...J Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

5,500 4,500 

100% 43.8 % 56.3 % 100% 1+4.4 % 55. f) 

Fiscal % Not % Selected Juror 
Year Selected, 

Serving or or Usage 

Challenged Serving Index 

1971 

1972 43.5 28.8 30.74 

1973 l~7 . 7 35.8 21:57 

1974 l~4. 7 30.6 31. 22 

COHNENT: In June of 197t~, a judge \~as brought from another district to hear a notoriety 
case requirin~ a pn.nel of 175 persons to select a jury. Before the casc was hcard, the 
matter was transferred to a tli ffercnt district. Excluding this case from t-lidtlle Louisj ann. T s 
juror utilization figures, the JUI would 11i1ve been 22. 7G. This one cn.se had n. dispropor­
tionately lnrge effect on the JUT due to the small amount of jury trial activity within 
this district. 

65 
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JUROR USAGE PROfiLE - FY 1974 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

83,600 

100% 51.4 % 100% 

Fiscal % Not % Selected 
Year Selected, 

Serving or or 

Challenge'd Serving 

1971 48.3 40.9 

1972 35.0 48.7 

1973 L~8. 9 38.4 

1974 30.6 53.5 

60 

lOUISIANA WESTERN 

63.2 % 36.8 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

26.81 

23.19 

24. LJ·O 

16. Lj·8 

, 
1 
I ' 

I 
I. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 

L-£J Judgeships 

t--!±..J Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

"100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

6Lj·.5 % 

10,2UU 

35.5 JO 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

31. 6 

31.5 

20.6 

11. 8 

67 

100% 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

52.9 

51.2 

59.7 

71. 5 

MISSISSIPPI NORTHERN 

I 
:1 

72.5 % 'I 
I 

:I 
:1 
I! 

I!, !,."-

" ) 
" 

,I , 
Juror 
Usage 
Index 

25.75 

26.79 

21. 70 

12.71 
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11 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 MISSISSIPPI SOUTHERN 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

86,700 51,30U 

, 1.1 

il 
\1 
I, 

100% 75.0 % 100% 66.7 % ::13.3 

f' 
.!t:J~!~~\~""",_ .. ~,~,. ____ ,,,_.. _ .. IW.>i __________ .... ________ 6_8 __________________ ~ 
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JUROR USAGE PROfiLE - FY 1974 

~ Judgeships 

t..-L Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

53.2 % 

37 ,4-00 

4-6. 8 '10 

23.7 

26.8 

18.7 

19.1 

100% 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

63.4-

60.3 

65.5 

63.6 

TEXAS NORTHERN 

51.0 % '+9. () % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

19. 2L~ 

17.64-

18.34· 

19.26 

COt-'ll'IENT: In fic;caJ. year 1971~ this district tried a notoriety case of extended duration in 
which jury selection took five days und required a nWlli..Jer of lal':-!;e jury po.ncls for the SC'­

lection process. \~11Cn considerin:,l; the district! s JUI, this occurcnce should be tal,en in to 
account as having an adverse effect. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

lOS 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

82,300 

86 19 

81. 9 % 18.1 

.. 

321 

100% 

% Not % Selected 
Selected, or Serving or 

Challenged Serving 

1lJ..lJ. 71. 7 

8.0 76.7 

10.2 75.8 

13.1 72.1 

70 -, 

TEXAS EASTERN 

280 lj·1 

87.2 % 12.8 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

16.03 

15. L~3 

15.65 

13. q·2 

[I 
,I 
Ii 
I' 
1/ 
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f· 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 

LlL..J Judgeships 

L.-lL-J Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year} 

171 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

21~,300 1~3,800 

~S 

28.1 % 

123 

7i. 1] ';0 100% 

% Not % Selected 
Selected, 

or Serving or 
Challenged Serving 

31. 7 55.8 

25.9 62.8 

21. 7 65.0 

lS.7 67.1 

TEXAS SOUTHERN 

161 

28.6 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

22.13 

19.77 

18.23 

15. L~6 

.. [i~; 
.~:~1 71 
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JUROR USAGE PROfiLE'" FY 1974 

LS--l Judgeships 

W---1 Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

101,500 25,100 

151 61 90 l~53 

100% 59.6 100% 

Fiscal %Not % Selected 
Year Selected, or Serving or 

Serving Challenged 

1971 18.9 65.5 

1972 28.0 52.5 

1973 24.9 55.8 

1974 13.7 69.1 

72 

TEXAS WESTERN 

170 283 

37.5 % 62.5 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

15.3Lf· 

17.78 

17.89 

1L~. 20 

I: 
\ 

" 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 

tl.-.J Judgeships 

tZ--.J Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

7 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

3,000 

7 

% 100.0 

600 

13 

100% 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

25.5 65.5 

L~l. L~ 38.2 

37.0 4-1.2 

35.2 4·3.6 

CANAL ZONE 

% 100.0 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

18.35 

25.33 

29.11 

27 • 5L~ 

CO~Ir>1ENT: Canal Zone's smLlll number of jury trials in fiscal year 1971~, along with thr> fac·t 
that all were criminal jury trials, must be considered when examining this district's util­
ization figures. Both of these factors hinder improved utilization and may partially ac­
count for the relatively high JUl. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE FY 1974 

t.lli Judgeships 

L-L Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

'100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

215, Lj·OO 110,500 

24. L~ % 75.6 

20,000 

% 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

28.8 

28.7 

41. L~ 

39.4· 

100% 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

61.2 

61. 3 

4·8.7 

51. 3 

KENTUCKY EASTERN 

139 

38.9 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

21.78 

21.96 

27. Lj·3 

22.36 

218 

61.1 

I 

I 

I 
I 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 

I 3~ J Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

27,600 

Q·9.1 % 50.9 

10,900 

100% 

% Selecttd 
or 

Serving 

49.5 37.5 

L~2. 4 Ln.o 

28.9 54.3 

36.2 45.7 

75 

KENTUCKY WESTERN 

69 56 

55.2 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

25.97 

25.38 

20.88 

20.60 

i . 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE ..... FY 1974 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

L~81, 400 

32.1 % 67.9 

39,000 

100% 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

20.2 71. 3 

26.5 GG.lf-

33. L~ GO.l 

28.8 63.1 

-
MICHIGAN EASTERN 

G58 

3U.5 % 69.5 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

18.92 

16.97 

16.56 

19:98 

CO:i:-lENT: Nichi:;QJ1 Lustern reportod the occurrence of a numbCl" of notoriety cases, often 
h'l th multiple clefcncl2l1ts, I,.;hich ~encrully require' V('1'y J urge p;:uwls for jury selection. A 
rr::,jo1'ity of this district's hi~hly lJublicizcd trials involvt'u either l1ul'cotics or unti-tl'llst 
IT,attGrs. The trial of such cases should be! taken into account as ha\'in~ an Quverse effect 
on utilization data. 

76 
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JUROR USAGE PROfiLE - FY 1974 MICHIGAN WESTERN 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

45,000 40,000 3,200 

100% 64.S % 35.2 100% 59.0 % l~l. 0 

Fiscal % Selected Juror 
Year 

or Usage 
Serving' Index 

1971 9.2 SO.7 15.03 

1972 13.3 74.3 15.16 

1973 S.3 St~. 8 13.97 

1974 4.2 88.8 12.16 

77 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 

~ Judgeships 

L.f.-.J Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

160,400 

51 

60.8 % 39.2 

20, Lj·OO 

572 

100% 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

q.1. 6 52.8 

39.2 54. L~ 

36.6 55.5 

31. 0 61.2 

78 

OHIO NORTHERN 

318 25Lj· 

55.6 % q·q·.4· 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

2L I·.93 
I /~ 

20.0L~ 

18.89 

17.02 
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JUROR USAGE PROfiLE - FY 1974 OHIO SOUTHERN 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

98,700 65,600 

100% 50.0 % 50.0 100% 54.0 % l~G. 0 

I: 

Fiscal % Selected Juror 
Year or Usage 

Serving Index 

1971 19.5 71.3 18.46 

1972 21.G 58.1 18.50 

1973 22.8 5l/·.7 19.22 

1974 20.8 66.5 18. 7 L~ 

79 



JUROR USAGE PROFILE "'P" FY 1974 TENNESSEE EASTERN 

t..l.-l J udgesh ips 

L..L Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

108,4.00 68,600 13,000 

14-9 92 57 16U 89 

100% 61. 7 % 38..,3 100% G L~. 3 % 35.7 % 

Fiscal % Not % Selected . Juror 
Year Selected, or Usage Serving or 

Challenged Serving Index 

1971 27.0 63.1 19.9G 

1972 24-.0 63.7 17.88 

1973 27.5 61. Lj. 16.4-3 

1974 24·.7 63.3 17.07 

80 
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,! JUROR USAGE PROfiLE - FY 1974 TENNESSEE MIDDLE 

~ Judgeships 

t--.l..J Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

79 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

68,100 36,400 

41 

51.9 % 48.1 

8,900 

152 

100% 

% Not % Selected 
Selected, or Serving or 

Challenge'd Serving 

49.9 43.2 

36.4 54.7 

45.1 46.8 

33.6 53.4 

59 

61.2 % 38.8 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

30. 7l~ 

24,.10 

23.08 

18.4-3 

COMf.1ENT: Tennessee Middle experienced a notoriety case in fiscal year 1974 which required 
an extra-large panel for the jury selection process. Such occurrences generally have an 
adverse effect on the JVI of a district; nevertheless, TeImessee t'Jiddle shO\~ed a decline in 
its JUI from 1973 to 1971~ of \vell over 4 index points. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 

L~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (Nith jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

92,700 21,700 

100% 38.3 % 61. 7 100% 

Fiscal 
Year % Selected 

or 
Serving 

1971 15.5 73.8 

1972 13.2 72.5 

1973 12.2 71.8 

1974 11.8 71.5 

82 

TENNESSEE WESTERN 

30.3 % 69.7 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

17.39 

16.85 

15.86 

15.79 
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JUROR lISAGE PROFilE - FY 1974 

Lll-I Judgeships 

L--2-.J Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

390,900 

85 

46.7 

252,100 39,500 

97 

% 53.3 

36.4 

32.8 

34. L~ 

25.4 

83 

-------------~ ... ~~~------------~ .. --------------------

-
978 

100% 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

55.3 

58.3 

54.9 

64.5 

ILLINOIS NORTHERN 

430 

% 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

2 LJ-. 58 

17.77 

18.41 

16.75 

5L~8 

% 56.0 

· '\ 



JUROR USAGE PROfiLE -- FY 1974 

t1-..J Judgeships 

t.l-.J Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

39,300 

17.2 % 82.8 

15,400 

100% 

% Not % Selected 
Selected, or Serving or 

Challenge'd Serving 

3f1.2 5().6 

31. 3 53.3 

25.9 51.2 

32.8 48.3 

ILLINOIS EASTERN 

15.5 % 8 !.j .• 5 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

19.62 

19.39 

22.22 

25.03 

Cm[\IENT: This dist:i.'ict reported a substantilll nwnbcr of tlismissuls, settlements and pleas 
in the past fiscal year \.;hich resulted in i1 number of jury pi1l1els available but often not 
utilized. This consideration probably accounts for the relatively large percent of jurors 
not selected, serving, or chnllen::!;ed and the increase in this distrietTs JUl. 

84 
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JUROR USAGE PROfILE -- FY 1974 

t.-L.J Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

58,800 32,000 

17.1 % 82.9 

8,100 

100% 

%Not % Selected 
Selected, or Serving or 

Challenged Serving 

4-8.9 4-5.7 

4-6.8 q.L~. 2 

4-9.6 4-0.2 

31. 7 54-.5 

ILLINOIS SOUTHERN 

13.0 % 87.0 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

26.L~8 

23.92 

25.08 

22.88 

cmrr-1ENT: In fiscal year 1971~, this district reported a fe\~ cases fitting into the category 
of notoriety tl'ials requiring extra-large panels for jury selection. These trials should 
be considered when studying this district's utilization figures as they had a negative in­
fluence on such figures. 

85 



JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 

L.3...-J Judgeships 

!..lL-J Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

96 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

107,300 4-8,900 

32 64-

33.3 % 66.7 

21,100 

185 

100% 

%Not % Selected 
Selected, or Serving or 

Challenge'd Serving 

30.0 52.0 

25.0 54-.4-

3lJ..0 lJ.9.3 

3lJ..7 4-5.6 

INDIANA NORTHERN 

68 117 

36.8 % 63.2 % 

furor 
Usage 
Index 

22.01 

17.34-

22.89 

23.53 

CO!'-lNENT: This district reported a large munber of settlements, pleas and continuances which 
resulted in jury panels available and often not utilized. This district also experienced a 
notoriety trial necessitating a large jury panel for selection. The ,two factors should be 
taken into account as having un adverse effect on the district I s us age figures. 

86 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE - FY 1974 INDIANA SOUTHERN 

L...!:L.J Judgeships 

L-..!:L...J Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

66,300 15,100 

25 38 82 13l~ 

100% 39.7 % 60.3 100% 38.0 % 62.0 

Fiscal % Not % Selected Juror Year Selected, 
or Usage Serving or 

Challenged Serving Index 

1971 20.7 66.9 18.82 

1972 17.8 66.6 16.75 

~ 1973 21. 5 61.2 L5.18 ~ , 

" 
1974 22.5 63.1 16.24 ;'1 

" 

I' 
.~ 
.J 

I 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE - FY 1974 WISCONSIN EASTEBN 
I 

~ Judgeships 
I 

I 

; L-.l--t Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

58,200 32,900 11,500 --1. ___ _ 

120 31 89 

100% 22.6 % 77 • 4- 100% 25.8 % 7 L~. 2 

Fiscal % Not % Selected Juror Year Selected, or Usage Serving or 
Challenge'd Serving Index 

1971 20.1 61.6 20.29 
1972 20.6 56.9 14-.31.{· 

1973 21. 4- 58.2 17 • 4-L~ 

1974 23.6 56.6 19.81 

88 



:.\ 

JUROR USAGE PROfilE - FY 1974 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

14 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

9,50() 

8 6 

57.1 % 42.9 

48 

100% 

%Not % Selected 
Selected, or Serving or 

Challenged Serving 

31.1 4-9.6 

16.9 63.7 

28.L~ 47.1 

:1 1974 8.7 67.7 
:'~,l 

89 

WISCONSIN WESTERN 

66.7 % 33.3 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

19.43 

26.72 

12.25 
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JUROR USAGE PROfiLE - FY 1974 ARKANSAS EASTERN 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity du' ing this fiscal year) 

100% 24-.1 % 75.9 % 100% 25.2 % 74-.8 

Fiscal % Selected Juror 
Year or Usage 

Serving Index 

1971 IS.7 5S.3 20.23 

16.6 59.S 19.99 

1973 16.2 62.3 l~}. 6 9 

1974 19.2 55.3 22.17 

90 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 

L2--J Judgeships 

L.S.-..J Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

34 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

59,900 32,200 

19 15 

55.9 % 44.1 

16,500 

100% 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

2B.2 52.3 

17.B 52.2 

20. 1+ 60.3 

lB.7 53.7 

91: 

ARKANSAS WESTERN 

37 

47.4 % 52.6 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

25.64 

25.19 

22.33 

25.'27 
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'l JUROR USAGE PROfilE - FY 1974 

1 1, 
~ Judgeships 

t-..lJ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

7,200 

100% l~8. 0 % 52.0 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year or 

Serving 

1971 38.3 60.5 

1972 18.8 66.1 

1973 10.0 79.3 

1974 17.3 65. l~ 

92 

IOWA NORTHERN 

54.5 % 4-5.5 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

20.16 

18. 3l~ 

14.71 

ll~. 8l~ 
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'. , JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 IOWA SOUTHERN 

11-~ Judgeships 
I' 

i: 
I 
I' 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

77,000 12,600 

. ,. 

18 

100% 1+1.9 % 58.1 100% 39.2 % 60.8 

Fiscal % Selected Juror 
Year or Usage 

Serving Index 

1971 16.2 82.1 18.26 

1972 19.1 71+.6 20.33 

1973 12.9 70.2 15.88 

1974 9.5 71+.1 11+.93 

93 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

100% 

Fisc;al 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

56.6 % L~3 • L~ 100% 

% Not % Selected 
Selected, or Serving or 

Challenge'd Serving 

27 .3 59.0 

27.9 51. 7 

18.4- 54·.0 

27.0 56.9 

MINNESOTA 

l~9 • 7 % 50.3 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

18.4-3 

15.2l~ 

16.15 

18.52 

Cotvl?-lENT: This district experienced one notoriety trial during fiscal year 1974- in Illhich 
jury selec·tion lastc::l nearly a month and required R. lar'6e number of prcspcctive jurors for 
selection. This OCCU1'rencc should be viewed as a factor having un adverse effect on the 
distd ct' s .]1.11. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE - FY 1974 MISSOURI EAS"tERN 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

59~600 29,100 

100% 46.1 % 53.9 % 100% 51.5 % 

Fiscal % Not % Selected Juror 
Year Selected, or Usage Serving or 

Challenge'd Serving Index 

1971 16. L~ 58.7 21. L~2 

1972 15.5 60.5 19.75 

1973 18.2 56.1 20. L~2 

1974 24.7 50.6 18.58 

95 .I, 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE FY 1974 

t-.Y:..-J Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

88 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

)971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

67,700 

18 

20.5 % 

36,900 

70 237 

79.5 % 100% 

%Not % Selected 
Seier' .;d, or Servtng or 

Challenged Serving 

33.9 4-6.0 

30.2 LJ·7.9 

33.0 4-5.3 

27.1 L~ 7 • 2 

MISSOURI WESTERN 

79 158 

33.3 % 66.7 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

25.87 

25.25 

25.51 

2l~. 76 

CONHENT: Hissouri Western has a practice of having each new term pannl of jurors report for 
a "general charging" of the entil'e panel. This results in overly large panels reporting to 
court only to be "ehal'g;ed" and not actually utiL_zed fOI' the seh.ction of juries that same 
day. Tills practice has a harmful effect on the district's Juror Usage Index. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE FY 1974 NEBRASKA 

; - L3-J Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

62,000 20,000 

62 37 25 223 138 85 

100% 59.7 ~tO 100% 61.9 % 

Fiscal % Not 0/ Selected Juror 
Year Selected, Usage Serving or or 

Challenge'd Serving Index 

1971 31.3 5L1.0 22 . l~8 

1972 27.5 56.8 19.65 

1973 31.2 50.2 17.93 

1974 28.8 53.8 16.74 

~ 
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JUROR USAGE PROfiLE - FY 1974 

2 
'---' Judgeships 

4 } '---' Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

L~O. 0 % 60.0 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
ChallengeD 

11.3 

15.5 

1'-~. 2 

9.0 

98 

100% 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

69.7 

61.7 

66.0 

74.5 

NORTH DAKOTA 

72 

42.9 % 57.1 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

18.56 

20.57 

18.87 

16.88 



JUROR USAGE PROFilE - FY 1974 SOUTH Ol~I(OTA 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

87 , L~()() 4-0,500 22,100 

38 2 LJ- 106 62 
100% 36.8 % 63.2 '10 100% 41.5 % 58.5 

Fiscal 
% Not % Selected Juror Year Selected, 

or Usage Serving or 

r' 

Challenged Serving Index 

1971 35.5 ~7.3 26.07 

1972 28.6 50.8 2~. 6,6 
1973 33.8 ~6 ~8 26.70 
1974 28.~ ~6.3 22.39 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding COllrt (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

558 57 lJ.78 

51.1 % 5.2 % lJ.3.7 % 

1,800 

100% 25.0 % 75.0 100% 

Fiscal % Not % Selected 
Year Selected, 

Serving or or 

Challenged Serving 

1971 21.0 69 .l~ 

1972 2l~ .lJ. 58.6 

1973 19.2 66.6 

1974 4-3.7 51.1 

100 

ALASKA 

27.1 % 72.9 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

19.59 

23.11 

20.31 

22.77 

____ JL~ . ____ .. _______ =.. ______ ~~ _~ ...... ~_"'-~ ___ ~_}r~_~_.~ _______________ IIIIIIIIi.r_. ______________________ ----------------
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JUROR USAGE PROfiLE - FY 1974 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

S.S % 94-.5 '/0 100% 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

28.1 SO.6 

28.6 4-6.9 

26.1 4-7. S 

26.3 SO.5 

ARIZONA 

11.3 % 88.7 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

2 L~. 4-2 

23.85 

21.S2 

23.81 

Cmli'IENT: The JllI in this district reflects a practice: of having separate: cmpanellmcnt days 
for euch group of jurors ut the: start of their term. Although the jurors are often uti­
lized for jury selection on these days, it sometimes occurs that the entire ne\'! panel is 
only empanclled on that day without further utilization. This practice appears to adversely 
affect the district's JUl. 
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JUROR USAGE PROfiLE - FY 1974 CALIFORNIA NORTHERN 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year} 

101 38 63 619 262 357 

100% 37.6 % 62.4- % 100% 4-3.2 % 57.7 

Fiscal %Not % Selected Juror 
Year Selected, I Usage 

Serving or or 

Challenge'd Serving Index 

1971 20.0 66.9 17.57 

1972 22.0 6L~. 5 18.78 

1973 23.8 64-.6 18.07 

1974 20.5 67.6 16.15 

CO~ffiNT: This district reported a number of highly publicized trials in the past fiscal 
year which necessitated extra-large jury panels for selection of the jury. Although this 
type of trial generally has an adverse effect on the district f s JUI, California Northern 
was able to reduce it's JUI by nearly 2 index points from 1973, to 1974. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE FY 1974 CALIFORNIA EASTERN 

L.3.-J Judgeships 

LL Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

100% 18.6 % 81. 4- 100% 28.8 % 71.2 

Fiscal % Selected Juror 
Year or Usage 

Serving Index 

1971 21.8 66.7 18.66 

1972 23.2 66.8 15.27 

1973 32.2 57.0 20.79 

1974 29.2 58. L~ 18.86 
, .' 
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JUROR USAGE PROfiLE - FY 1974 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

193 

100% . 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

32 

16.6 % 

l~4,400 

83.4 Yo 100% 

% Not % Selected 
Selected, 
Serving or or 

Challengea Serving 

23.2 68.9 

2l~. 3 66.3 

27.7 63.2 

30.0 61.0 

CALIFORNIA CENTRAL 

26.8 % 73.2 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

18.85 

19.15 

20.44 

20.08 

COl'lHENT: California Central calls jurors in at the start of their term of service for a 
separate empanellmcnt day. In this'district, this results in hundreds of juror~ being pre­
sent for empanellmen-t, often ,\lith only a part c,f them being utilizedtha-t day in jury se-
lection. This practice has a harmful effect on the district's Juror Usage Index. 
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JUROR USAGE PROfIL~ - FY 1974 CALIFORNIA SOUTHERN 

~ Judgeships 

Ll-..J Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

l~5 ,100 

148 9 139 389 28 361 

100% 6.1 % 93.9 % 100% 7.2 % 92.8 % 

Fiscal 
Year 

% Selected Juror 
or Usage 

Serving Index 

1971 34.3 l~9. 0 25.50 

1972 33.0 l~6. 8 26.98 

1973 35.0 4·3.0 27.24 

1974 28.3 50.1 24.54 

COt-!HENT: California Southern conducts separate empLlI1ellmC'nt days at thc beginning of the 
term of service of a new jury paneL Although some: of the> hundreds of jurors reporting for 
empimellment \1re utilized further that day, the m3jor part of these large panels often can­
not be utilized for jury selection or service that clay. This practice has a negative effect 
on the district's utilization figures. 

105 
.... 



---------............ -. - --.-----~--- ... -.~-----.---.• --.-.. - .. - ....... . 

l 

I 

.. ' 

, . 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 HAWAII 

L....2...-1 Judgeships 

I...-l-..J Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year} 

4-2,000 22,800 4-,4-00 

18 3 15 19 67 

100% 16.7 % 83.3 100% 22.1 % 77.9 

Fiscal % Selected Juror 
Year or Usage 

Serving Index 

1971 3.6 59.9 21.55 

1972 19.1 57.6 15.98 

1973 37.6 4-8.2 22.29 

1974 35.2 5l~. 4- 22~Ol 

COt-J1vIENT: In fiscal year 1974-, Hawaii experienced a highly publicized case in which jury se­
lection took four days ~,d required large panels of pl~spective ju!Ors. This occurrence 
should be kept in mind ,d1cn examining the district t s utilization figures as it appears to 
hav€' adversely affected the JUI. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE FY 1974 IDAHO 

~J Judgeships 

t--L Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

28,100 4,500 

23 17 6 85 64, 21 

100% 73.9 % 26.1 '/0 100% 75.3 % 2LJ,.7 % 

Fiscal % Not % Selected Juror 
Year Selected, or Usage Serving or 

Serving Index Challenge'd 

1971 23.1 61.3 20.95 

1972 17.1 71. 7 17.1;:: I 

! 
1973 26.3 61.1 20.65 

1974 17.7 70.9 16.05, 

~ ; ~ j 

. , 
I 
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;, 
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JUROR USAGE PROfiLE FY 1974 MONTANA 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

5,600 

100% 61.9 % 38.1 '/0 100% 74.5 % 25.5 

Fiscal % Selected Juror 
Year 

or Usage 
Serving Index 

'{ ; 

1971 19.5 66.5 19.22 

, ' 1972 21.l~ 61.1 17.88 

1973 16.8 66.7 18.52 

1974 30.9 50.0 17.45 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 

t-1-.J J udgesh i ps 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

24-,600 

14- 4-7 187 

100% 23.0 % 77.0 % 100% 

Fiscal %Not % Selected 
Year Selected, or Serving or 

Challenged Serving 

1971 53.1 25.8 

1972 25.9 54-.2 

1973 23.1 58.5 

1974 19.1 58. L~ 

109 
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NEVADA 

4-4· 14-3 

23.5 % 76.5 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

50.13 

23.62 

21.87 

20.28 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE - FY 1974 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

100% 64.4 % 38.6 % 100% 

Fiscal % Not % Selected 
Year Selected, or Serving or 

Serving Challenged 

1971 35.0 48.6 

1972 34-.1 52.1 

1973 28.0 56.7 

1974 24.3 56.3 

110 

OREGON 

, ( 

61.2 % 38. g % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

22.33 

16.31 

14-.56 

16.05 



:'1.: FY 1974 WASHINGTON EASTERN 

l~ 
~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

100% 39.1 % 60.9 '/0 100% 56.9 % L~3 .1 

.. 

Fiscal % Selected Juror 
Year 

or Usage 
Serving Index 

1971 15.5 67.6 17 .9 1l-

1972 12.0 63.9 15.17 

1973 15.5 58.6 19.78 

1974 17.1 60.7 15.06 

il 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 WASHINGTON WESTERN 

~ Judgeships 

l--.-3.J Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

91,200 l~9 ,000 18,500 

66 20 4-6 176 4-5 131 

100% 30.3 % 69.7 % 100% 25.6 % 

. j, 

• 'j 

Fiscal % Selected Juror 
Year or Usage 

",. , Serving Index 
\' ~",: 

1971 2~.3 59.0 21. 7l~ 
" , 

"i: 

;", ' 

1972 17.7 69.0 17.72 
. 
, ~; 

1973 29.0 55 .l~ 18.74-

197'4 26.0 53.7 20.4-5 

112 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE - FY 1974 GUAM 

1 
L--.I Judgeships 

1 
I------J Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

100% 33.3 % 66.7 % 100% 34.4 % 65.6 

Fiscal %Not % Selected Juror 
Year Selected, Usage Serving or or 

Challenge'd Serving Index 
, '; ~ 

1971 52.7 30.7 39.55 

1972 39.9 45.6 26.22 

1973 44.3 4-6.6 25 .L~6 

1974 33.2 51.2 20.07 
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JUROR USAGE PROfiLE FY 1974 COLORADO 

0l.:---l Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

;.' , , 

22,000 

.' , , , 

150 lt7 103 375 llt1 

100% 31.3 % 68.7 % 100% 37.6 % 62.lt 

Fiscal %Not % Selected Juror 
Year Selected, or Usage 

Serving or 
Challenged Serving Index 

1971 18.6 66.6 llt.83 

1972 llt.6 65.9 llt.06 

1973 9.7 71.0 13.38 

1974 1L~. 9 68.2 14,.63 

11lt 
; 

~ .' 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE -- FY 1974 KANSAS 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

, '-". 

100% 23.3 % 76.7 % 100% 38.8 % 61.2 % 

Fiscal % Not % Selected Juror 
Year Selected, Usage Serving or or 

Challenged Serving Index 

1971 16.9 68.9 18.15 

1972 15.5 67.4- 15.10 

1973 22.2 62.8 16.59 

1974 16.5 67.5 15.83 
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JUROR USAGE PROfilE - FY 1974 NEW MEXICO 

U--i Judgeships 

t....!:L..J Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

",. ,f 

,". ' 

72 32 4-0 222 III III 

100% 4-4-.4- % 55.6 % 100% 50.0 % 50.0 % 

Fiscal % Not % Selected Juror 
Year Selected, Usage 

Serving or or 

Challe;,ged Serving Index 

1971 19.5 63.1 20.85 

1972 19.5 59.6 19.29 

1973 25.7 53.4- 20.1L~ 

1974 18.2 64-.7 15.93 
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JUROR USAGE PROfilE - FY 1974 OKLAHOMA NORTHERN 

1 W...J Judgeships 

t-.L.J Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

25,000 8, l~OO 3,500 

100% 41.2 % 58.8 J& 100% 43.2 % 56.8 

Fiscal % Not % Selected Juror 
Year Selected, Usage Serving or or 

Challenged Serving Index 

1971 39.7 47.5 25.19 

1972 26.1 60.2 20.31 

1973 25.7 57.8 21.05 

1974 52.3 33.7 27.92 
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JUROR USAGE PROfILE -- FY 1974 OKLAHOMA EASTERN 

1 1 2/ 3 I Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

100% 30.8 % 69.2 100% 28.9 % 71.1 

Fiscal %Not % Selected Juror 
Year Selected, Usage Serving or or 

Challenged Serving Index 

1971 4-2.2 4-6.1 26.64-

1972 4-2.0 4-8.5 26.66 

1973 39.8 l~8. 2 19.61 

1974 39.8 4-7.0 21.93 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE -- FY 1974 OKLAHOMA WESTERN 

2 ~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

7,500 

205 70 135 

100% Lj·2.0 % 100% 34.1 % 65.9 

Fiscal % Selected Juror 
Year or Usage 

Serving Index 

1971 26.3 56.1 21.73 

1972 16.8 65.1 18.29 

1973 26.7 57.3 21.66 

1974 20.9 67.9 15.53 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1974 UTAH 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity ciuring this fiscal year) 

4-9,4-00 8,900 

14-3 117 26 

100% 58.3 % lj·l.7 % 100% 81.8 % 18.2 

Fiscal % Selected Juror 
Year or Usage 

Serving Index 

1971 27.9 53.0 24-.22 

1972 20.9 61.0 21.11 

1973 25.0 51.9 2l~. 4-2 

1974 27.6 61.3 21.lj·O 
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JUROR USAGE PROfiLE"'" FY 1974 WYOMING 

L-L Judgeships 

L---L Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

" 

17,100 12,600 

'" 

'I 
~t 

,. 

' .. 
i-' ... 

100% 65.Q % 35.0 % 100% 73.'+ % 26.6 y 

.. 
•. ' 

.' 
" ,. 

Fiscal %Not % Selected Juror 0 

Year Selected, t 
Serving or or Usage 

" 

Serving Index 
, 

Challenge'd 
", , 
'C 

1971 15.2 72 .. '+ 15.4·'+ ;-,. 

21.6 65.'+ lL~. 50 
~ 

1972 , 

1973 10.2 77.2 12.19 

1974 15.6 73.9 11.80 

~~" 
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JUROR USAGE PROfILE -- FY 1974 

t.:1L Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

295 

100% 

, 'iscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

152,100 

96 

32.5 % 67.5 

38,000 

100% 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

31. 2 56.7 

30.7 52.1 

27.2 57.5 

31.4, 54-.8 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

% 33.8 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

25.34-

24,.4-4, 

22.22 

22.05 

66.2 

CO~IHENT: The District of Coltunbia experienced nine notoriety trials in fiscal year 197L~ 
requiring extra large juror panels due to the large ntunber of excuses and challenges by 
the court expected in this type of trial. 2 ,t~ 70 jurors ~vere required for these pine trials. 
If this figure is excluded from the total available for the year, an estimated JUI of 
19.61 would have been ob'taincd. 
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APPENDIX A 

TJist of U. S. District Courts That Have Adopted Rules 
Reducing the Size of Civil Juries as of October 1971~ 

District of Columbia (April 16, 1971)* 

HIn all civil cases tried in this Court the jury shall consist of six (6) members, 
except in cases of eminent domain. IT (Effective June 1, 1971) 

FIRST CIRCUIT 

Maine (November 29, 1971) 

fl. • • In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) iTlembers. IT 

Nassachusetts (October 8, 1971) 

"In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six members. 

This rule shall become effective November 1, 1971. fI 

New Hampshire (.July 27, 1971) 

H(a) Number of Jurors and Initial Selection 

(1) In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six members and 
the clerk shall select by lot the names of six persons to be drawn 
initially. 

(2) In all criminal jury cases, the jury shall consist of twelve members 
and the clerk shall select by lot the names of twelve pel'sons to be 
drawn initially." (Effective September 1, 1971) 

Rhode Island (Filed September 20, 1971) 

n(a) Six-man juries. In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six 
members. The jury in a criminal case _ shall consist of twelve members, 
except as provided in Rule 23(b) of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure.1T 
(Effective September 27, 1971) 

Puerto Rico (January 19, 1972) 

ITIn all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members." 

SECOND CIRCUIT 

Connecticut (October 17, 1972) 

"Number of JUrors. The jury shall consist of six members in the trial of all 
civil cases. IT (Effective OctobelO 1, 1972) 

New York, Northern (July 3, 1973) 

"In all Civil Jury Cases in this District Court, the jury shall consists of 
six (6) members. The challenges permitted shall remain as provided in 2S 
U,S,C. 1870 and Rule 4-7(b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. TI 

(Effective August 31, 1973) 

New York, Eastern (July 3, 1973) 

"A jUIOY for -the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons." (Effect-­
tive August 1, 1973) 

New York, Southern (July 24-, 1973) 

TlA jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons." (Effec':' 
tive August 1, 1973) 

*Date of, Court Order, if known. 
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Vermont (October 17, 1972) 

"In all civil jury cases the jUl'y shall consist of six members. In pro­
tracted litigation an additional juror, or jurors, may be selected who will 
participate in the deliberations and verdict." (Effective July 1, 1973) 

THIRD CIRCUIT 

Delaware 

"In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six members except that 
the parties may stipulate -that the jury in any such case shall consist of 
any number less than six. (Effective 1-1-73, applicable to all civil trials 
cOlnmencing on or after that date, without regard to the date upon which the 
action was filed)." 

New Jersey (May 28, 1971) 

"In all civil jury actions, except as may be otherwise expressly required 
by law, -the jury shall consist of six members. 11 (Effective September 1, 
1971) 

Pennsylvania, Eastern (April 13, 1971) 

"(a) Except as provided in (b), juries in civil cases shall consist, initially, 
of eight (8) members. 'Trials in such cases shall continue. so long as at 
least six (6) jurors rema-in in service. If the number of Jural'S falls below 
six (6), a mistrial shall be declared upon p1'ompt application therefor by 
any party then on the record. (b) Trial by a jury consisting of twelve (12) 
members may be had if written demand therefor (with notice to all parties) is 
filed with the court not less than thirty (30) and not more than sixty (60) 
days following service of the last pleading dil'ected to the issue triable of 
right by the jury. (c) This rule shall become effective on May 1, 1971. 
All civil jury cases pending on this court on the effective date he1'eof shall 
be tried in accordance with sub-division (a) unless demand for trial by jury 
consisting of twelve (12) members is made within fifteen (15) days following 
the effective date of this rule." (Effective iYJay 1, 1971) 

Pelmsylvania, Middle (July 6, 1973) 

n (a) Juries in civil cases shall consist, initially, of at least e~ght (8) 
members. Trials in such cases shall continue so long as at least s~x(6} -
jurors remain in service. If -the number of jurors falls belm" six (6), a 
mistrial shall be declared upon prompt application therefor by any party 
then on the record." (Effective July 6, 1973) 

" 

Pelmsylvania, \~estern (May 27, 1971) 

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six members. This Rule 
shall be applicable to all civil actions tried in this District on or after 
September 1, 1971." (Effective September 1, 1971) 

Virgin Islands (Febr'lary 16, 1973) 

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members." (Effective 
iYlarch 1, 1973) 

FOURTH CIRCUIT 

iYIaryland (June 10, 1971) 

"In civil cases in which trial by jury has been demanded pursuant to F. R. C. P. 
38, the jury shall consist of six jurors, pl~s such number of al t\,:L'nate 
jurors as the court may deem necessary, Tlus rule shall apply 1:0 all cases 
tried ~n or after the date of -this order, effective August 20, 1 1)73." 

North Carolina, Niddle (October ll~, 1971) 

"(a) Number of Jurors in Civil Jury Cases. In all civil jury cases the jury 
shall consist of six (6) members." (Effective January 1, 1972) 

North Carolina, Western (,January 1974) 

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consi st of six (6) members." 
(Effective January 1, 197 1l) 

Sou-th Carolina (December 29, 1972) 

"OrdeN'!d that, in all civil jury cases tried on or after Jill1Uary 1, 1973 in 
this Court, the jury shall consist of six (6) members." 

Virginia, Eastern (!Jay 22, 1972) 

"The jury in any civil case shall consist of six. The number of pet:'emptory 
challenges shall be as provided by law (28 U.S.C., §1870)." (Effective 
July 1, 1972) 

West Virginia, Northern 

"(e) In civil actions in which trial by jury has been demanded pursuant to 
Rule 38, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the jury shall consist of six 
jurors, plus such number of alternate jurors as the Court may determine 
necessary." 

West Vi.rginia, Southern (February I:', 1971~) 

"In civil actions in which trial by jury has been demanded pUrSUdlyt to Rule 
38, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the jury shall consist of six jurors, 
plus such number of alternate jurors as the Court may determine necessary," 
(Effective July 1, 1973, amended Febru81"'Y 15, 1971~) 

FIFTH CIRCUIT 

Alabama, Northern (!Iay 10, 1972) 

"Effective July 1, 1972, in all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of 
six ,members." 

Alabama, iYliddle (July 12, 1971) 

"In all civil jury cases -the jury shall consist of six (6) members." 
(Effective August 15, 1971) 

Alabama, Southern (August 25, 1971) 

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members." 

Florida, Northern (June 29, 1972) 

itA jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons plus such 
al ternate jurors as may be impaneled. 11 

Florida, ~1iddle (June 27, 1972) 

"Rule llA. A jury for the trial of civil ca,ses shall consist of six pe1'sons 
plus such alternate jurors as may be impaneled. n (Effective July 17, 1972) 

Florida, Southern (February 8, 1971) 

II all civil jury cases, jurisdiction for which is based upon 28 U.S.C. 
§1332, LJS U.S.C. §51, and LJ-5 U, S.C. §688, shall be tried to a jury which 
shall consist of six members." (Effective March 1., 1971) 

Georgia, Northern 

"All civil actions -shall be tried to a jury of six members and challenges 
shall be in accordance with 'fitle 28 U.S.C. §1870," 

Louisiana, Eastern (April 20, 1971) 

"In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six (5) members." 
(Effective May 1, 1971) 

125 ~ ________ 1_2_LJ. __ , ________________ ... ____________________________________ ~ ___ ,.(-



Louisiana, Middle 

!tIn all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members. n 

(Effective April 16, 1972) 

Louisiana, IlJestern (April 9, 1971) 

"In all civil jury cases, jurisdiction for which is based on 28 U.S.C. §l332, 
l~5 U.S.C. §51, and ,~6 U.S.C. §688, the jUl'y shall consist of six members, 
with three peremptory challenges allowed to each opposing party. One alter­
nate juror, in lengthy cases, \<1ill be empanelled, with one peremptory 
challenge allo('1ed to ea,ch of the opposing parties. '!l (Effective April 15, 
1971) 

G 
tvlississippi, Northern (September 27, 1972) 

"The District Judges for the United States District COUl't for the Northern 
District of Mississippi do hereby adopt a local mle of court to provide 
that in all civil jury cas;;:s the jury shall consist of six members, with 
three peremptory challenges allowed to each opposing party. In its discretion 
the COUI"t may impanel two alternate jurors, wi"th one peremptory challe):1ge 
allowed each of the opposing parties." (Effectjve January 1, 1973) 

Texas, Eastern (December 3, 1973) 

" ... in all civil jury cases, except as may be otherwise required by law, the 
jury shall consist of six members; however, it shall be optional with the Presiding 
Judge to require a twelve-member civil jury trial rather than six members." 
(Effective January 1, 1974) 

Texas, Southern (July 27, 1973) 

"A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six (6) persons, plus 
such al"ternate jurol's as may be impaneled. t! (Effective July 30, 1973) 

Texas, Western (rvJay 1, 1971) 

l1In all civil jUl'Y cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required by 
law or controlling rule, the jury shall consist of six members." 
(Effective July 1, 1971) (As amended July 1, 1971) 

SIXTH CIRCUIT 

~d __ "~_"""~~"""""'lt><o""""''i''t~ 

Ken"tucky, Westem (April 2lj·, 1972) 

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members. ff 
(Effective May 1, 1972) 

Nichigan, \Ves'tern (July 17, 197~) 

!fA jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons plus such 
alternate jurors as may be impanelled," 

Ohio, Northern (March 2lj", 1972) 

"In all civil trials, juries shall consist of sh members." 

Tennessee, Eastern (October 13, 1971) 

"In all civil jury cases except as may be otherwise expressly required by 
law, the jury shall consist of not less than six (6) members.!f 

Tennessee, Middle (rvlarch 23, 1972) 

"It is therefore ORDERED that from and after May 1, 1972, in all civil jury 
cases the jury shall consist of six persons, excluding alternates." 
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Tennessee, Western M'larch 9. 1972} 

"It is therefol'e ORDERED that from and after April 1, 1972, in all civil 
jury cases the jury shall consist of six persons, excluding alternates." 
(April 1, 1972) 

SEVENTH CIRCUIT 

Illinois, Northern (Nay 18, 1971) 

"In all jury cases, except as may be otherNise expl'essly require by law 01' 

controlling rule, the jury shall consist of six members." (Effective 
Sep"tember 13, 1971) 

Illinois, E,"lstem (December 10, 1970) 

trln all civil jury cases "the jury shall consis"t of six members.!1 (Effec­
tive September 1, 1971) 

Illinois, Southern (January 21, 1971) 

"In aLl jUl'Y CQses [civii] I except as may be otherwise expressly required by 
law or controlling rule, the jury shall consist of six members." (Effective 
May 1, 1971) 

Indiana, Northern (~larch 10, 1971) 

"In all civil jUl'y cases, jurisdiction for which is based on 28 U.S.C 
§1332 (divel'sity of citizenship and amount in controversy), 45 U.S.C. §51 
(Federal Employers' Liability Act), l~6 U.S.C. §688 (Jones Act), and cases 
involving condenmation of real and personal pL'operty under the pmver of 
eminent domain under the laws of the United States, the jury shall consist 
of six (6) jurors." (Effective Nay 1, 1971) 

Indiana, Southern (February 26, 1971) 

"In all civil jury cases, jurisdiction f01' which is based on 28 U.S.C. 
§1332 (diverSity of citizenship and amount in controversy), liS U.S.C. §Sl 
(Federal Employers ' Liability Act), l~6 U.S. C. § 688 (Jones Act), and cases 
involving condenmation of real and personal property under the power of 
eminent domain under the la\.;rs of the United States, "the jury shall consist 
of six (6) jurors." (Effective Nay 1, 1971) 

Wisconsin, Eastern (July 26, 1971) 

"In all jury cases except as may be otherwise expressly required by law or 
controlling rule, the jury shall consist of six members." (Effective 
September 1, 1971) 

Wisconsin, I'ilestern (August 28, 1973) 

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six members, plus 
such alternate jurors as may be impaneled. IT 

EIGHTH CIRCUIT 

Iowa, Northern 

"To better serve the interests of judicial economy and to avoid the calling 
of alternates in all civil jury cases the parties shall be bound by the 
verdict of not less than six jurors. 11 (Effective November 30, 1971) 

Iowa, Southel'n (~fuly 28, 1972) 

"Civil cases shall be tried to a jury of six, except in those situations in 
Nhich it would ordinarily be advisable to select alternates. In such 
si tua~ions an additional juror or jurors may be selected who ~ill par­
ticipate in the deliberations and verdict. Unless the parties stipulate 
otherNise, no vel'dic't may be returned by a jUl'y composed of less than 
six members. In the abscence of a stipulation pursuant to Rule t~8, Federal 
Rules of Civil Procedure, the jury's verdict shall be unanimous." 

127 
~\ __ .... ____________________________ ..-"'J'tl,,;,:i1.l·,diiilll ____________________________ --. _____ ....... ___ ~ _______ ~~ __ . ____ _ 



Minnesota (November 12, 1970) 
\ 

"In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of 6 members." 

Missouri, Eastern (July 30, 1973) 

f! (g) (1) A jury for ~he tri.al of civil cases shall consist of six persons, plus 
such alternate jurors as may be impaneled." 

Missouri, Western (July 1, 1972) 

"Unless otherwise specially ordered by the C0'Jrt in a designated civil 
action or consolidated actions, the juries snall consist of six members 
in all civil cases, including but not limitei to complex cases." 

Nebraska (Jat).uary 17, 1972) 

"In all civil jury cases the juries shall consist of six members." 
(Effective March 1, 1972) 

South Oakota 

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six persons. 'f' (Effective 
July 30, 1973) 

NINTH CIRCUIT 

Alaska (October 1, 1973) 

"fA) In all civil cases l.he jllry shall consist of six (6) members." (Effective 
October 1, 1973) 

Arizona (October 1, 1971) 

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members." 

California, Northern (November 18, 1971) 

"In all civil cases the jury shall consist of six members unless expressly 
otherwise provided in a Final Pre-Trial Order." (Effective December 6, 1971) 

California, Eastern (Octobel' 22, 1971) 

"In all cases in which a jury is demanded in civil cases, trial of a cause 
shall be before a jury conSisting- ot s.i;~:' (6) members." (Effective November 
5, 1971) 

California, Cen'tral (March 8, 1971) 

"In all cases in t~hich a jury is demanded in civil cases, trial of the 
cause shall be before a jury consisting of six (6) members." (Effective 
March 15, 1971) 

California, Southern (March 19, 1971) 

trIn all cases in which a jury is ,demClIlded in civil cases, trial of the 
cause shall be before a jury consisting of six (6) jurors." (Effective 
April 15, 1971) 

Hawaii (March 31, 1971) 

"In alJ: civil jury cases for which jurisdiction is based on 28 U.S.C., 
Sec·tion 1332, 1+5 United states Code, Section 51, and 1+6 UnHed States 
Code, Section 688, the jury shall consist of six members." (Effective 
April 12, 1971) 
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1 Nontana (Filed July 14·, 1971) 

.~ fl (d) Jury Trials 

Ii; (1) A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons 
!:.) plus such alternate jurors as may be impaneled." 

tJ [l 
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Nevada 

"A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six (6) persons, 
plus such alternates as may be impaneled." (Effective November 15,1973) 

Ol"egon (,June 7, 1971) 

" (a) In a~l civil cases tJ:ied in this court to a jury the number of jurol's 
shall be s~x lIDless otherwise ordered by the court. 

(b) ?his provision shall not alter the number of challenges available to 
a partY,under 28 U.S.C. Sec. 1870 or Rule 49(b) Fed. Rules Civ. Proc fl 

(Effect~ve July 1, 1971) • 

Washington, Eastern (June 15, 1972) 

"A jUl'y for the trial of all civ~l cases shall consist of six jurors plus 
such alternate jurors as may be ~mpaneled." (Effective July 1, 1972) 

Washington, Western (Nay 22, 1972) 

"A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six jurors plus such 
alternate jurors that may be impaneled." (Effective July 1, 1972) 

'In all cases in which a Jury is demanded in civil cases trial of the 
cause ~hall be before a jury conSisting of six (6) membe~s unless 
otherw~se ordered' by the Court." (Effective S~ptember 1, 1973) 

TENTH CIRCUIT 

Colorado (April 21, 1971) 

"In all civil jury cases; except as may be otherwise expressly required 
by la\~ or controlling rule, the jury shall consist of six members." 
(Effective June 1, 1971) 

Kans as (March 11, 1971) 

"In all civil jUI'y cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required 
by law or con trolling rule, the jury shall consist of six members." 
(Effective June 1, 1971) 

New Mexico (February 19, 1971) 

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members." 
(Effective May 1, 1971) 

Oklahoma, Northem (August 7, 1973) 

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members. The 
challenges permitted shall remain as provided in 28 U.S.C. 1870 and Rule 
L/-7 (b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure." (Enter'ed August 7, 1973) 

Oklahoma, Eastern (April 14" 1972) 

"(3) In all civil jur'y cases the jury shall consist 
The challenges permitted shall remajn as provided iii 

Rule Lt-7 (b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure." 
1972) 
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of six (6) membel's. 
28 U.S.C. 1870 and 

(Effective July 1, 



Oklahoma, W~stern 

" (c) In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist 
The challenges permitted shall remain as provided in 
Rule l1-7 (b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. 11 

8-1-73.] 

Wyoming (February 25, 1971) ammended (August 21, 1972) 

of six (6) members. 
28 U.S.C. 1870 and 

[Added, effective 

"In all civil jury cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required by 
law or controlling rule, the jury shall consist of six members." (Effective 
September 1, 1972) 

Districts Using Less Than Twelve Member Civil Juries by Stipulation of Parties 
(Rule ~R, Fed.R.Civ.P.) 

Virginia, Wes tern (For a period of approx i'na tely two years.) 

Utah (As of March 23, 1971.) 
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cd : Serving or . 
:~ Cha!len~~d.. 

143,057 

28,274 

100% 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

54.2 

fO 55.5 

,4 56.5 

,5 58.3 

11,848 

41 % .9 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

23.31 

20.96 

20.16 

19.12 

16,426 

58.1 



------------------
JUROR USAGE PROFILE"" FY 1974 

1400 1 Judgeships 

1
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1 Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

4,847 28,27l~ 

100% 42.4- % 100% 

.. 
Fiscal % Not % Selected 
Year Selected, or 

Serving or Serving Challenged 

1911 32.9 54.2 

1972 30.0 55.5 

1973 28.4 56.5 

1974 26.5 58.3 
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