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FOREWORD

The petit juror reporting system was instituted in fiscal year 1971 while the present
grand juror reporting program was fully implemented at the beginning of fiscal year 1975.
Since 1971, an annual report on petit juror utilization in the United States district courts
has been issued by the Administrative Office of the U. 8. Courts. This is the fifth such
report. In addition, this year's report has been greatly expanded to include the results of
the first full year of collection of statistical data on all federal grand juries. It is
hoped that the presentation of information on the entire jury operation in the federal courts
will improve the usefulness of this report to the Federal Judiciary and all those taking an
interest in the improvement of juror service and the utilization of those citizens reporting
for jury duty.

This report presents a compilation of grand and petit juror statistics derived from the
JS-11 and JS-11G monthly reports submitted by each district court during fiscal year 1975.
Comparison statistics for the petit juror system from the four prior years of reporting are
also provided. The report is divided into three sections with each presenting a different
facet of the yearly statistical compilations on jury activity.

The first section of this report presents juror utilization data in various summary tables
and accompanying text. This section is further divided into four parts covering the grand
Jjury operation in the federal courts, a national overview of petit juror activity, the
utilization of petit jurors on a district by district basis, and an historical comparison
of juror utilization data by district over the past five years.

Section two contains information on juror expenditures for each district court as well
as national figures for juror costs. This section is divided into two parts, the first
dealing with grand juror costs and the second with the expenditures for the petit jury
operation. Also discussed is a method for each district to use in calculating cost avoidance
or cost overage for petit jurors in the past fiscal year.

The third section contains individual profile pages for each of the 94 districts. The
gvand juror usage profile page presents sumnary data for the year on all grand jury activity
within that district. The petit juror usage profile provides data on the utilization of petit
jurors within a particular district. Each petit juror utilization profilé gives historical
comparison data for a five year period in selected areas. The two profiles for each district
are intended to compile all pertinent juror statistics for fiseal year 1975 into a format
that will present an overall picture of the jury system and the efficient, or inefficient,
operation of that system within a district.

Some districts' profiles also contain a "Compant’ appearing at the bottom of the grand



juror profile page. These comments are derived from information submitted on the monthly
reporting forms (JS-11 & JS-11G) and communications between individual district courts and
the Administrative Office. Comments are intended to reflect any unusual occurrences within
a district during the past fiscal year which tended to have an effect on that district's
utilization statistics, generally in regard to petit jurors. They may also reflect local
practices or reoccurring circumstances which had an 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 circumstances within a court is brought to
the attention of the Administrative Office), its inclusion aids in a better understanding
of a district’'s juror utilization performance, especially where the data has been adversely
affected due to unusual circumstances.

In reviewing a district's profile pages, it is helpful to also turn to the two national
profile pages at the end of the report. The relevant national averages provided here make
it possible to assess each district in terms of the performance of the federal court system
as a whole. .

The success of efforts to improve the utilization of citizens appearing in federal
courts for petit jury service has been evidenced by the statistical information collected
over the past five years. The inclusion of grand jury statisties for the first time this
year is the initial step in determining what can be done to improve the efficient operation
of the grand jury system. A conscious effort to maintain and. improve the effective utiliza-
tion of both petit and grand jurors has been made by District Judges, Clerks of Court, and
Jury Clerks. The success of these efforts is due to the willingness on the part of judges
and court personnel to attempt to solve utilization problems by applying various techniques
found to be effective in reducing the number of prospective jurors called as well as increasing

the use made of those jurors reporting to court.

2% 4

October 1975 Rowland F. Kirks
Director
Administrative Office of the U. S. Courts



JUROR UTILIZATION

The 1975 Annual Report is the first to include statistics on both petit and grand jurors.
The inclusion of the grand jury material will result in a move comprehensive picture of the
jury operation in the Federal courts. The Juror Utilization section is therefore divided into
two parts, the first dealing with grand juries and the second with petit jurors.
Grand Jury

Statistical recordkeeping on grand jury activity is a fairly recent occurrence in the
Federal court system. In April 1973 the Judicial Conference adopted policies in regard to the
clerk of each district court maintaining statistical records on grand juries within the district
to determine if utilization characteristics for the Federal grand jury system could be devel-
oped. As a result of this actipn, the. Grand Jury Reporting System for the United States Dis-
trict Courts was instituted in January 1974 by the Committee on the Operation of the Jury
System, a committee of the Judicial Conference. Testing of this program was conducted in all
district courts from January through June 1974, with full implementation occurring at. the
beginning of fiscal year 1975 (July 1, 1978%). With the close of fiscal year 1975, a complete
vear of data on grand juries is now available and summarized in the following pages. - The data
collected through this reporting program has provided substantial information on the charac-
teristics of Federal grand juries and the utilization of persons called for grand jury duty.

The data is presented in the following three tables and is a compilation of the informa-
tion reported on the JS-11G reporting forms which are submitted monthly to the Administrative
Office by the clerk of each district on all grand juries within a district., The first table,
"Number of Grand Juries", presents a breakdown by district of the number of grand juries
in existence at the beginning of the fiscal year, the number impaneled and discharged during
the year period, and the number in existence at the close of the fiscal year.l The total
number of grand juries that were in existence at some time during the 12 month period is also
shown. This total ranged from a high of Y2 grand juries in New York Southern to a low of
one in six of the 927 districts reporting some grand jury activity during fiscal year 1975.

| On a national level, 279 grand juries were in existence on July 1, 197%. ' During the

fiscal year 291 grand juries were impaneled while 265 grand juries were discharged. This re-
sulted in 305 grand juries in existence at the close of the fiscal year (June 30, 1975).

Overall, 570 grand juries were in existence at some time in the 12 month period. Although

1R3gular grand juries may be impaneled at any time and have a natural life of 18 months but
may be discharged sooner by court order during the 18 month period. (Rule 6(g), F.R.Crim.P.)

2The districts of Virgin Islands and Canal Zone reported no grand juries in existence during
fiscal year 1875.
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TABLE 1

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS

FISCAL YEAR 1975

Total
Number
Number Number in
Number Impaneled Discharged Numbex Existence
on in the in the on in the
July 1, 12 month 12 month June 30, 12 month
District 1974 period period 1975 period
Total All Districts.. 279 291 265 305 570
Distriet of Columbia...... 12 7 9 10 19
First Circuit
Maine..veeeeetnecsrsensnsne 2 - 2 - 2
Massachusetts...coevevouas 7 3 3 7 10
New Hampshire.......c..... 1 1 1 1 2
Rhode Island..,.vececnceves 3 1 2 2 4
Puerto RiCO..veieveseavnns 2 1 2 1 3
Second Circuit
Connecticut,.iieecvecenn .- 5 3 5 3 8
New York:
Northern...couoeeeeeeeees 1 5 5 1 6
Bagsterfeeieeeeescoacasns 10 20 17 13 30
Southern.e..esiscacncecees 19 23 13 29 42
WesterN.venovaoereesenen 3 5 4 4 8
Vermont..s e necencaas 2 2 1 3 4
Thizd Circuit
Delawar@...oicecncencennns 2 2 2 2 4
New JerSeY.eeeeseseesssaven 8 4 6 6 12
Pennsylvania:
Eastern...c.evcveccisnanas 5 4 4 5 9
MiGdle..esussacsessonans 3 - 1 2 3
WesterNieeeiessvaanasones 4 3 2 5 7
*Virgin IslandS.....ce.eae.. - - ~ - -
Fourth Circuit
Maryland.....eeeenveanenan 4 6 3 7 10
North Carclina:
Bastern.......veuviesane 1 2 2 1 3
Middle.,veeiemoennnenns 1 1 1 1 2
Western.as,seeveesroaannesn 2 2 2 2 4
South Carolina............ 3 1 1 1 2
Virginia:
EasterN..eeseccesascnsnnn 3 8 4 7 11
WesteXn...ooeiieoeracoan 3 8 3 8 1l
West Virginia:
Northern...,eeeceeaeanen 1 1 1 1 2
Southern....ceenecueasss 2 3 2 3 5
Fifth Cirecuit
Alabama:
Northern...ouievecevsases 1 3 3 1 4
Middle....oesvenwenennns 1 1 1 1 2
Southern....veeeecevenns 1 1 1 1 2
Florida:
NOrthern.e.ceessesoaroasen 2 2 2 2 4
Middle. .o rernvccennna 6 6 5 7 12
Southern.....eeeesceeess 7 15 13 9 22
Georgia:
Northern....veconnesnnss 3 7 5 5 10
Middle. iioviesnevrnnnnna 1 2 1 2 3
SortkPrn..ceeseeananens 2 2 3 1 4
Louisiahz:
Eastern....evvecavcecens 6 3 4 5 9
MidAle.sewiosonrrncanass 2 3 3 2 5
WesterNe s ienssiomsacens 1 5 2 4 6
Missgissippi:
Northerfe.essoveceeonsss 1 1 1 1 2
Southern..iveeviseennsna 1 1 1 1 2
Texas:
Northern...c.ccevevaviaas 6 4 3 7 10
EasterNesuvesssnoncaanes 1 1 - 2 2
Southern.....cceusvevones 6 5 4 7 11
WesteIN.ereiaaeonnooaans 7 10 7 10 17
*CAanal ZONG...iveevrsenncres - - - - -




TABLE 1
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS

oy

FISCAL YEAR 1975
{congluded)
Total
Number
Nunber Numher in
Numbeax Impaneled Discharged Number Existence
on in the in the on in the
July 1, 12 month 12 month June 30, 12 month
District 1974 pericd period 1975 period
Sixth Circuit
Kentucky:
Eastern....cecicrencnasre 3 3 3 3 6
Western...,.e... craenean 5 2 3 4 7
Michigan: .
Eastern...,esueceecnnnes 6 6 7 5 12
WesStern.vesvsneeeveanans 1 - 1 - 1
ohio:
Northern..,.oeeceeneenas s 4 3 6 9
Southern....iceeecnneces [} 2 4 3 7
Tennessey?
Eastern.....cevnrnevennncn 4 2 2 4 [
MiGAlEeeoevevirennnnnnon 1 1 1 1 2
WeSterMeeecaressnonnnanas 2 2 2 2 4
Seventh Circuit
Illinois:
Northern.....ceeritanaans 10 14 17 7 24
PAasteIN . it ecsacanaans 2 1 2 1 3
Southerfeciciarcaeecsass 2 2 1 3 4
Indianas
Northerf. ccivacasonaoana 2 2 2 2 4
Southerh, ciccicarenneons 1 3 2 2 4
Wisconsin:
EaSterNiciacsncveccranena 2 1 1 2 3
WeSterNeieiieieeaecevonencns 1 1 2 - 2
Eighth circuit
Arkansas:
EasterN.e.ccecanivaceanan 1 1 1 1 2
Western...coeseeveinannn 1 1 1 1 2
Towas
NortherN...eeeewvevesross 2 - - 2 2
Southern.....coevvvevsne 1 1 1 1 2
Minnesotacceseeseusovovasn 1 1 1 1 2
Missouri:
EaSterNe.c.vccennnancsnnre 2 2 2 2 4
Western. . coeeeiveevasnrse 3 b 1 3 4
NebrasKa.eeeenoeeosoanvons 1 - 1 - 1
North Dakota...... ceveroen 1 1 1 1 2
South Dakotfeeeceasesavars 1 2 1 2 3
Ninth Circuit
AlasKaeiesonseovrnaonnaose 1 1 1 2
AYiZODB,esassvasvasnianssa 3 3 3 3 6
California:
NortherN.e,ieeeseesssanne 4 5 5 4 9
EBasterNicscseeecccaonens 2 1 - 3 3
Central....ceeceenneones iz 14 15 11 28
SoUtherN....ccocovsavens 9 5 6 8 14
Hawaiiesevevoneoenoanocnes 1 - - 1 1
IAah0. e sevavarccancsennces 1 1 1 1 2
Montana. ceereserncerannans 1 1 1 1 2
NevaAae covesesenaccosacnsns 2 2 1 3 4
OLegONe.avsresonasensensnss 3 - 1 2 3
Washington:
EaSterNiescvesacceccnsss 1 - - 1 1
WeSterNeeeevsscecanneess 1 2 1 2 3
GUAM: v evevavenervroracsans 1 1 1 2
Tenth Circuit
Colorado.eecvacrereosennnes 1 1 )3 1 2
KanSaS.esereervavesrasaconan 3 2 3 2 S
NHew MeXilO.eovavrranasvnnn 2 3 2 3 S
Oklahomas :
Northern..e.ecerercnncns 1 1 1 1 2
BasterNe.esccevasrsrnanea 1 1 1 1 2
WESterHeeeeuevnrnsnsnnna 1 - 1 - 1
L 125- ~ 2 - 2 2
WYOMING.eeeosanasnnsananna - 1 - 1 1

*The Districts of Virgin Islands and Canal Zone reported no grend juries in existence during
fiscal year 1975. ‘
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the number of grand juries in a district varies depending on factors such as amount and type
of criminal activity and the number of places of holding court, these figures reveal that
the grand jury system is both an extensive and integral part of the operation of the Federal
courts.

The second table, "Grand Juror Usage", shows the extent to which grand juries and jurors
were utilized within each district during fiscal year 1975. Totals are given for the number
of grand jury sessions convened in each district, the number of jurors involved in these con-
vened sessions, and the total number of hours of convened sessions. New York Southern report-
ed the greatest number of sessions convened -- 943, the largest number of jurors in session
-~ 19,493, and the greatest number of hours in session -- 3,644. Wyoming reveals the'opposite
end of the range with only three sessions convened during the year, involving 66 grand jurors
for a total of 19 hours. Forty-one of the 92 districts reporting activity conducted 50 or
more sessions during the 12 month period. This is an average of at least one session per week
for chese districts. Nationally, 7,846 grand jury sessions were convened with 156,167 grand
jurors attending these sessions for a total of 41,421 hours.

The usage table also indicates the average number of jurors present for each session
convened within a district] and the average number of hours for each of these sessions. The
national averages for fiscal year 1975 were 19.9 jurors per session and 5.28 hours per session.
North Carolina Western and Wisconsin Western had the lowest average number of jurors per
session, 17.9 jurors, while North Carolina Eastern recorded the highest with an average of
22.U4 jurors per session for fiscal year 1975. Average hours per sgession ranged from a high
of 7.86 hours in Oklahoma Northern to a low of 3.09 hours per session in Guam.

The measure of average hours per session is one indication of the efficient or inefficient
utilization of grand jurors' time. The Judicial Conference has emphasized the need to effec-
tively utilize grand jurors in adopting a poliey that grand jury sessions should be scheduled
when there is a sufficient accumilation of business to fully occupy the grand jury's day.
(Conf. Rept., April 1973, p.l2) This points out a need for the careful planning of grand jury
sessions by the U.S. Attorneys who determine when and for how long a grand jury will meet. It
also highlights the need for cooperation and communication between the clerk of court's office

and the U.S. Attorney's office to maintain the efficient operation of the grand jury system.

The table, "Proceedings by Indictment and Grand Juror Usage", gives a breakdown by dis-
tyict of the number of cases that were commenced by indictment and the number of defendants

that were proceeded against by indictment in fiscal year 1975. This information is derived

3a grand jury consists of 16 to 23 sworn jurors with a quorum of 16 required to conduct business.

(Rule G6(a), F.R.Crim.P.)
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TABLE 2
GRAND JUROR USAGE

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS

FISCAL YEAR 1975

Number of:
Average Average
mumber of nunber of
Sessions Jurors in Hours in jurors per hours per
District convened session session session session
Total All Districts.. 7,846 156,167 41,421 19.9 5.28
District of Columbia...... 581 11,613 2,755 20.0 4.74
First Circuit
Maine....eevoun. P 11 222 68 20.2 6.18
Massachusetts...... seesenn 274 5,280 1,411 19.3 5.15
New Hampshire...... PP 5 100 33 20.0 6.60
Rhode Island....... teerren 38 767 208 20.2 5.47
Puerto Rico........ veasees 29 568 185 19.6 6.38
Second Circuit
Connecticut........ veeenis 85 1,622 510 19.1 6.00
New York:
Northern........c... PPN 57 1,158 233 20.3 4,09
Eastern......oveece. P 454 8,928 2,108 19.5 4,60
Southern............ veea 949 19,493 3,644 20.5 3.84
Western......c..c.... PR 175 3,355 289 19.2 5.65
Vermont.....cocceenne. “oen 44 919 157 20.9 3.57
Third Circuit
Delaware. ..o e inneseasveren 65 1,31 291 20.2 4,48
New JersSeY.scavasscscenns . 267 5,050 1,392 18.9 5.21
Pennsylvania:
Eastern.......... ceraan . 178 3,654 789 20.5 4.43
Middle..oseinienennenns . 24 461 128 19.2 5.33
Western,.,.oveevieaesian . 110 2,074 681 18.9 6.19
*Virgin Islands......... veu - - - - -
Fourth Circuit
Maryland....evevecdonanacen 153 2,085 654 20.2 4,27
North Cazolinaz .
EasterN.eseescencacances 34 761 196 22.4 5,76
MidAle,.civeeeninanoanen 8 154 50 19.2 6.25
Western. ceiancineeraenas 10 179 70 17.9 7.00
South Carolina....-.c... P 12 251 86 2C.3 7.17
Virginia: :
Jo=ToR ) o' F P a8 2,044 660 20.9 6.73
Western..veeseansenaesan 26 498 170 19.2 6.54
West Virginia:
Northern......,cenveuen. 16 353 123 22,1 7.69
Southern..vevecaceencss . 41 835 304 z20.4 7.41
Fifth Cirecuit
Alabama:
Northern..v.e,cerevacanes 24 536 164 22.3 6.83
Middle......... treneany 11 212 64 19.3 5.82
Southern......i. Cesanases 18 341 122 18.9 6.78
Florida:
Northern....... ceereeen, 14 283 82 20.2 5.86
Middle....soiven.s seesne 168 3,282 961 19.5 5.72
Southern....c..s. csenran 162 3,300 885 20.4 5.46
Georgia:
Northern.......... PN 111 2,193 709 19.8 6.39
Middle..... fesenn cpeasas 45 946 323 21.0 7.18
Southern.......... veeren 15 270 81 18.0 5.40
Louisiana:
Eastern.....,...... ceeraa 115 2,343 661 20.4 5.75
Middle. eeereenanenas o 55 1,133 384 20.6 $.98
WeBteINeesvavnacaovan e 62 1.246 422 20.1 6.81
Mississippi:
Northern.....evceueo., P 15 325 83 21.7 5.83
Southern..svuseecsroanns P 1L 238 70 21.6 6.36
Texas: N
NOTtheIN.seeivesenanorse 100 ‘2,015 644 20.2 6.44
Bastern,..vevssse veresaa 14 299 82 21.4 5.86
SoutHern..eeeeesenn veves 53 1,048 288 19.8 5.43
WeSEETN. erevrsnncnnanns . 113 2,362 500 20.3 5.31
*Canal ZONe..ve.«- PO - - - |- -




TABLE 2

GRAND JUROR USAGE

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS

FISCAL YEAR 1975

{Concluded)
Number of:
Average Average
number of rmumber of
Sessions Jurors in Houvrs in jurors per hours per
Distriect convened session session session session
Sixth Circuit
Kentucky:
Eastern.........cocenuu 29 602 177 20.8 6.10
Western..... oo rinosen 51 1,048 280 20.5 5.49
Michigan:
Bastern......i.eeieueese 205 4,192 1,182 20.4 5.77
Western.....cevemenenenas 14 280 77 20.0 5.50
Ohio:
Northern......vocaavee .. 88 1,762 486 20.0 5.52
Southern,.....cocecvenne . 59 1,117 403 18.9 6.83
Tennessee:
Easternm.....cceceonenns . 8 164 45 20.5 5.62
Middle....... PN cseew 15 293 87 19.5 5.80
Westernie.oiveveioinoses 59 1,243 412 21.1 6.98
Seventh Circuit
Illinois:
Northern.....e.oevveece. 330 6,598 1,686 20.0 5.11
Bastern.......iviueeansn 36 668 243 18.6 6.75
Southerne..veceon.. - 76 1.438 492 18.9 6.47
Indiana:
Northern...ceeevaicevasan 40 805 273 20.1 6.82
Southern......... cerenas 70 1,406 461 20.1 6.59
Wisconsin:
Eastern....cecenec-. PR 53 1,037 252 19.6 4,75
Western........ [ 15 269 62 17.9 4.13
Eighth Circuit
Arkansas:
Eastern..... cevesreneana 16 355 119 22.2 7.44
Western......oeviveeenne 7 152 42 21.7 6.00
Iowa:
Noxthern.....eovo.vivenns 28 551 2131 19.7 7.54
Southern....c.ueveeveeeas 18 370 122 20.6 6.78
Minnesota...ceeseecsennaans 46 947 294 20.6 6.39
Missouri:
Bastern......v coceancenn 71 1,434 401 20.2 5.65
Western....eoveeeeennnss 54 1,723 627 18.3 6.67
NeDYasKa.s oerereicasansas 23 477 154 20.7 6.70
North Dakota..eseeneseansn E 185 51 20.6 5.67
South Dakota...... seseeana 35 654 221 18.7 6.31
Ninth Circuit
Alaska@..oiiseoeveanarasons 17 333 96 19.6 5,65
AXizoNAsuses.oeaasn, P 92 1,786 584 19.4 56.358
California:
Northern....eoeeeveveoan 108 2,127 628 19.7 5.81
Eastern......iveuiuiiveaves 50 1,019 191 20.4 3.82
Centralii.ccveeerennnnnn 494 9,555 2,571 19.3 5.20
Southern......covv.vevun 192 3,542 866 18.4 4.51
Hawadlio.oiiesveooiinavanncs 35 675 183 19.3 5.23
Idaho..veeevsvinncecnenann 26 531 170 20.4 6.54
MONYaNa. cuieeennnensnesnss 15 334 95 22.3 6.33
Nevada,. ... oveeveonaodssans 86 1,622 351 18.9 4.08
[0 -Ta ) + SR 54 1,060 273 19.6 5.06
Washington:
Easterf. e.cesnreesnneas 8 157 47 19.6 5.88
Western...oreeisaonanean 48 995 331 20.7 6.90
GUAMe e e ensevnsonsenanrsann 11 203 34 18.5 3.09
Tenth Circuit
Coloradl..cseresanonnonnan 48 955 305 19.9 6.35
KanSaS.icevecaceesnsuniones 30 597 204 19.9 6.80
New MeXiftOui.ieaveasensnras 100 2,055 623 20.6 6.23
Oklahoma:
Northern.....c.coeivnnnsn 7 133 55 19.0 7.86
Bastern.....seevinocenes 20 436 136 21.8 6.80
Westerni.c.ivasernvensnn 14 263 91 18.8 6.50
Utah.viveeravesesvscnnonne 39 846 188 21.7 4.82
WYOMING. cs st sasvsaessenane 3 66 19 22.0 6.33

* _fthe Districts of Virgin Islands and Canal Zone reported no grand juries in existence during

fiscal yeaxr 1975.
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TABLE 3

PROCEEDINGS BY INDICTMENT AND GRAND JUROR USAGE
UNTTED STATES UISTRICT COURTS

Fiscal Year 1975

Proceedinys Commenced

by Indictment

Proceedings Commenced
by Iadictment

Grand Grand
Jury Rours Jury Hours
Sessions in Sessions in
District Cages | Defendants |Convened | Session District Caseg Defendants! Convened | Session
¥ational Total.sa.cves 26,775 40,038 7,846 41,421 Sixth Cireuit

District of Columbia...... 6l4 768 581 2,755 Kentucky:

- EasteINe.ceovesruvesss 352 524 29 177
First Circuit Western.. cerngaens 279 390 51 280
Michigan:

Main€.ueeivosnronnacen PN 54 2 11 [3:] EagtefNeceerssssencans 1,057 1,587 205 1,182

Massachysetts...... . 417 724 274 1,411 Western..-... bedeameun 105 167 14 77

New Hampshire..... PPN 31 54 5 33 Ohio:

Rhode Island,..... 93 112 ki:} 208 Northern..v.coccanesss 470 587 88 486

Puerto RLCC +iheevscncanan 182 272 29 185 Southern..... PRI 181 266 59 403

Tennessee: .
Second Circuit Fort-R=l-) o PO 134 192 8 45
HidRle, . ivuerenransns 139 1gs 1 87
Connecticut,,cieseceasaas . 233 346 as 510 WesterN.icecsnssaeanans 166 311 59 412
New York:
Northern,e..eecioosocnse &7 ol 57 233 Seventh Circuit
Bastern..... 415 920 458 2,108
Southern. 862 1,826 949 3,644 Illinois:
Westerne..... 143 229 175 989 NOrtherniseeeeeoenoans 572 246 330 1,686

VeXmont.sccevsesaapsnsn 69 100 44 157 Eastern..eec.... 157 234 36 243

SOUthEXNe s evvacnanasne 106 147 76 492
Third Circuit Indiana:
NOrthern.savenesvesans 368 533 40 273

Delaware..ceseaeass PR 138 169 85 291 Southern. «ovecevenevss 231 397 70 461

New JerSey.cececssnsosesnn 362 854 267 1,392 Wisconsips

Pennsylvania: EaSterN.ecesossnosanns 157 253 53 252
Bastern. cuaessrsiarsanas 710 1,120 178 789 WeSEOIN eveearenvas ne 51 55 15 62
Middle... . 114 179 24 128
Western 306 541 110 681 Exghth Circuit

Virgin Islands..... hesemen - - - -

axkansasg:
Fourth Circuit BasterN esescivaainnas 252 322 1A 118
WesSterN,eeeasasoaarsss 91 109 7 42

Maryland...ceeesens reeens 563 861 153 654 Iowa:

North Carolina: Northern....ceveevsces 53 88 28 211
Basterneeescscsrasannans 229 339 34 196 Southern...coceeeavars 107 116 18 122
Middle.eeeenvenrocencans 330 432 8 50 Minnesota,...... vesraeva 281 396 46 294
WesterNescesesesocecanns 248 366 10 70 Missouriz

South Carolina.....veucoee 485 706 12 86 Easterferrsceseainsane 302 389 71 401

Virginia: WesSEerfNeovevaees 249 361 94 627
Eastern..... 744 933 98 660 Nebraska.... 129 168 23 154
Western... 239 330 26 170 F North Dakota...oeencven 63 80 ] 51

West Virginia: South Dakota.sseecicvses 267 301 35 221
NortherN.vsvrvasssncans 21 37 16 123
SOUtheTN s ecrncenvanas 405 292 41 304 Ninth Circuit

Fifth circuit AlasKleservasonarnenvras 111 154 17 96
Brizondicacsacacessnvrss 1,016 1,568 92 584

Alabama: California:

Northern.,. veeacess cees 408 619 24 164 Northerne...seveesscns 481 676 108 628

L Middle.escaqeasaasonin .o 192 267 11 64 Bastern.eescesecesneses 524 659 50 181
SOUEhEerNe e srasnsnrons 98 162 18 122 Central.ieesereveseonea 1,432 # 090 494 2,571

Florida: Southern.eeceoveoss- . 1,383 1,192 192 866
NOLtherfi. ceesoeevsonosns 136 174 14 82 Hawaiieeseosuerovrossons 96 157 a5 183
Middies... 383 627 168 961 I3aN0seevnnsrorasnansres 70 91 26 170
Southern...c.eevensosnss 649 977 162 885 MontBNA. e erarevasaaansas 81 89 15 95

Geoxrgia: NeVARB e aassvenvrnences “a 181 247 86 351,
Northern. ., 454 655 111 709 Oregofe.cesmavevocaveones 210 311 54 '273
mMiddle.... 142 214 45 323 Washington:

SORLNBIN. e enecandorareen 154 182 15 81 Bastern......- [P 112 123 8 47

Louisianas WeStern.sovessdes .- 319 434 48 331
EASEeTNee tannnverannsnes 388 590 115 661 GUAM. v s aposooronsrrmnten 24 45 11 34
Middle.verowvasa cesauen 56 104 55 384
Western........ veesaeags 176 214 62 422 Tenth Circuit

Mississippi:

Northerbe.escevecesoeans 121 159 15 83 Colorado.eeens. veresesas 252 328 4B 305
SOUtHEINe e ecreveovasnvrns 88 140 11 70 KansaS.ecieesconosvnnarer 255 372 30 204

Texas: New MeXicO.c.esscaoranas 231 327 100 523

NOXtherne..cvevssssavcas 479 624 1lo0 644 Oklahoma:
BEASLErN iicaanearansvsns 82 956 14 82 Northerf.e..eoeus PR 111 149 7 58
Southern.. 871 1,393 53 288 BasterDescocerrsarssns 45 77 20 136
WEBEEY s erernnsrcranson 569 828 113 600 HeSteTAevasvrrsncnnvas 158 222 14 9l

Canal ZoNe.,vceeavscveonss - - - - [11:5:1, DA T L 32 A5 39 188

WYOMing. . veeeessernveven 12 13 3 19




from the JS-2 criminal reports submitted monthly by each district to the Administrative Office.
* The number of grand jury sessions convened, as well as the number of hours grand juries were in
:session, is also provided. These two sets of information can be compared to reveal what was
produced by the grand jury system in each district in the past fiscal year. For example,
Colorado's U8 grand jury sessions encompassing 305 hours in session resulted in approximately
252 criminal cases being commenced and 328 defendants being proceeded against by indictment.
This is an average of more than five cases commenced per grand jury session and almost seven
defendants proceeded against as the result of each session. These figures are not meant to be
an indication of the efficiency, or lack thereof, of a particular court's grand jury program as
the grand jury time required to obtain any number of indictments depends on the natur< of the
activity, the number of participants involved, and the guidance of the U.S. Attorney in any
matter which a grand jury is investigating. However, this data should enable a district to ob-
tain a clearer idea of the activity of its grand juries.

On the national level, the 7,846 grand jury sessions convened for 41,421 hours resulted in
approximately 26,775 cases being commenced by indictment and 40,038 defendants being proceeded
against by indictment in fiscal year 1975.

The fourth table, "Months of No Activity for Grand Juries™, presents a breakdown of the

number of months of no activity for each grand jury in a district (months in which no grand
jury session was held for a particular grand jury). The number of grand juries having one
or more months of no activity is provided and can be compared to the total number of grand
juries in existence in the 12 month period as well as the number of grand juries which had
at least one session each month they were in existence during fiscal year 1975.
Among the 92 districts, 355 of the 570 total number. of grand juries had one or more months in
which no session was held and nine grand juries which were in existence for the full 12 month
period held no sessions. There were 215 grand juries which held at least one session during
every month that they were in existence.

The data presented in this table has added significance in view of the mandates of the
Speedy Trial Act of 1974. Section 3161(b) of the Speedy Trial Act provides that:

Any information or indictment charging an individual with the commission of an

offense shall be filed within thirty days from the date on which such individuoal

was arrested or served with a summons in comnnection with such charges. If an

individual has been charged with a felony in a district in which no grand jury

has been in session during such thirty-day period, the period of time for

filing of the indictment shall he extended an additional thirty days.

This data helps to indicate those distriets which would have been able to meet the 30-day
requirement for filing of the indictment in fiscal year 1975 by revealing those districts which
had almost continuous grand juvy activity. It also points out those districts which would

have had diffioulty in meeting the requirement due to large amounts of time during which no
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TABLE 4
MONTHS OF NO ACTIVITY FOR GRAND JURIES
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS

FISCAL YEAR 1975
Total Number
of Grand Nunber of
Juries in Number of Grand Juries
Existence Grand Juries Having Number of Grand Juries with the Indicated Number of
in the Having No One or More Months of No Rctivity:
12 Month Months of Months of 1 T
District pPeriod No Activity No Activity 1 ) 2 Fs l 4 5 3 ‘ 7 l 8 ‘ k] \ 10 ‘ 11 1 12
Total All Districts... 570 218 355 88 62 55 42 24 17 27 9 7 1o 5 k-]
! District of Columbiad....... 19 9 10 i3 - 2 - 1 =~ 2 1 - - -
First Circuit
MaiN@e.eoeaessvacrenasannss 2 - 2 - - - 1 - - 1 - - - - -
Massachusetts..... ceune 10 4 6 2 - 2 - 2 - - - - - - -
New Hampshire..... ceeon 2 - 2 1 - . - 1 - - - - - - -
Rhode Island.,.. PR 4 - 4 3 - - - - - 1 - - - - -
PUErto RicO...veeuceceeanny 3 - 3 1 - - 2 - - - - - - - -
Second Circuit
connecticuts.vaseassceannes 8 3 5 - - 3 i - - - 1 - - - -
" New York:
Northern.e..veceovenenvae 6 5 1 1 - - - - - - - - - - -
Easterne.scecsanes 30 22 8 1 2 2 - 1 - i - - - - 1
Southern.iscacceses 42 15 27 5 2 2 3 - 2 3 1 1 3 2 5
Wegterh..e,oven. 8 7 1 1 - - - - - - - - - - -
Vermont. ... 4 2 2 - - - - - - 1 1 - - - -
Third Circuit
. DElaWAYCeeersrscnnssanneses 4 4 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
New JersSeYescvecsiccessonnse 12 8 4 1 2 - - - - 1 - - - - -
Pennsylvania:
EagterNuessssscesscatanaas 9 6 3 1 - 1 - 1 - - - - - - i
Mid@leeesrsucrancananseaes 3 - 3 - - - 1 - 1 1 - - - - -
Wostern...... 7 1 6 2 1 1 - - - - 1 - 1 - -
*yirgin IslandS.....ceveocoeas - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ -
Fourth Circuit
MarylanGaauacesreescnavonns 1o 5 5 3 1 - - - - LS - - - -
North Carolina:
EasterNeessneacesvanrsnen 3 - 3 i 1 1 - - - - - - - - -
Middle..issesvssscencnens 2 - 2 - 1 1 - - - - - - - - -
WeBterN. vsveconcersrannes 4 - 4 - - 3 1 - - - - - - -~ -
South Carolima.eeeescsveses 2 - 2 - 2 - - - - - - - - - -
Virginia:
Bagtern..rerscavcsassonna 11 3 8 2 4 - - - - - - - - 1 b3
WesterNeeeeeerassonsoaven 11 1 10 1 1 - 2 - 1 1 1 2 - - 1
West Virginia:
Northern.s.civeevecrcsnns 2 - 2 - - - - - 1 1 - - - - -
SOUtNEerNessascscevernennn g 1 4 - 2 1 - - - - - - i - -
Fifth Circuit
: Alabama:
NOrtherN.ssasceeesaasrveroe 4 1 3 1 1 - 1 - - - - - - - -
Middle,..ssiesnccnsnsenass 2 - 2 - 2 - - - - - - - - - -
Southerne. iecavvsnsvreas 2 - 2 - i 1 - - - - - - - - -
Florida: .
NOrtherNesececececssasase 4 - 4 - - 3 1 - - - - - - - -
Middle..... 12 4 8 4 3 - 1 - - - - - - - -
SoutherNessecesecnersvane 22 13 9 3 3 - 3 - - - - - - - -
Georgia:
NOrtherMesiveeesocasenass 10 3 7 5 - 1 - 1 - - - - - - -
Middlesianecanaansaasrones 3 - 3 1 - - - 1 - - - - 1 - -
- Southern..i.eesesecsceasne 4 1 3 b 1 - - - - 1 - - - = ~
. Louisianas
EasterNiuaicivecssascaase 9 3 6 3 1 3 1 - - - -~ - - - -
Middleuuarneuoancnerronna 5 2 3 2 - - 1 - - - - - - - -
WesterNecvesnevscearasans 6 2 4 1 2 1 - - - - - - - - -
Mississippit
Northern.... 2 - 2 - 1 1 - - - - - - - - -
Southern.ecicrccecessenns 2 - 2 - = 2 - - - - - - - - -
Taxas:
Northern.eeeseesesirseane 10 1 9 2 b3 % - 2 1 - - 1 1 - -
Eagtern....... Vebesens 2 - 2 - - - - - - 2 - - - - -
Southern.. cesraved 1l 4 7 1 - - 2 2 1 - - - - ~ 1
Western... PR 17 5 12 5 1 2 - 1 - 2 - - - - 71
*Canal Z0N€.secescesscrsocns - - - - - - - -~ - - - - - - -
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TABLE 4

MONTHS OF NO ACTIVITY FOR GRAND JURJES
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS

FISCAL YEAR 1975

{Concluded)
Total Number
of Grand Number of
Juries in Number of Grand Juries
Existence Grand Juries Having Number of Grand Juries with the Indicated Number of
in the Having No One or More Months of No Activity:
12 Month Months of Months of T
Period No Activity No Activity 1 ‘ 2 J 3 l 4 L 5 6 ] 7 | 3 9 I 10 11 I 12
Sixth Circuit
Kentucky:
EasterMNieevssansacioscans 6 1 5 1 2 - - - - 1 1 - - -
Westerneeeresrerninssnaes 7 1 ] - 2 1 - - 1 - - 1 1 -
Michigan:
EASterNesivnoccsoriscancass 12 7 5 3 - 2 - - - - - - - -
Westermesieeevsseninnraes 1 - ) - - - 1 - - - - - - -
" ohio:
HortherD..eeessanseansnan 9 1 8 3 - - 2 - - 2 -~ - - 1
SoutherN...csveessnsccans 7 1 6 - 1 1 1 2 - - 1 - - -
Tennessee:
EasterN.ceciscecscenccase 6 - 6 1 1 1 1 - - - - 1 1 -
MidAle.eeaenvsvessonvoses 2 1 1 - 1 - - - - - - - - -
Westerneeeeeeeoesovacaana 4 2 2 - - 2 - - - - - - - -
Seventh Circuit
Illinois:
Northern..iiaseesicnveans 24 i6 8 - 1 - 2 2 2 1 - - - -
FasterNecsesecssovravensra 3 - 3 - 1 1 - - 1 - - - - -
Southern..cececevicenncns 4 2 2 2 - - - - - - - - - -
Indianas
NortherN..eesesevsveseces 4 1 3 2 - - - - 1 - - - - -
SoutherN.iieveeseonacanss 4 4 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Winconsin:
BasterN.c,vececrencacccas 3 2 1 - - 1 - - - - - - - -
WesterDseseeoroososusnans 2 1 1 - - 1 - - - - - - - -
Fighth Circuit
Arkansas:
EasterN.eersses 2 - 2 - 1 - - i - - - - - -
WesterNe.deesrensnesnsnns 2 - 2 - - 1 - - 1 - - - - -
Towas
Jorthern..coersiecrsccosnes 2 - 2 - - - - 1 1 - - - - -
Southern...ccevevoasocesn 2 - 2 1 - 1 - - - - - - - -
Minnesotae.eesveeosronsvine 2 - 2 1 - 1 - - - - - - - -
Migsouri:
Eastern...sicerceccencenns 4 1 3 3 - - - - - - - - - -
sesaes 4 - 4 - 1 1 1 - - 1 - = - -
Nebraskaeeseoeasss pa - 1 - - - - 1 - - - - - -
North Dakota...... 2 - 2 - - 1 - - 1 - - - - -
South Dakotasesesscceacsssas 3 - 3 1 1 - 1 - - - - - - -
Ninth Circuit
AlaBKasseesasesbeassecnnnans 2 - 2 - - 2 - - - - - - - -
AriZONAc.csesocasrencancncns 6 5 1 1 - - - - - - - - - -
California:
NortherR..ieiveveaconocens 9 8 1 - - - 1 - - - - - - -
Eastern... ersancans 3 2 1 1 - - - - - - - - - -
Central.. vetreseans 26 8 18 7 2 2 3 1 - 2 - - - -
Southern..... [P 14 5 9 3 1 - 2 1 - 2 - - - -
Hawallioeoeesniooonocane 1 - 1 1 - - - - - - - - - -
TA3NOeseevarsvescecscensane 2 2 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Montana...ceeesceossnonsans 2 1 1 - - - - - 1 - - - - -
NovaQlcern.svecnorranerrans 4 3 1 - - - - - - - - 1 - -
OregoNessvessncsssnsoraasas 3 2 1 - 1 - - - - - - - - -
Washington:
EasterNececesvocnanccrcns 1 - 1 - - - - - - 1 - ~ - -
WesterNiereseesnsscnannen 3 2 2 - - - - - - - - - -
GUAMs s soravsssssvsavrvasernse 2 - 2 1 - 1 - - - - - - - -
Tenth Circuit
COLOrado,vesssesceccnecraan 2 2 - - - - - - - - - - - -
KanoaBavsssenvosnvonsvanseee 5 - 5 - 1 1 1 1 - - - - - -
New MeX1CO.eivyrueravocannn 5 - 5 1 2 - 1 1 - - - - - -
Oklahomat
NortherNieasacsoenoosasas 2 - 2 - 1 - - 1 - - - - - -
EaBterNesssvacesososcnene 2 - 2 - 1 - 1 - - - - - - -
WeBterNaiseissevanrscasans 1 - 1 - - - - - - 1 - - - -
411 o 2 - 2 1 - - 1 - - - - - - -
WYOMING eaeeeraseannnsannnse 1 - 1 - - 1 - - - - - - - -

* The Districts of Virgin Islands and Canal Zone reported no grand juries in existence during fiscal year 1975.
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grand jury sessions were held and where there might be the need for increasing grand jury
activity in the upeoming fiscal year. If grand jury activity is maintained at the same level
as in 1875 in fiscal year 1976, these figures also indicate those districts which will possibly
have to invoke the 30-day extension period provided for in the Act. TFor example, Wyoming

had one grand jury in existence and it racorded three months of no activity. This may reveal
that under Speedy Trial constraints Wyoming would have been unable to meet the requirement and
would have had to increase its number of grand jury sessions or invoke the extension provision.
Petit Jury

The beginning of fiscal year 1975 (July 1, 1974) saw the implementation of the first
major revision of the Petit Juror Usage Instructions since the commencement of the Petit
Juror Usage (JS-11) Reporting program in fiscal year 1971, This revision was the end result
of the Juror Utilization Seminars held in the Fifth Circuit during fiscal year 1974 and the
many comments and suggestions by distriet judges, clerks of court, and jury clerks. Acting
on the foregoing, the Committee on the Operation of the Jury System authorized changes in
the accounting of jurors and trial days, and made suggestions with regard to the major
classifications of jury service on the JS-11 reporting form.

These changes in the accounting of jurors and trial days could have had an effect on
the summary statistics recorded on the JS-11 form and call for further explanation in order
that the data presented in the following pages can be more accurately interpreted by the
reader.

In fiscal years 1971-1974%, only sworn jurors for specific case trials were to be reported .
as serving. This category has now been expanded to include all jurors selected to serve on a
trial jury on a future date as well as those serving on a trial in progress, including alterj
nates. This change had the effect of increasing the total number of persons shown as seledted
or serving and of increasing the percentage of the total available persons who fall into this
category.

Beginning July 1, 1974, trial days were to be counted only on the day when the jury begins
actual service on the trial. The purpose of this change was to do away with‘the statistical
disparity which presulted from the counting of a jury in trial depending on whether a judge
chose to swear all juries immediately following a multiple selection of jufies, or whetheryhe
chose to swear each jury just prior to the start of the trial.

The effect of this change on the statistics is to decrease the nuwmber of juries in trial
for those districts which use the multiple voir dire technique and swear all juries immediately
following the multiple selection while pussibly increasing the number of jurors recorded as

selected or serving for all districts using multiple voir dire as well as those districts
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which had Jury sélections requiring more than nue £ay to complete. This will result in an
increase in the Juror Usage Index for these districts as the number of juries in trial is
reduced (the Juror Usage Index is calculated by éividing the total number of persons available
by the total number of juries in trial, giving an average number of persons required for eacit
Jjury trial day).

These were the major changes in the instructions for JS-11 reporting which had some effect
on the yearly compilation ol data. The changes should be kept in mind when reviewing each
district’s figures, especially when making comparisciis between a prior year's data and that
for the ecurvent fiscal year 1975.

The following presentation of summary staiistices on petit juror utilization includes
statistics for fiscal year 1975 as wall as comparigons of this data with utilization figures
for fiscal wears 1971 - 1974,

National Overview of Petit Jurcrs

The national Juror Usage Index or JUL (obtained by dividing total available juror days

by the total number of jury trial days) recorded this past fiscal year was 19.32. This
is a siight increase over the fiscal year 1974 JUIL of 19.12. This increase is at least
partially attributable to the new counting of jury trial days for multiple jury selection dis-
cussed earlier. ' With the institution of the revised revorting instructions, it was anticipated
that some increase would result. The resulting increase of only 1% seems to indicate that the
utilization of jurors for the system as a whole continues to show increased efficiency. Since
the institution of the JS-11 reporting system in 1971, there has been a decrease of 17.1% in
t+the JUI. Thus, in the five year period the efforts of judges and court personnel have result-
ed in approximately H less persons being needed for every jury trial day in fiscal year 1975
than in fiscal year 1971.

| The total available persons reporting to the courthouse are divided into the three
categories of selected or serving; challenged; and not selected, serving or challenged to
designate the status of jury service each person attained each day. The accompanying Petit
Juror Usage Table shows that the percentage of prospective jurors who were selected for or
served on Jjury trials has again shown an increase with 60.1% of all totdl available persons
so categorized in fiscal year 1975. In fiscal year 1974, 58.3% jurors were selected or
serving. There has been an increase of 5.9 percentage points since fiscal year 1971 when
54.2% of the total available were selected or served as jurors. These figures indicate a
. steady iIncrease in the percentagas of citizens who attend court as prospective jurors and even-
tually serve on a jury trial.

The percentage of jurors who were challenged showed an increase from 15.2% in fiscal
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PETIT JUROR USAGE — FISCAL YEARS 19711975

TABLE 5

1975 over 1974

Increase Percent
Petit jurors 1971 1872 1973 1974 1975 {Decxease) Change
Total available.ceeseieens 512,553 547,821 573,150 540,628 546,627 5,999 ' i.1
Selected or Serving.... 277,878 304,178 324,038 315,419 328,445 13,026 4.1
Percent.c.eceess veaes 54,2 55.5 56.5 58,3 60.1 - -
Challenged....ccvuvenn . 66,314 79,501 86,520 82,152 88,228 6,076 7.4
Percent..ceeeeencaces 12.9 14.5 15.1 15,2 16.1 - -
Not Selected, Serving
or Challenged....... .o 168,361 164,142 162,592 143,057 129,954 {13,103) o=9,2
Percent...cvsnviveens 32.8 30.0 28.4 26.5 23.8 = -
Jury Trid: DaySecesece-ss 21,990 26,176 28,425 28,274 28,293 19 0.1
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year 1974 to 16.1% in fiscal year 1875. Further, the percent challenged has steadily in-

creased each year from a low of 12.9% in fiscal year 1971. |
Prospective jurors who were not selected for or who did not serve oa jury trials in |

addition to those whio were not challenged decreased from 26.5% in fiscal year 1974 to 23.8%

in fiscal year 1975, a decline of almost three percentage points. The 23.8% recorded this

fiscal year is the lowest percent in the past five years as there has been a steady decline

of the number of persons in this category from 32.8% in fiscal year 1971 with the fiscal year

1975 figure being 9 percentage points lower. This points out the results in improved efficiency

which can be obtained by working towards better utilization of jurors. |

» Again this year the table and chart illustrating estimated “savings" (i.e. cost avoidance)

which have been achieved since fiscal year 1971 has been inecluded. The number of prospective

Jjurors who would have reported to the courthouse for service each year had courts continued to

ESTIMATED
PETIT JUROR "“"SAVINGS”’

SINCE FISCAL YEAR 1971

THOUSANDS OF DAYS
650 -
%
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:§ 550
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e w—— Total Available Jurors Which Would
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Jui
500 {
T 1 1 t
FISCAL YEARS w1971 1972 1973 1974 19|75
1971 1972 1973 1974 1975
Actual Juror Cal} 512,553 547,821 573,150 540,628 546,627
Juror Jurors - 62,342 89,437 118,439 112,883
(-:ail Attend.
Avoidance E
c ee - $1,246,840 $1,788,740 $2,368,780 $2,257,660
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call at the 1971 rate (Juror Usage Index) is shown along with the actual number of persons
reporting each year. The "savings"™ in juror days since 1971 to the end of fiscal yiar 1975 (a
five year periud) has been a total of 383,101 juror days. This is an estimated "éavings" in
juror attendance fees alone of $7,662,020 and does not take into account the- large amounts of
"savings" in mileage and subsistence payments to jurors and court personnel time. Further,
these cost avoidance figures represent an effort on the part of judges and court personnel to
call only the jurors necessary for their actual or anticipated needs.

Petit Juror Usage by District

Juror usage figures by district for fiscal year 1975 are presented in the following seven
tables. The data presented here are collected from the JS-11 reports on petit juror activity
within each district which are submitted monthly to the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts
and compiled semi-annually and annually.

The fivst table, "Juror Usage Reports -- Totals"™, provides yearly totals as to the number
of jurors in attendance and the number of jury trial days conducted in each district with a
breakdown of each into the designated categories. The Juror Usage Index for each distriet
is given showing the avarage number of jurors required by a district to conduct each jury tfial
day. Further, it shows that at this time 82 of the 94 districts have instituted use of the
less than l2-member civil FJury by change in local rules, court order, or frequent stipulation
by counsel.

YA Comparison of Juror Usage Rankings™ is a compilation of the five individual ranking
tables which follow and provides an overview of each district's various rankings. A compar-
ison ranking is given to each district according to its (1) Juror Usage Index, (2) percentage
of jurcrs selected or serving, (3) percentage of jurors challenged, (4) percentage of jurors
not selected, serving or challenged, and (5) percentage of Jurors not selected and not serving
(a combination of categories (3) and (4)}).

When reviewing this table, as well as the five individual ranking tables, the reader should
keep ir mind that there is sometimes a special problem within a district or an unusual set of
circumstances (e.g. one or more notoriety cases requiring large juror panels for selection,
particular practices as to use of challenges, a heavy criminal caseload, or‘long distances
jurces must travel to the place of holding court) which cause the JUI to be high or the per-
centages to be such as to place a district near the bottom of the ranks. Therefore, to obtain-
a complete picture of a district's utilization of jurors, the reader must view a district’s
ranks in conjunction with any special conditions which may have existed to affect its standiﬁg
in comparisen to other districts.

The individual ranking tables each show a distrdibution of one of the five ranking cat-
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TABLE 6

JUROR USAGE REPORTS — TOTALS

FISCAL YEAR 1975

Nunber of Jurors Davs of Jury Trial

Selected Not Selected, Juror

Total or Serving or Usage

District Available Serving Challenged Challenged Total Civil Criminal Index

Total all digtricts 546,627 328,445 88,228 129,954 28,293 12,475 15,818 19.32

District of Columbia...... 16,836 10,623 2,277 3,936 863 378 485 19.51
First Circuit.

Maing..covenvesnoonnenanis 956 7886 138 32 61 26 35 15.67

Magsachusebts..ovaseeoensn 7,945 5,240 953 1,752 451 152 299 17.62

New Hampshire...eeeeeesoes 1,454 1,050 194 21f 110 102 8 13.22

Rhode Island....secveivavs 1,8%4 1,484 102 308 151 100 51 12.54

Puerto RiCO..svssvmioone .s 3,324 1,713 498 1,113 172 108 64 19.33
Second Circuit

Connecticut..icieeceeennee 3,273 2,351 628 294 196 94 102 16.70

New York:

NortherN..csieseessinians 1,651 1,070 182 399 924 40 54 17.56

FasterNeeeeeeeevovacaans 20,456 12,448 3,111 4,897 992 325 667 20.62

SoutherN..covevesncenaes 47,844 23,321 7,834 16,689 2,027 847 1,180 23.60
b (=11 2= ¢ PP 4,574 3,237 444 893 250 87 163 18.30

Vermonticeecnceasssconscone 2,599 1.430 39% 774 163 125 38 15.94
Third Cireuit

Delawareecscevcsereasscssnn 1,528 958 446 124 87 32 55 17.56

New JersSe¥.eecesecccacsnsse 13,927 10,252 1,688 1,987 775 247 528 17.97

Pennsylvania:

Eastern..eivecenavensnss 29,273 16,454 4,980 7,839 1,555 1.032 523 18.83
Middle..esoranioanss 5,722 4,406 806 510 330 214 116 17.34
Western.ceeseesveneenase 15,030 8,335 2,355 4,340 730 271 459 20.59

Virgin Islands....eeceeavs 4,760 2,369 1,123 1,268 162 55 107 29.38
Fourth Circuit

MarylanG..eecevevesoensans 8,145 5,108 1,598 1,439 460 184 276 17.71

North Carolina:

e 06 F=1 03 o P 2,493 1,581 281 631 120 39 81 20.78
Middleeyeeerrrensusensen 1,439 917 255 267 97 52 45 14.84
WesternNi.c.veseenoreanns 3,044 2,274 275 495 196 113 83 15.53

South Carolina,.eeveveeecss 7,751 4,916 1,472 1,363 415 227 188 18.68
Virginia:
pot= £-R 13 ) + DU 7,242 3,504 2,377 1,361 374 179 195 19.36
Western....ooeveennneaes 997 511 343 143 60 44 16 16.62
West Virginia:
Northern..c.seieaneccanes 971 613 220 138 53 21 32 18.32
Southern....veeesavssase 2,395 1,061 573 761 96 26 70 24.95
Fifth Circuit
Alabamas

C NOTEhOIN. csesenoenanaann 5,310 3,769 948 593 407 258 149 13.05
Middlecreeanrnrannn .e 2,376 1,858 200 318 150 70 80 15.84
SoutherNeiveesrerceveaas 1,755 1,288 286 181 113 53 60 15.53

Flurida:

NortheIns..ecaieenenssnn 1,182 811 165 206 61 15 46 19.38

Middleessrevenrroasiocsa 9,182 6,064 1,181 1,937 459 100 358 20.00

Southerne.ieeeeceasnanes 11,756 6,680 1,722 3,354 626 276 350 18.78

Ceorgia:

NortherNeceiieeascneases 10,677 6,346 2,339 1,992 630 297 333 16.95
*MIGALO. s vi v iineanananns 3,826 2,510 220 396 198 113 85 19.32
*00utherN e iersvrroavas 3,210 2,337 668 205 151 91 60 21.26

" Louisianat

EastarMececconseseoroass 9,004 5,362 2,048 1,594 552 331 221 16.31

Middle.sseesvesnnsennnns 510 144 117 249 18 12 6 28.33

Western.ioeeiieoannanane 4,308 2,633 774 901 238 133 105 18.10

Mississippi:

Northern..iveevevsvonass 2,479 1,760 491 228 131 61 70 i8.92

FEOULhEIN. s veusseencaans 4,035 2,342 611 1,082 180 118 62 22.42
Texas:

*Northern.e..veeesicnensss 8,833 5,756 1,444 1,633 458 272 186 19.29
EaBLerNeccucsiovrnsonnen 3,880 2,565 734 581 244 199 45 15.90
SoutherN..qiiseeersnveass 9,054 6,790 1,115 1,149 475 168 307 19.06
L2 -1=3 o R R 6,202 3,924 1,262 1,01e 283 loo 183 21.92

*Canal ZoN@.ecrervsonvyanon 414 227 66 121 19 - 19 21.79
18
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TABLE 6

JUROR USAGE REPORTS — TOTALS
FISCAL YEAR 1975 {concluded)

Number of Jurors

Days of Jury Trial

Selected Vot Selected, Juror
Total or Serving or Usage
District Available Serving Challenged Challenged Total Civil Crimingl Index *
Sixth Circuit
Kentucky:
EasterNe.oieeeevernancne 7,194 3,920 701 2,573 266 45 221 27.05
Western....veoves renieen 2,945 1,308 454 1,183 126 52 74 23.17
Michigan:
*EAaSteIrNes.eonencctaocnns 19,409 12,497 1,471 5,441 942 278 664 20.60
Westernis.oeeaaes srenene 1,779 1,448 183 148 121 81 40 14.70
Ohio:
Northern....oveeevnveoas 9,853 5,334 910 3,609 478 225 253 20.61
*SoutherNeeevivrraveances 5,295 3,588 677 1,030 281 160 121 18.84
Tennessee:
Easterfec.ereverovacsaas 3,706 2,412 429 865 219 136 83 1%.92
Middle...vviorenrvonnnns 2.983 1,605 433 945 151 73 78 19.75
WEStEOTNeveeesocsarnnnnns 5,314 3,524 1,072 718 316 118 198 16.82
Seventh Circuit
Illinois:
NOXthELN:eeesorversnoens 16,663 10,591 1,870 4,202 988 436 552 16.87
Eastern........ creaeeans 2,728 1,551 591 586 120 26 94 22.73
Southern....... creeurene 1,918 1,058 265 595 87 17 70 22.05
Indiana:
NOLtherfacnacrenraocanes 5,892 2,901 1,106 1,885 229 74 185 25.73
Southern....eounececrann 3,197 1,936 681 580 202 109 93 15.83
Wisconsin:
Eastern.se.ecreeenacnnns 3,372 2,036 588 748 188 80 108 17.94
Western..verorviravancns 893 &850 165 78 57 30 27 15.67
Eighth Circuit
Arkansas:
*RaSterNee,screnscnees e 2,978 1,630 791 557 136 59 77 21.90
FHestern. e icuonnan weris 2,652 1,409 675 568 105 79 26 25.26
Iowas
Northerne.oreovenrvececons 1,204 744 233 227 77 38 39 15.64
Southern....sveeveenvenn 1,791 894 336 561 82 37 45 21.84
Minnesota..cvveveennssvnne 8,198 5,853 1,211 1,134 487 291 176 17.55%
Missouri:
Eastern...,ceveeeccnvans 5,752 3,416 1,243 1,093 335 141 194 17.17
WasterNe.vivseesssnavans 6,081 2,768 1,385 1,928 228 60 168 26.67
NebrasKa@.cesicesssasncncen 4,751 2,465 843 1,443 239 115 124 19.88
*North Dakota..csevesoeocas 2,863 1,652 552 659 138 61 78 20.60
South Dakota......eeseeeas 2,297 970 493 834 95 42 33 24.18
Ninth Circuit
Blaska.:ceereveconanpenoan 1,296 642 184 470 51 hiv 41 25.41
AriZONa..ceveeseeeansonnse 7,635 4,116 1,899 1,620 347 66 281 22,00
California:
Northern.. ..... “ressesan 10,063 6,618 1,318 2,129 630 363 267 15.97
Eastern.evcervanrovansas 4,151 2,301 491 1,359 202 43 159 20.55
Central.iiicianaransacas 19,454 12,4054 1,923 5,477 834 191 743 20.83
Southern....cevcrcnnceas 10,294 5,519 2,144 2,631 435 23 412 23.66
Hawaid.eeoeoenwnsonvenoanas 2,232 1,298 637 297 112 38 74 19.93
Idah0eseercanncncsorennnan 1,370 829 180 361 39 55 34 15.39
Montanas.sreeorsesccrnrenes 1,855 946 345 564 94 67 27 19.73
Nevad@eeiseeenoensesassrvs 3,862 2,287 572 1,003 184 32 152 20.92
OTCPON. e vy aannrncaneasanss 3,190 1,740 600 850 196 134 B2 16.28
Washington:
BasterN....c.edrosnanneas 1,373 791 309 273 80 35 45 17.16
WesternNeaeewrerosannnces 4,942 2,764 908 1,270 253 77 176 19.53
GUAM. v crovernonspoananssin 928 526 163 239 49 14 35 18.94
Tenth Circuit
Colorad0. e nnesevsacnoonss 5,221 3,383 988 850 346 135 211 15.09
KansSaB, cesraesrcrnracnssan 8,120 5,159 1,282 1,679 409 118 291 19,85
New MeXiCOeerirerraoanenae 3,305 1,969 731 605 198 126 72 16.69
Oklahoma:
NOXthern.e...iveeesaoanss 1,440 759 262 419 71 a3 38 20,28
EasterNe.eecreecsscnnces 1,388 759 252 371 79 1L 48 17.57
WeSherNeeeervavencoaavas 3,715 2,316 585 844 215 75 140 17.28
Utaheservoseonroonnsanoran 2,892 1,877 400 615 154 110 44 18.78
WYOMENGsessenareonsoranves 677 454 90 133 58 49 9 11.67

+ Indicates those districts which have not yet adopted local rules reducing the size of Civil juries,

1 fotal -available jurors divided by total jury trial days.
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TABLE 7

A COMPARISON OF JUROR USAGE RANKINGS

FISCAL YEAR 1975

Rank by
Rank by Percentage Rank by
Percentage Rank by ol Jurors Percentage
Rank of Jurors Percentage Not Selected, of Jurors Not
by Selected or of Jurors Serving or Selected and
District JUI Sexrving Challenged Challenged Not Serving 1
District of Columbia...... 56 39 24 56 39
First Circuit
MAaine...veeoeerenanononsnn 12 1 30 1 1
Massachusetts......ccovsee 36 23 15 51 23
New Hampshire......veeves. 4 12 22 20 12
Rhode Islandi.cceeececseess 2 3 1 22 3
Puerto RiCO..i.eevinreeenns 53 81 36 87 81
Second Circuit
Connecticut..ccvveonneeens 23 13 65 7 13
New York:
Northern..-.eeeeeaeeices 33 30 10 58 30
Zastern..cuieceeevascaanee 70 47 38 s7 47
Southern...vcvececeansns 84 88 46 88 88
Western...c.ceeeeeeranena 41 17 6 39 17
Vermont...ceeeeeecncoenens 17 68 38 77 68
Third Circuit
Delawares.cesesasncsvenose 33 41 92 3 41
New JerseYicseessreacaraves 39 8 16 i8 8
Pennsylvania:
Eastern.....cceoncennane 46 63 47 68 63
Middle..viseeesarecasaas 31 5 28 6 5
Western..caeiieeierncenns 66 65 41 74 65
Virgin Islands....c.evease. 94 85 85 66 85
Fourth Cireuit
Maryland......cveeveiennes 37 41 68 28 41
North Carolina:
Eastern.e.cesecceecinanns 71 36 12 60 36
MiddlE.weeeoososrvossnes 6 33 50 33 33
Western..eeeeeenoceonnens 9 7 4 22 7
South Carolina.....c.osoens 43 36 64 27 36
Virginia: )
BasterNe..ceerseecesanns 54 89 93 36 89
Westerneeeeeeeneesneesen 21 82 94 18 82
West Virginia:
Northern....eeeveeaenees 42 39 81 17 39
Southern....coeeeeceianes 87 92 86 84 92
Fifth Circuit
Alabama:
Northern....e.eoeueeuees 3 15 52 11 15
Middle.seersenrosnsvonnn 15 4 3 14 4
Southern...isvesdeoessases 9 9 44 2 9
Florida:
Northernoeeeseseccneeens 55 18 27 26 18
‘Middle. ... ciiiienanianns 63 23 19 45 23
Southern...eeeeeeesncans 44 61 32 73 61
Georgia:
Northern..ieeracseeseenns 27 53 78 34 53
Middle.secravaannsoianes 52 26 87 10 26
Southern.....ceeeveienss 74 10 72 2 10
Louisiana:
Bastern....vecessencacea 20 51 81 28 51
Middle..eseeanennnnnanns 93 94 84 94 94
Western,cvseesoessaseins 40 46 53 44 46
Mississippi:
Northern.ieseeenscssnsse 48 15 69 8 15
Southern.i..oeeeececasse 81 57 37 68 57
Texas:
Northern,.c.veeveaviones 51 27 44 32 27
Eastern.c.oeeescesacenss 16 22 62 21 22
Southern..cceeesedesncee 50 6 17 12 6
WesterNseoerieensvasaanes 78 38 71 25 38
Canal Zone..,vevssmaseasca 75 69 43 76 69
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A COMPARISON OF JUROR USAGE RANKINGS

TABLE 7

FiSCAL YEAR 1975 (concluded)

Rank by
Rank by Percentage Rank by
Percentage Rank by of Jurors Percentage
Rank of Jurors Percentage Not Selected, of Jurors Not
by Selected or of Juroers Serving or Selected and
District JUL Serving Challenged Challenged Not Servingl
Sixth Circuit
Kentucky:
Bagtern...cvcereccrcncan 92 72 6 89 72
Western.iaeeceasoecenanan 83 9l 40 93 91
Michigans
EBastern.scecicasavacnons 67 32 2 71 32
Westernaeeeceonesesnocans 5 2 9 4 2
Chio:
Northern..eiceeeececenss 69 74 5 92 74
Southern...eeveenesrsans 47 19 18 39 18
Tennessee:
Eastern..eseiereoncaenas 26 28 13 55 28
Middle..verenseonenoonae 59 76 31 82 76
WesterNueoceenecsoooenan 24 21 70 15 21
Seventh Circuit
Illinois:s
Northern..scoeeeieereonns 25 34 11 59 34
Easterheecisiviasvocersne 82 60 77 50 60
Southern..,..veeeaveisen 80 67 25 80 67
Indiana:
Northern..eveevierescsss 90 87 59 85 87
SoutherNl. v sicueneacnsran 14 48 74 30 48
Wisconsin: '
Eastern......cevecaecven 3B 30 48 52 50
WeSterN.eevevsmoverarens 12 10 57 5 10
Eighth Circuit
Axkansas:
Eastern.....c.veeevccsven 77 70 90 34 70
Western..ceveavecacarven 8L 7 89 49 78
Jowa:
NortherN..v.veeeessasine 11 45 67 37 45
Southern,.c.c.eeveececass 7% 84 59 81 84
MinnNesSotaeecvevarnoweasnases 32 14 33 16 14
Missouri:
EasterNecececcrsoessnsaa 29 53 76 38 53
Western.ec.oceernaanonnena 91 a0 83 82 90
Nebraskacccccassasannanasn 61 80 50 78 80
North Dakol@..essavosonaas 67 58 66 54 58
South Dakota...veevevenaes 86 93 75 30 93
Winth Circuit
AlasKBeeeserasenvroosronans 89 86 29 90 86
AYiZON&..ceerseonospsnnnns 79 75 88 46 75
California:
NOrthern...eveiveeassuaes 18 25 20 46 25
Eastern..c.i.ccecvececanaas 65 66 14 86 66
Centralisieceesssnrasoes 72 44 8 72 44
SoutherN..eiveruenanaen 85 77 72 61 77
Hawaiieesoeooinvnwoaoseraaan 62 56 91 13 56
IRAN0. cavnnconcsassomnsine 8 49 20 &5 49
MOntan&..seeessascevnesoes 58 83 58 78 83
Nevadadlsessscecaan camsecinn 73 55 33 64 55
OLEegON..crecsensonncrsnana i9 72 59 66 72
Washington:
EaSterNeeserevaseansnsnes 28 59 80 42 59
WesSternsseeeeeevnanonees 57 64 56 62 64
GUAM, s svepnoesoncansntmans 49 62 49 63 62
Tenth Circuit 1\
COLOXAAO. s vaenseosconnsens 7 30 62 22 ~30
KanSaS.sssseccsseocreveraane 60 35 42 43 35
New MeXiCOeieeasreesvasaoen 22 51 79 31 51
Cklahoma:
Northern..veseersonacanas 64 79 54 75 79
EasterNue.ee.ceaaescnoonces 35 70 54 70 70
Western.cecessaresnennss 30 43 35 53 43
UEAN. e vvooonscanomassnion 44 29 25 48 29
WYOMING . e vssrnsonsennsnnes 1 20 22 41 20

X Jurors Challenged and jurors ot Selected Serving or Challenged.
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egories for fiscal year 1975. The Juror Usage Index rankings range from Wyoming with a JUI

of 11.67 to the Virgin Islards with a JUI of 29.38, representing a range of 17.71 index points
between the two. Fifty-two districts recorded Indexes egqual to or better than the mnational
Index of 19.32.

The percentage of jurors selected or serving on jury trials ranged from a high of 82.2%
in Maine to a low of 28.2% in Louisiaua Middle while the percentage of jurors not selected,
serving or challenged ranged from 3.3% in Maine to 48.8% in Louisiana Middle with 56 districts
recording better percentages in this category than the national average of 23.8%. Challenged
jurors ranged from a low of 5.4% of the total available jurors in Rhode Island to a high of

34,495 in Virginia Western with the national average falling at 16.1%. The wide range in the

TABLE 8

RANK OF DISTRICTS ACCORDING TO JUROR USAGE INDEX
FISCAL YEAR 1975

Index Index

Usage Usage

Raik District Index Rank District Index
1 Wyoming 11.67 48 Mississippi, N. 18.92
2 Rhode Island 12.54 49 Guam 18.94
3 Alabama, N. 13.05 50 Texas, S. 19.06
4 Neaw Hampshire 13.22 51 Texas, N. 19.29
5 Michigan, W. 14.70 52 Georgia, M. 19.32
6 North carolina, M. 14.84 53 Puerto Rico 19.33
7 Colorado 15.09 54 Virginia, E. 19.36
8 Idaho 15.39 55 Flordia, N. 19.38
9 North Carolina, W. 15.53 56 District of Columbia 19.51
9 Alabama, S, 15.53 57 Washington, W. 19.53
11 Iowa, N. 15.64 58 Montana 19.73
12 Maine 15.67 59 Tennessee, M. 18.75
12 Wisconsin, W. 15.67 60 Kansas 19.85
14 Indiana, 8. 15.83 61 Nebraska 19.88
15 Alabama, M. 15.84 62 Hawaii 19.93
16 Texas, B. 15.90 63 Florida, M. 20.00
17 Vermont 15.94 64 Oklahoma, N. 20.28
18 California, N. 15.97 65 California, E. 20.55
19 QOregon 16.28 66 Pennsylvania, W. 20.59
20 Louisiana, E. 16.31 67 Michigan, E. 20.60
21 Virginia, W. 16.62 67 North Dakota 20.60
22 New Mexico 16.69 69 Chio, N. 20.61
23 Connecticut 16.70 70 New York, E. 20.62
24 Tennessee, W. 16.82 71 North Carolina. E. 20.78
25 Illinois, N. 16.87 72 California, C. 20.83
26 Tennessee, E. 16.92 73 Nevada 20.99
27 Georgia, N. 16.95 74 Geoxgia, S. 21.26
28 Washington, E. 17.16 75 Canal Zone 21.79
29 Missouri, E. 17.17 76 Iowa, S. 21.84
30 Oklahoma, W. 17.28 77 Arkansas, E. 21.90
31 Pennslyvania, M, 17.34 78 Texas, W. 21.92
32 Minnesota 17.55 79 Arizona 22.00
33 New ‘York, N. 17.56 80 Illinois, S. 22.05
33 Delsvare 17.56 81 Mississippi, 8. 22.42
35 Oklahoma, E. 17.57 82 Illinois, E. 22,73
36 Massachusetts 17.62 83 Kentucky, W. 23.37
37 Marylangd 17.71 84 New York, S. 23.60
38 Wisconsin, E. 17.94 85 California, S. 23.66
39 New Jersey 17.97 86 South Dakota 24.18
40 Louisiana, W. 18.10 87 West Virginia, S. 24,95
41 New York, W. 18.30 ) 88 Arkansas. W. 25,26
42 West Virginia, N. 18.32 89 Alaska 25.41
43 South Carolina 18,68 90 Indiana, N. 25.73
44 Florida, 8. 18.78 9l Missouri, W. 26.67
44 Utah 18.78 92 Kentucky, E. 27.05
46 Pennslyvania, E. 18.83 93 Louisiana, M. 28.33
47 Ohio, 8. 18.84 94 Virgin Islands 29.38
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category of challenged jurors is partially attributable to the various local court practices

and traditions in regard to the use of peremptory challenges by counsel and the need for the

court to exercise challenges for cause.

who were either challenged or not selected, serving or challenged.

The final ranking table is a distribution of the percentages of total available jurors

The percents range from

a low of 17.7% to a high of 71,7% with 50 districts recording better than the national average

of 39.9%.

tiicts fall within a 20 percentage point range around the national average.

TABLE 9
RANK OF DISTRICTS BY PERCENTAGE OF JURORS SELECTED

OR SERVING ON JURY TRIALS — FISCAL YEAR 1975

Percent-
Rank District age

1 Maine 82.2
2 Michigan, W. 8l.4
3 Rhode Island 78.4
4 Alabama, M. 78.2
5 Pennsylvania, M. 77.0
6 Texas, S. 75.0
7 North Carolina, W. 74.7
8 New Jersey 73.6
9 Alabama, S. 73.4
10 Georgia, S. 72.8
10 Wisconsin, W. 72.8
12 New Hampshire 72.2
13 Connecticut 71.8
14 Minnesota 71.4
15 Alabama, N, 71.0
15 Mississippi, N. 71.0
17 New York, W. 70.8
18 Florida, N, 68.6
19 Ohio, .S. 67.8
20 Wyoming 67.1
21 Tennesses, W. 66.3
22 Texas, E. 66.1
23 Massachusetts 66.0
23 Florida, M. 66.0
25 California, N. 65.8
26 Georgia, M, 65.6
27 Texas, N. 65.2
28 Tennessee, E. 65,1
29 Utah 64.9
30 New York, N. 64.8
30 Colorado 64.8
32 Michigan, E. 64,4
33 North Carolina, M. 63.7
34 Illinois, N. 63.6
35 Kansas 63.5
36 North Tarolina, E. 63.4
36 South Carolina 63.4
38 Texas, W. 63.3
39 District of Columbia 63.1
39 West Virginia, N. 63.1
41 Delaware 62.7
41, Maryland 62.7
43 Oklahoma, W. 62.3
44 California, C. 62.0
45 Iowa, N. 61.8
46 Louisiana, W. 6l.1
47 New York, E. 60.9

23

The distribution of the districis in this teble reveals that the majority of dis-

Percent~
Rank District age

48 Indiana, S. 60.6
49 Idaho 60.5
50 Wisconsin, E. 60.4
51 Louisiana, E. 59.6
51 New Mexico 59.6
53 Georgia, N. 59.4
53 Missouri, E. 59.4
55 Neuzda 59.2
56 Hawaii 58.2
57 Mississippi, S. 58.0
58 North Dakota 57.7
59 Washington, E. 57.6
60 Illinois, E. 56.9
61 Florida, S. 56.8
62 Guam 56.7
63 Pennsylvania, E. 56.2
64 Washington, W. 55.9
65 Pennsylvania, W. 55.5
66 california, E. 55.4
67 Illinois, 8. 55,2
68 Vermont 55.0
69 Canal Zone 54.8
70 Arkansas, E. 54.7
70 Oklahoma, E. 54.7
72 Kentucky, E. 54.5
72 Oregon 54.5
74 Ohio, N. 54,1
75 Arizona 53.9
76 Tennessee, M, 53.8
77 California, 8. 53.6
78 Arkansas, W. 53.1
79 Oklahoma; N. 52.7
80 Nebraska 51.9
81 Puerto Rico 51.5
82 Virginia, W. 51.3
83 Montana 5L.0 %
84 Towa, S. 49.9
85 Virgin Islands 49.8
86 Alaska 49.5
87 Indiana, N. 49.2
B8 New York, S. 48.7
89 Virginia, E. 48.4
90 Missouri, W. 45.5
91 Kentucky, W. 44 .4
92 West Virginia, S. 44.3
93 South Pakota 32.2
94 " Louisiana, M. 28.2
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TABLE 10

RANK OF DISTRICTS ACCORDING TO PERCENTAGE OF JURORS CHALLENGED

Percent-
Rank District age
1 Rhode Island 5.4
2 Michigan, E. 7.6
3 Alabama, M. 8.4
4 North Carolina, W. 9.0
5 Ohio, N. 9.2
6 New York, W. 9.7
6 Kentucky, E. 9.7
8 California, C. 9.9
9 Michigan, W. 10.3
10 New York, N. 11.0
11 Illinois, N. 11.2
12 North Carolina, E. 11.3
13 Tennessee, E, 11.6
14 California, E. 11..8
15 Massachusetts 12.0
16 New Jersey 12.1
17 Texas, S. 12.3
18 Ohio, S. 12.8
19 Florida, M. 12.9
20 California, N. 13.1
20 Idaho 13.1
22 New Hampshire 13.3
22 Wyoning 13.3
24 District of Columbia 13.5
25 Illinois, S. 13.8
25 Utah 13.8
27 Florida, N. J 14.0
28 Pennsylvania, M. S 14,1
29 Alaska 14.2
30 Maine 14.4
1 Tennessee, M. 14.5
32 Florida, S. 14.6
33 Minnesota 14.8
33 Nevada 14.8
35 Oklahoma, W. 14.9
36 Puerto Rico 15.0
37 Mississippi, S. 15.1
38 New York, E. 15.2
38 Vermont i5.2
40 Kentucky, W. 15.4
41 Pennsylvania, W. 15.7
42 Kansas 15.8
43 Canal Zone 15.9,
44 Alabama, S. 16.3
44 Texas, N. 16.3
46 New. York, S. 16.4
47 Pennsylvania, E. 17.0

FISCAL YEAR 1975

Average

for all

Districts....
16,1

Pexcent-
Rank District age
48 Wisconsin, E. 17.4
49 Guam 17.6
50 North Carolina, M. 17.7
50 Nebraska 17.7
52 Alabama, N. 17.9
53 Louisiana, W. 18.0
54 Oklahoma, N. 18.2
54 Oklahoma, E. 18,2
56 Washington, W. 18.4
57 Wisconsin, W. 18.5
58 Montana 18.6
59 Indiana, N. 15.8
59 Towa, S. i18.8
59 Oregon 18.8
62 Texas, E. 18.9
62 Colorado 18.9
64 South Carolina 19.0
65 Connecticut 19.2
66 North Dakota 19.3
67 Iowa, N. 19.4
68 Maryland 19.6
69 Mississippi, N. l9.8
70 Tennessee, W. 20.2
71 Texas, W. 20.3
72 Georgia, S. 20.8
72 California, S. 20.8
74 Indiana, S. 21.3
75 South Dukota 21.5
76 Missouri, E. 21.6
77 Illinois, E. 21.7
78 Georgia, N. 21.9
79 New Mexico 22.1
80 Washington, E. 22.5
g1 West Virginia, N. 22.7
81 Louisisnha, B. 22.7
83 Missouri, W. 22.8
84 Louisiana, M. 22,9
85 Virgin Islands 23.6
86 West Virginia, S. 23.9
87 Georgia, M. 4.0
88 Arizona 24.9
89 Arkansas, W. 25.5
20 Arkansas, E. 26.6
91 Hawaii 28.5
92 Delaware 29.2
93 " Virginia, E. 32.8
94 Virginia, W. 34.4
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Percent-

Rank District age
1 Maine 3.3
2 Georgia, S. 6.4
3 Delaware 8.1
4 Michigan, W. 8.3
5 Wisconsin, W. 8.7
6 Pennsylvania, M. 8.9
7 Connecticut 2.0
8 Mississippi, N. 9.2
9 Alabama, S. 10.3
10 Georgia, M. 10.4
11 Alabama, N. 11.2
12 Texas, S. 12.7
13 Hawaii 13.3
14 Alabama, M. 13.4
15 Tennessee, W, 13.5
16 Minnesota 13.8
17 West Virginia, N. 14.2
18 New Jersey 14.3
18 Virginia, W. 14.3
20 New Hampshire 14.4
21 Texas, E. 15.0
22 Rhode Island 16.3
22 North Carolina, W. 16.3
22 Colorado 16.3
25 Texas, W. 16.4
26 Florida, N. 17.4
27 South Carolina 17.6
28 Maryland 17.7
28 Louisiana, E. 17.7
30 Indiana, S. 18.1
31 New Mexico 18.3
32 Texas, N. 18.5
33 North Carolina, M. 18.6
34 Georgia, N. 18.7
34 Arkansas, E. 18.7
36 Virginia, E. 18.8
37 Iowa, N. 18.9
38 Migsouri, E. 19.0
39 New York, W. 19.5
39 Ohio, S. 19.5
41 Wyoming 19.6
A2 wWashington, E. 19.9
A3 Kansas 20.7
a4 Louisiana, w. 20.9
45 Florida, M. 21.1
46 Arizona 21.2
46 californie, N. 21.2

TABLE 11
RANK OF DISTRICTS BY PERCENTAGE OF JURORS NOT SELECTED, SERVING OR CHALLENGED

FISCAL YEAR 1975

Percent-
Rank District age
48 Utah 21.3
49 Arkansas, W. 21.4
50 Illinois, E. 21.5
51 Massachusetts 22,1
52 Wisconsin, E. 22.2
53 QOklahoma, W. 22.7
54 North Dakota 23.0
55 Tennessee, E. 23.3
56 District of Columbia 23.4
57 New York, E. 23.9
58 New York, N. 24,2
59 Illinois, N. 25.2
60 North Carolina, E. 25.3
61 California, S. 25.6
62 Washington, W. 25,7
63 Guam 25.8
64 Nevada 26.0
65 Idaho 26.4
66 Virgin Islands 26.6
66 Oregon 26.6
68 Pennsylvania, E. 26.8
68 Mississippi, S. 26.8
70 Oklahoma, E. 27.2
71 Michigan, E. 28.0
72 Ccalifornia, C. 28.2
73 Florida, S. 28.5
74 Pennsylvania, W. 28.9
75 Oklahcma, N. 29.1
76 Canal Zone 29,2
77 Vermont 29.8
78 Nebraska 30.4
78 Montana 30.4
80 Illinois, S. 31.0
81 iowa, S. 31.3
82 Tennessee, M. 31.7
82 Missouri, W. 31.7
84 West Virginia, S. 31.8
85 Indigna, N. 32.0
86 California, E. 32.7
87 Puerto Rico 33.5
88 New Yoxrk, -S. 34.9
89 Kentucky, E. 35.8
90 South Dakota 36.3
20 Alaska 36.3
92 Ohio, N. © 36.6
93 Kentucky, W. 40.2
24 48.8

Louisiana, M.

Average

for all

Districts......
23.8
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TABLE 12
RANK OF DISTRICTS BY PERCENTAGE
OF JURORS NOT SELECTED AND NOT SERVING ON A JURY TRIAL
DURING FISCAL YEAR 1975

(Juroxrs Challenged and Jurors Not Selected, Serving or Challenged)

Rank 10-19.9% Rank 20-28.93% Rank 30-39.9% Rank 40-49.9% Rark 50-59.9% Rank 60-71.9%
1 Maine 17.7 3 Rhode Ysland 21.7 18 Florida, N. 31.4 51 Touisiana, E. 40.4 B84 Iowa, S. 50.1 94 Touisiana, M. .7
2 Michigan, W. 18.6 4 Alabama, M. 21.8 12 Chio, §. 32.3 51 Mew Mexico 40.4 85 Virgin Islands 50.2

5 Pennsylvania, M. 23.0 20 Wyoming 32.9 53 CGegrgia, N, 40.6 86 Alaska 50,5
6 Texas, S. 25.0 21 Tennessee, W. 33.7 53 Missouri, E. 40.6 &7 Indiana, N, 50.8
7 North Carolina, W. 25.3 22 Texas, H. 33.9 55 Nevada 40,8 88 New York, 3. 51,3
8 New Jersey 26.4 23 Massachusetts 34.0 586 Hawaii 41.8 89 Virginia, E. 51.6
9 Alabama, $. 26.6 23 Florida, M. 34.0 57 Miasissippi, S. 41.9 90. Missouri, W. 54.5
10 Georgia,: S. 27.2 25 California, N. 34.3 58 North Dakota 42.3 91 Kentucky, W. $5.6
10 Wisconsin, W. 27.2 26 Georgia, M. 34.4 59 Washington, E. 42.4 <2 West Virginia, S. 55.7
12 New Hampshire 27.7 27 Texasg, N. 34.8 60 Illinois, E. 43.1 93 Sou*l: Pakota 57.8

13 Cennecticut 28.2 28 Tennessee, B. 34.9 61 Florida, S. 43.2

14 Hinnesota 28.6 29 Utah 35.1 62 Guam 43.4

15 Alabama, N. 29.0 30 New York, N. 35.2 63 Pennsylvania, E. 43.8

15 Mississippi, N. 29.0 30 Colorado 35.2 64 Washington, W. 44.1

17 ‘New York, W. 29,2 32 Michigan, E. 35.6 65 Pennsylvania, W. 44.5

33 North Carolina, M. 36.3 66 | california, E. 44.6

34 Illinois, N. 36.4 67 Illinois, S. 4748

35 Kansas 36.5 68 Vermont 45.90

36 North Carolina, E. = 36.6 69 Canal Zone 45.1

36 South carolina 36.6 70 Arkansas, E. 4%.3

38 Texas, W. 36.7 70 Oklahoma, E. 45.3

39 District of Columbia 36.9 72 Kentucky, E, #5.5

a9 West Virginia, N. 36.9 72 Oregon 45.5

41 Delaware 37.3 74 Ohio, N 45.8

41 Maryland 37.3 75 Arizona 46.1

43 Oklahoma, W. 37.6 76 Tennassee, M. 46.2

44 California, C. 38.1 77 California, S. 46.4

45 Iowa, N. 38.3 78 Arkansas, W. 46.9

46 Louisiana, W. 38.9 79 QOklahoma, N. 47.3

47 New York, E. 39.1 B8O Nebraska 48.1

48 Indiana, S. 39.4 81 Puerto Rico 48.5

49 Idaho 39,5 82 Virginia, W. 48.7

AVERAGE FOR ALL DISTRICTS 50 Wisconsin, E. 39.6 B3 Montana 49.0

39.95%
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Comparison of Juvor Utilization, 1971-1975

Five year district trends in the areas of the Juror Usage Index, percent selected or
serving and percent not selected, serving or challenged are shown in the last three tables.
The most improvement in JUI has been exhibited by New York Southern where the Index has de-

clined f-om 57.54 in fiscal year 1971 to 23.60 in fiscal year 1975. Seventy-four of the 94

TABLE 13
JUROR USAGE INDEXES FOR
FISCAL YEARS 1971-1375
Circuit Circuit
and and
district 1971 1872 1973 1874 1975 digtrict 1371 la72 1973 1974 1978
Nationzl Average.... 23.31 20.96 20.16 19.12 19.32 Sixth Cirenit
District of Columbia..... 25.34 24.44 22,22 22,05 19.51 Kentuckys
E cesssarsssessnvrntne 21.78 21.96 27.43 22.36 27,05
First Circuit HeBterNseassosvesivenrsnonay 25.97 25.38 20.88 20.60 2237
Michigan:
Mainesacevanrcsensenasnne 16.58 11.31 10.28 12.20 15.67 ERBEQYNsccsmcresarsicronnons 18.92 16.97 16.56 1898 20,60
HassachusettBe.vnenvonan 16.66 16.23 18.06 15.87 17.62 2512 15 o - PO Y 15.03 15.16 13.97 1216 14.70
New Hompshirea,cevesovass, 18.65 17.03 13,87 13,12 13.22 Chio:
Rhode IS1Ondec.,eveecnnes 18.12 15.80 18.43 11.31 12.54 BOrtRernes cocesesvecncnrsane 24.93 20.04 18.89 17.02 20,81
PUerto RiCO.ccesonacsnnss 26.97 28.28 19.44 18.30 19.33 o1 T3 2 O S G 18.46 18.50 15.22 18.74 lg.84
Second Cirecuit E2BteYNcesssnsvecrsocrnorvne 19.96 17.88 15.43 17.07 15,92
Middle.seansncinnvroncioiran 30.74 24.10 23.08 18.43 18.75
ConnecticUtsceseenererons 19.65 17.35 16.06 14,70 | 16.70 HEOERTM e s ene v vosvrnraninss 17.39 16.85 15.86 15.79 16.82
New York:
Northerf..oec.ceecansoes 28.01 23.12 20.80 18.26 17.56 Seventh Circuit
Bagterisesssanasacnades 36.06 35.22 27.82 23.62 20.62
Southern....... ons 57.54 31.69 27.23 27.85 23.60 Illinois:
WEBLBINa ea e ceves 18,56 18.88 20.)6 21.62 18.310 Hortherhe.ss.csees cerearn 24.58 17,77 18.41 16,75 16,87
Vermontaseeevecesneacnvss 19.27 15.80 19,32 15.46 15,94 EapteIN.carcsncscrccsonsasan 19.62 13,39 22.22 25,03 22,73
SoutheTh s eacscacnnasrannns 26.48 23.92 25.08 22.88 22.05
Third Circuit Indiana:
ROrthernecevevecvvresrenrana 22.01 17.34 22.89 231,53 25.73
Delaware.,svecicevvanrevns 24.96 28.12 22,22 19.77 17.56 SOUtheITle cveapeesnervransans 18.82 18.75 15.18 16,24 15.83
Hew Jorseyeccsecessreeven 19.70 16.28 17.07 16.18 17.97 Wisconsins
Pepnsylvaniaz EASterN.eeasrcreorssasonasns 20.29 14,34 17,44 19.81 17.94
EagterNesceraesocsosars 24.21 18.63 19.89 20.15 18.83 HESEETN. e rsracassocnstonanan 23.40 19.43 26,72 12.25 15,67
MidAlee sanerevracnrnany 19.88 21.%2 14.27 12.62 17,34 T -
WesterTeeccroesravoonns 21.51 18.04 20.74 17.25 20.39 Bighth Circuit
Virgin Islands.....cediess 27.12 32.07 41,43 30,09 29.38 .
Axl T
Fourth Circuit EaBLeTN. sonvvvnrerssavennans 20.23 13,93 19,69 22.17 21.90
WesterNeresosnntannssdonnons 25.64 25,19 22,33 25,27 25.26
Maryland. cocevarnasscann 41.12 18.95 18.70 18.01 17.71 Ioway
Korth Carolinas NOrtherNe eevecasoossryanvsas 20.16 18.34 14,71 14.84 15.64
Eagt@rReserscarivensons 27.07 20.06 21.31 19.68 20.78 SOUtNerNesecesisesssnsanecons 18,26 W33 15.88 14.93 21.84
MidA1Ee.ecearrsonennsne 20.48 19.39 18,18 15.05 | 14.84 MinnesOtascaccaassanrsasoansns 18.43 16.24 16.15 18,52 17.55
Hootern.vseessvacncanre 18.28 16.50 15,78 15.49 15.53 Miasouri:
South Carolindi..eeceees. 20.86 19.41 18,42 17.65 18.68 EOStern, sscaccenrvecasaaanny 21.42 19,75 20.42 18.58 17,17
Virginia: WeBteIN. v ssavanrnsreanrnaran 25,87 25.25 25,51 24,76 26.57
BagteIBeceveeavarassans 26.81 25.44 21.95 23,32 19.36 Hebraskd.sveaveraostvassroansen 22,48 18.65 17.93 16,74 19,68
WeBLeENesrriavavessnna 22.60 18.40 17.31 18.83 16.62 North DaKotae..eseesscivanvass 18.56 20.57 18.87 16.88 2040
West Virginias South DAKOLAseaessrersvraneran 26,07 24.66 26,70 22.39% 24.18
NOTEhEeID e vreovornoanns 26.10 26.95 25,83 19.43 18.32
SOULROIN e vresvnbacsons 28,65 26.04 24.32 20.42 24.95 Ninth Cirecuit
Pifth Circuit BlasKessvessvonmsorronionadon 19,59 23.11 20.31 22.77 25.41
BATAZOND ) ecavervensiranccavocsvnn 24.42 231.85 21.52 23.81 22.00
Alabama s California:
NortHern.e..ocvaacsarase 16.70 15.87 13.45 13.63 13.05 NOTtheFN.ieccicecacsernonsne 17.57 18.78 18,07 16.38 15.87
Middleeaieerorncrnncesn 22,19 18.46 18.54 12.78 15.84 EaSteYNessnvseainsiosrnrsrrsse 18.66 15,27 20.79 18.86 20,55
SoutherNessseececanenea 25,48 22.01 18.88 15.15 15.53 Contral.ceqascosasnvevscnves 18.85 19.18 20,44 20.08 20.83
Florida: BOUtREYN i vesrnvscsnsrnacuns 25.50 26.98 27.2% 24.54 23.66
NOr4hoXhessveesavesvune 28.33 23.97 14.92 18.24 19.38 Hawadisoseeesoonncssavossinrann 21.55 15.98 22.29 22,01 15,93
Middléuecravarursersona 25.46 23.3% 21.848 17.74 20.00 G 1 Y 20.95 17.12 20.6% 16.05 15,39
SOUth TN s vranrsnnsoces 29.68 25.20 20.82 19.02 18.78 HONEANA. sredrvssovocarsmnncane 19.22 17,88 18.52 17,45 19,73
Georgia:’ Navada.veecsovnsepoarorecscasns 50,13 23.62 21,87 20.28 20.99
NOrthexrn,sssasesssransa 22,52 20.55 19.94 17.86 16.95 OrBg0Ne s censvsraconnscersvnsas 22.33 16.31 14,56 16.05 16.28
HidAlesegsasansvcarennny 22.358 20.68 22.02 22,06 19.32 Washington:
SouthernN,cassossvareasn 22.88 23.66 21.30 13.60 21.26 Eagtern.vcessssscncrnvens 17.94 15.17 19.78 15.36 17,16
Louisiana: Westerlesesasaarscosanens 21,74 17.72 18.73 20,45 19.53
EafterNessceocernrosonns 21.26 16.96 15.35 16.10 16.3% GUAM v siasnandenarvsanisncsoans 39.55 26,22 25.46 26,07 18.94
[SEL 5 -t - 30.74 21.57 3i.22 |-28.33
WEBEEEMs snversesnaasnas 26.81 23.19 24.40 16.48 18.10 Tenth Cireuit
Migsissippis : .
NOTtHEINeevevserasacosn 25,75 26.79 21.70 12.71 18.92 - $D10TAA0 e ns s v narastrearinne 14.83 14.06 13.38 14.63 15,09
SOUtherNeececavrrvanves 31.58 27.05 30.63 21.06 22,42 KANBAB . cavorvsocmccssrssencnne 18.15 15,10 16.59 15.83 19.85
Texany HeW MEXICO.reesnnnvssvnovisas 20.B85 19.29 20,14 15.93 16.63°
WoOrthermeeeonscsae 19.24 17.8¢ 1R.34 19.26 19.29 Cklahomas
EapterNeseacercrsosonne 16.63 15.43 15.65 13.42 15.90 NOrtherNevisesresscrsnsnnars 25.19 20.31 21,05 27.92 20.28
Southernicevscesocerses 22.13 19.77 18.23 15.46 19.06 Fagtorfessasenssscacransasss 26,64 26.66 19.61 21.94 17.57
HesterNescecrveypucnnane 15.34 17.78 17.89 14.20 21.92 WegterNeavssancanesrvresnvans 21.73 18.29 21.66 15.53 17.28
Canal ZoNB.ccicscrnanioes 18.33 25.33 29,11 27.54 21.79 TEaB.civaetesnarncanserntsnars 24,22 21,1 24.42 21,40 18.78
WYOMINGecravronnnvcsnvensannse 15.44 14.50 12.18 11.80 11,67

14
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districts have shown improvement in their JUI's when fiscal year 1975 is compared to fiscal

year 1971.

Fifty-eight districtc have shown improvement in their percent of jurors selected

or serving from 1971 to 1975 with Maryland recording the largest improvement, increasing its

percent selected or serving from 28.1% in 1971 to 62.7% in 1975, an increase

age points.

TABLE 14
PERCENTAGE OF JURORS SELECTED FOR OR SERVING ON

JURY TRIALS FOR FISCAL YEARS 19711275

In the category of not selected, serving or challenged Maryland

of 34.6 percent-

again has shown

Circuit Circuit
ond and
district 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 district 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975
Hational AYOrag@.eessacees 54.2% 55.5% 56.5% 58,3% 60,15 Sixnth Circuit

District of Columbia....ecsunue 56.7 52.1 57.5 54.8 63,1 Kentucky:

EaSterNesesiiismcanerccasanns 61.2% 61.3¢ 48.7¢% §1,3% | 54.5%
Pirst Circuit WeateXNeersisesecrarvrorsanes 37.5 41.0 54.3 45.7 44.4
T Michigans

Maing,ceseietqesrnnrsaranrnnans 1.4 76.8 73.% 82.7 B2.2 EaBtOrNe.ecaransrassncncnsase 71.3 66.4 60.1 63.1 64.4

Masgachusotts..... ceverarnes 76.1 76.9 67.8 62.6 66,0 HEgteIMasvrresossesvsaanacenns 80.7 4.3 B4.8 88.8 81.4

New Hanpshire..... serranan 69.0 55.6 69.2 72.2 2.2 Qhiio

Rhoda ISlandeseeesceocsancssnen 70.4 58.4 62.2 B80.8 78.4 HortherNe.cvscsscedsasnsrooes 52.8 54.4 55,5 61.2 54.1

Puerto RICO. .o evesnss cvse 48.5 41,3 54.5 54.7 51.5 SoUthern..saressssesacrsnaces 7.3 68.1 64.7 66,5 67.8

Second Circuit EaBterNesusecssnarsssocaraces 63,1 63.7 61.4 63.3 65,1
Biddle.ucaecencasanrsnecnonn 43.2 54.7 46.8 53,4 53.8
ConnocticWite, s vrevrnraanssesas 62,5 70.8 71.4 73.6 7.8 WeStErDieessosssnsastasanvans 73.8 72.5 71.8 1.5 66.3
Wew York:
NOXtherNussesescavnsiancacaves as5.2 54.7 60.0 6l.2 64.8 Seventh Circudt
Bantorfesvieivsouncasanrneces 36.9 39.1 48.8 57.5 €0.9 R
SOUtNCINesearovosecsvenanarss 21,3 41.8 47.4 43.4 48.7 Illinoiss
Wemtorfes icesrocsseennsseres 7.5 72.4 68.0 64.7 70.8 NOTEhETIN.esetsocaecvasnnannns 55.3 58.3 54.9 84.5 63.6
Varmontesssesrassecessanonsicns 63,3 61.1 62.3 54.7 55.0 EaSterN,covoratsvcoseacnsaose 50.6 53.3 51.2 48.3 56.9
SoUtNeIN.cvevasvossnsnvrnenne 45.7 44,2 40.2 54.5 55.2
Third Circuit Indionaz
——— HOrthern.cesaveeeasrscanneans 52.0 54.4 49.3 45.6 49.2

DelawarCeesesssesvoessssenacany 50.7 45.1 51.6 56.3 82.7 Southern.ceecccavnssvscrcanne 66.9 66.6 61.2 63.1 60.6

Hew Jersey¥.icssecntesscasoronans 69.6 69.9 4.6 74.3 73.6 Wisconsin:

Ponnoylvania: EaStCIN.asasastssevntotvannne 8l.6 56.9 58,2 56.6 60.4
BasterNeseccoseassvocaanncecs 52.8 56.7 5%.7 51,5 56.2 WOSLErNee s tenisreserosoncanes 49.6 63.7 47.1 67,7 72.8
MIdAlOuussvisrearisorennrrans 66.4 61.5 76.3 78.2 77.0
WebtOFRaesvsesoces vanoncsens 57.3 44.3 45.3 56.2 55.5 Eighth Circuit

Virgin I5)landfeseeveesscavenncad 40,2 40.3 29,7 49,4 49.8

A s
Fourth Circuit EADLErNecceccnonansorsoracnns 58.3 59.8 62.3 55.3 54.7
WeStern. . sveusncsescanoncans 52.3 52,2 60.3 53.7 53.1

Marylandecseessssassnsnesannnns 28.1 67.7 64.2 67.6 62.7 Iowas

North Carolina: 21343 53 s PR S R 60.5 66.1 79.3 685.4 61.8
EBterfu,seunersesarrsaicrenns 45,2 61.2 553 62.5 83.4 Southexn L 82.1 4.6 70.2 74.1 49.9
MiddiCicosvrvvnasororeemanans 58.4 59.2 60.4 87.1 83.7 Minnesota..cseciroernesevocannn 59.0 51.7 64.0 56.9 71.4
WodterNesevoocaaaresossnncsay 63.3 67.9 70.1 74.7 74.7 Migsouri:

South Carolind,.casreasesrracas 63.1 66.7 60.5 56.0 63.4 EaSterNe.cerscscrrorscncacvin 58.7 60.5 56.1 50.6 59.4

Virginta: WOBECINe tecanoncransoosunaren 46.0 47.9 45.3 47.2 45.5
BaBteINesssenresuraninssnvnna 45.1 47.9 43.4 43.7 48.4 Nebraskasccescsesrcassveccananna 54.0 56.8 50.2 53.8 51.9
WeBtorNecoorqaeavirnraranansn 52.1 55.8 53.8 48,6 51.3 North DaKOtdesesvevsnsnssnsnsse 69.7 61.7 66.0 74.5 57.7

Wnot Virginias South Dakot@eseacrsssciosacsnas 47.3 50.8 46.8 36.3 42.2
HOFEBOTNle s ve seiaraasersasnee 47.8 48.3 47.2 59.3 63.1
SouthOrNay e rvronrarnearvrna, 45.0 48,3 50.8 55.6 44.3 Nipth Circuit

Pifth circuit AlasKRescesererovnaananioonaine 69.4 58.6 66.6 51.1 49.5
i ALLZONA. vavareisneanssnsnsannnn 50.6 46.9 47.5 50.5 | 53.9

Alabamas California: .
HOLthOrNessnasnssvasavesenaas €8.3 72-9 64.8 60.8 1.0 NOoXthern.,veeveravessoesroseas 66,9 54.5 64.6 67.6 65.8
Hiddle..ieasurerans wreane 58.5 55.4 59.9 81.9 8.2 Basternecescuiaces traveness 66.7 66,8 57.0 58.4 55.4
BOntheriesesesssaansscscecrns 51.9 4 1 54.8 72.8 ?3.4 Central.... errevesansrenes 68.9 66.3 63.2 61.0 62.0

Florida: SOULHEeXN. s teresrrcvorsrasasna 49.0 46.8 43.0 $0.1 53.6
Horthorf.cossrecaraanvsresnwe 42.9 50.9 6B.1 68,3 68.6 Hawaiieoan.s e crerenens 59.9 57.6 48.2 54.4 58.2
MiddlOessvssnviosarsarrareases 51.9 52.4 54.0 69.1 6.0 IdaN0. 2 csvssvresvnunsarasanacnn 61.3 7.7 61.1 70.9 60.5
11k 4117 < TR 42.5 44.6 54.1 59.4 56.8 Montana...ceesscerersssvavesacs £8.5 61.1 66.7 50.0 S1.0

Georgias Nevadd.doieersavassscracencaner 25.8 54.2 58.5 58.4 59.2
NOLtheINe.veasasusvronsarases 55.6 83.5 61.4 64.5 9.4 OrEgONuucecsarsvesenarsovausets 48.6 52.1 §6.7 56.3 54.5
MiddlOnessaaceoscranvoasanaen S5.1 58.3 7.4 57.2 65.6 tashington:

SOULhEY Ny escsrosessencovncnss 53,13 51.8 56.7 57.2 2.8 EasteINescvesoconiosve ceoe 67.6 63.9 58,5 60.7 57.6

Louiglanas Western. coslevrsans yowe 59.0 69.0 55.4 53.7 55.9
BantOrhicirennrtsasnroncnines 57.6 531.3 56.5 56, 59.6 BUAM-vrersnvsrrrenancsonvassase 30.7 45,6 46.6 51.2 56.7
MEdA10ssavivonvotnannnnsssons - 28.8 35.3 30.6 28,2
FOOtOINearveavesanisocarennon 40.9 48.7 38.4 53.5 61.1 Tenth Circuit

Missignippi: T
NoXtHO N vsvsnrrsasavrossncess 2.9 1.2 53.7 7i.5 7i.0 COLOTAAD, cossvrroannsrnarasanss 66.6 65.9 71.0 68.2 64.8
BOUthOINu s s carsonssonsnnsns 37.7 45.2 40.5 59,2 58.0 Kansas..... 66.9 67.4 62.8 67,5 63.5

Taxasy Hew Mexico 63.1 59.6 53.4 54.7 59.6
HOXtheLNe cocsnssvovasronsanes 63.4 60.3 65.5 63,6 65.2 Qklahoma:

Eastorfysesarrtoseracranotnns 7.7 6.7 5.8 72.1 66,1 Northern.eeiesocrasnonrascone 47.5 60.2 57.8 33.7 52.7
SOUtRCI N e v evernsavaraeonane 55.8 62.8 65.0 67.1 75.0 Enstern..ccvsesrsnne P 46.1 48.5 48.2 47.0 54.7
HWABLEI My a v avrstansesnsnsnsas 65.5 52.5 55.8 69.1 63.3 Westermesiresornas 56.1 65.1 57.3 67.9 62.3
Candl ZONG.cscvrvesarrvaservass 65.5 38.2 41.2 43.6 54.8 Utahesceesornvesnes 53.0 61.0 51.9 61.3 64.9
WYOmings..edesensnavroivsnarson 72.4 65.4 77.2 73.9 67.1




the greatest amount of improvement reducing its 65.8% not selected, serving or challenged in

fiscal year 1971 to 17.7% in 197S.

from 1971 to 1975 resulting in the

23.8% in 1975, the lowest national

TABLE 18

PERCENTAGE OF JURORS NOT SELECTED, SERVING OR CHALLENGED

FOR FISCAL YEARS 1971-1875

figure yet recorded for this category.

Further, 70 districts have shown improvement in this avea

overnll national average decreasing from 32.8% in 1971 to

Circuit Circuit 5
and and ~
district 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 Aistrict 1371 1972 19723 1274 1975

National Average.... 32.8% 30. 0% 28.4% 26.5% | 23.8% Sixth Circuit
Digtrict of Columbia..... 31.2 30.7 27.2 31,4 23.4 Kentucky:

Ea8terNeccssesavasvins 28,83 28,7y 41,45 39, 43¢ A5.8%

First Circuit WeSterNeeeosovasseoons 49.5 42.4 28.9 36,2 40,2

Michigan:
Maine...eeeeinvacncnenses 9.9 B.2 8.3 3.9 3.3 hobt- 5 O 20.2 26.5 33.4 28.8 28.0
Hassachusettsee.ecnseesen 19.3 8.1 22.6 27,9 22.1 Western 9.2 13.3 8.3 4.2 8.3
New Hampshir€e..eeswennon 20.5 24.7 16.0 12,7 14.4 Ohios
Rhode Island. ceebasius 22.0 34.2 3L.4 10.5 16.3 Northern.eisovseseeses 41.7 39,2 36.6 31.0 36.6
Puerto RiCOeessscsnsvoves 43.6 47.2 28.0 29,1 33.5 Sontherniceeescesovens 19.5 21.6 22.8 20.8 9.5
Second Cirenit BasterNescoveavesvenenn 27.0 24.0 27.5 24.7 23,3
Middle, s eavenasoneeas 49.9 36,4 45,1 33.6 3.7
CONNect iUt eeeusrssaanss 23.1 17.3 13.7 12.0 9.0 WeSterNeseeevaveaconss 15.5 13,2 12,2 11.8 13,5
New York:
Northern.....coeevaveee 48.0 36.4 30.5 25,8 24.2 Seventh Circuit
EaSterNececeoarasvvanss 54,1 50.6 38.4 29.4 23.9
SOUtherN.scesssonvenees 68.3 48.6 40.8 44.n 34.3 Illinoin:
Western. ... Freaaraes 19.2 19.2 22,9 26.9 19.5 Northerfseeeceveesanas 36.4 32.8 34.4 25.4 25.2
Vermont.eiseeececesoovensn 30.6 34.3 30.3 31.9 29.8 Easterfeiesviccencecass 30.2 3.3 25.9 32.8 1.5
Southernee.cessecvsoss 48.9 46.8 49.6 31.7 31,0
Third Circuit Indiana;:
DelaWire. . veurensnnenrens 31.8 37.2 29.6 6.1 | 8.1 Jorthern,....eveeenner 10 3000 PR Bl ot
New Jersey....rveerennss 20.3 8.1 1522 14.2 | 14.3 Sonthern,.coveeveeenas | 20,7 : . . -
Pennsylvania: wisconsin:
Eastern. .. 13.9 28.2 32.2 33.4 26.8 EasterNe,cuoasvanosans 20.1 20.6 21.4 23.6 22,2
TrrerrerTeanmace : ‘ . - N cesenstn 3.2 16.9 28.4 8.7 8.7
MIAALes taenenasnasnnnnn 18.8 22.1 9.6 8.2 8.9 Weatarn..... eres
WeSterNesvosanisonansan 26.5 34.2 36.2 27.9 28.9 3
Virgin Islands........... 38.8 34.8 3.7 21,5 | 26.6 Eighth clrcuit

F Arkansas:

Fourth Clreult EasterBsce,sedosananecee i8.7 16.6 16,2 19.2 18.7
Harylandesosevseosssanans 65.8 18.3 17.3 is.8 17.7 Hagterneiessssssascaane 28.2 17.8 20.4 18.7 21.4
North Carolina: Iowas

EaBLerNiesecuessssascnse 46.5 29.0 34,7 27.4 25.3 NOrtHerNe sescrsrearonn 38.3 18.8 10.0 17.3 8.9
Hiddleseivenenaennanans 21.4 23.8 22.8 i3.0 18.6 Southern.. 16.2 19.1 12,9 9.5 31,3
WesterNiviciviroocanene 29.3 25.4 21.6 15.5 16.3 MinNesota.seenssoraoccan 27.3 27.9 18.4 27.0 13.8
South C2roling...seeeeees 21.1 i8.4 22,0 25.8 17.6 Misgouris
Virginia: Bastern...ciasrrecsions 16.4 15.5 1.2 24,7 19.0
EaSterNe eessvessnneans 24.1 24.5 22,86 23.4 is.8 Western....... 33,9 30,2 3.0 27.1 31,7
HesterNaevseasrarevannns 13.6 15.4 16.8 13.4 14.3 Nebraskdesoesoes 313 27.5 3.2 28.8 30.4
West Virgipia: North Dakot@,.eeassseres 11.3 15.5 14,3 9.0 23.0
Rorthern.e.osvensvecnsas 48.0 34.9 28.9 2.0 14.2 South Dakoteessersvssian 35.5 28.6 33.8 28,4 56.3
SOUthOrNeseennssvesnena 44.5 34.8 25.2 23.6 31.8
Ninth Circuit

Fifth Circuit -

e ALBSKA.esgrevronnsnorens 21.0 24.4 19.% 43.7 38,3
Alahamas ATIZONAssusasnsnararvons 28,1 28.6 26,1 26,3 21.2

Northern.... 16.2 12.9 15.5 17.4 11.2 California:z
Middle..... 30.7 31.4 22.8 8.4 13.4 Horthernieceorvseorsns 20.0 22.0 23,8 20.5 21.2
SOUthEIDee s rvencesrars 21.9 40.4 24.2 10.4 10.3 Eagtern..ecesnipenvene 21.8 23,2 2.2 29,2 32.7
Florida; Contraleserausessanoes 23.2 24.3 27.1 30.0 28,2
NOortherN.eeeseasnerenne 45.1 33.0 16.7 20.6 17.4 Southerfeucsecrssoveoans 34.3 33.0 35.0 28.3 25.6
Middless.... seseencn 33.5 32.7 32.7 19.2 21.1 Hawaiieacovoennssosovmen 3.6 19.1 31.6 35.2 33.3
SOULherN.esiciusravaens 4.2 43.0 32.2 23.8 28,5 Idaheccrserurrorsnansan 23.1 17.1 26.3 17.7 26.4
Georgia: MONEANB e msesorratavonsan 18.5 21.4 16.8 30.9 30.4
NortherNeeecscavinesoas 24,6 15.8 17.3 15.9 18.7 Wevadase... 53,1 25.9 2301 19,1 26,0
19,3 18.6 20.9 16,5 10.4 Oregon... 35.0 34,1 28.0 24,3 26.6
23.6 19.3 18.1 22,6 6.4 Washingtons
Louisiana: Basterfieescaassnssnsos 15.5 12.0 158.5 17,1 18,9
EaSterNecsevncavasonnns 24.5 23.2 18.3 18.4 17.7 Westerniseaisseinaeoas 29.3 17.7 29.0 26.0 25,7
Middleeescnusenvacnanen - 43,5 47.7 44.7 48.8 Guam. . e. 52.7 39.9 44,3 33.2 25.8
WesterNivaivrsivsnranss 48,3 35.0 48.9 30.6 20.9
Mississippi: Tenth Circuit
NOrtherDeseereenoasacns 31.6 31.5 20.6 il.8 9.2
SOUthEerN.escesecvancrenn 54.3 43.4 47.1 28,0 26.8 C0loradosevsosessrnsnseas 18.6 14.6 9.7 14.9 16,3
Texag: KENEDBewnnpranetsansorns 16.9 15.5 22,2 J6.s 20,7
Northern,iccvessnananen 23.7 26.8 18.7 19.1 18.5 New MeRiCO.sseraevessace 19.5 18.5 25.7 18.2 18.2
Easterfeeresevesosnvass 14.4 8.0 10.2 13.1 15.0 Oklahoma:
SouthetNe,ceve, PP 31.7 25.9 2L.7 18.7 12.% NortherNeseeivsesacsane 39,7 26,1 25,7 52,5 29,1
WESEEEN s vsnaerainsaronn 18,9 28.0 24.9 13,7 16.4 ERBLEIP.cserronanarsns 42.2 42.0 39.9 39.8 27.2
Canal ZoNe..sseseeacnpmona 25,5 41.4 37.0 35.2 29,2 HeStarfeesscevonnrarsa 26.3 16.8 26.7 20.9 22,7
Utahoessssasrisnvoacansss 27.8 20.9 25.0 27.6 21.3
WYOMinGge nssssssvassnnnas 15.2 21.6 10.2 19.6
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JUROR UTILIZATION CHECK SHEET

In last year's report a check sheet was included similar to the one provided here. This
year's check sheet has been expanded to include four additional factors affecting the Juror
Usage Index. This check sheet is the end result of much study of the various juror utilization
problems encountered by district courts and is made possible by the steady communication of
various district ourts with the Administrative Office as to their problems and juror occur-
renceéand how they sought to solve or handle them. The check sheet lists fouvteen basic
positive factors which tend to result in a low Juror Usage Index. The fourteen counterparts
to these positive factors are also yiven and it is felt that these adverse factors contibute
to a higher JUI. Because each of the 94 district courts has variations in its local rules
and practices, this listing is not meant to represent all gossible factors affecting a dis-
trict's juror utilization performance. Rather, it should be used by a court as the starting
point to isolate and study the individual aspects of its juror utilization program.

To help the reader in interpreting the check sheet, it has been found that generally more
checks can be entered on the left side of the sheet by those districts with a good juror usage
statistical profile while a number of checks on the right hand column often corresponds to
those districts with less efficient utilization profiles. Once a court has determined the
outstanding practices or conditions that exist in 1tS jury program, the court can proceed to
isolate those areas which may reguire changes or modifications to improve the utilization of

petit jurors within the court.
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CHECK SHEET ON JUROR UTILIZATION FACTORS THAT MAY HAVE AN EFFECT ON THE
JUROR USAGE INDEX

POSITIVE FACTOKS

ADVDRSE FACTORS

Good cooperation and commumication be-
tween judges and court personmel.

A small nunber of places of holding
court with jury trial activity.

Use of a jury pool system, where the
numbey of judges and trials permits.

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

Use of multiple voir dires in the Jjury
selection process.

Reductio', in voir dirve panel size.

Use of civil juries of less than twelve
members.

Reduction in the number of challenges
allowed.

Established deadlines for settlements
or pleas.

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

A predominantly civil trial calendar -
708 or more of all jury trials.

Back up trials set so that a jury
panel for the first case may still be
used if this first case does not go
forward for some reason.

Stipulation hy counsel tg./waive alter-
nate jurors or verdicts by 12 or 6.

O OO0 OoOooooo O

No highly publicized trials and few
miltiple defendant criminal cases.

1

D

00—~

14

Poor cooperation and communication be-
tween judges and court personnel.

A large number of places of holding
court with jury trial activity.

Each judge using his own, separate jury
panel or pool. ;

All judges begimming jury selection at
the same time and on the same day.

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

Use of voir dire panels larger than
recommended. . i

L]

Use of eivil juries of twelve or more
members.

Excessive use of perempfory challenges. I .

I

Allowing settlements or pleas to he
entered up to and during trials,

Little or poor use of pretrial hear-
ings or omnibus heéarings.

A predominantly criminal trial cal-
endar - 70% or more of all jury trials.

No back up trials set so that a jury
panel for a case is sent home umised
if this case does not go forward.

f J 3\‘\
| I i

Use of alternates in all cases with
no attempt to obtain waiver of their
use.

One or more highly publicized trials
or multiple defendant criminal cases
requiring extra-large panels for
jury selection.

[]

NOTE: Factors are rapdomly listed with no order as to significance. ©
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JUROR COSTS

Payments totaling approximately $17,824,600 were made to petit and grand jurors in fiscal
year 1975, Of this total amount $3,971,400, or 22.3%, was paid io grand jurors while
$13,853,200, or 77.7%, was paid to petit jurors. The accompanying chart, "How Juror Dollars
were spent in F,Y. 1975", presents a breakdown of all juror expenditures for the past fiscal
year,

Grand Juror Costs

Fiscual year 1975 marks the first time that grand jury cost information has been included
in this report. The grand juror payments of $3,971,400 in fiscal year 1975 is the largest a-

mount recorded for the years 1972 to 1975 and is 8.8% greater than the $3,649,900 paid in

fiscal year 1974, These payments are divided dinto three categories with 76.9% on the total

amoun* expended for attendance fees (520 per juror per day excluding federal employees who do

HOW JUROR DOLLARS WERE SPENT

IN FISCAL YEAR 1975

Total Juror Expenditures: $17,824,600
Grand Jury Expenditures; 3,971,400
Petit Jury Expenditures: 13,853,200

<

Subsistence —1.2%

3 Mileage ~3.9%

d: —60.1%
Attendance —60.1% Other —2.9%

Mileage —12.9%

Subsistence —1.8%
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TABLE 16

Grand Juror Payments
F.Y. 1972 - 1975
United States District Courts

Fiscal Fiscal Fiscal Fiscal 1975 over 1974
Grand Juror Year Year Year Year Percent
Payments 1972 1973 1974 1875 Increase Innrease

Total Payments.

Attendance. ...
MileagReesaceann

Subsistence....

.
.
+

$3,123,600

$3,445,200

3,649,900

$3,971,400

$ 321,500

8.8

2,405,200
559,900
158,500

2,615,000
624,800
175,400

2,830,600
636,400
182,900

3,054,100
702,900

214,400

223,500
66,500

31,500

7.9
]—0‘]‘"
17.2

not receive this pdyment).

amount while subsistence payments accounted for 5.U4% of the total.

Expenditures for

mileage and tolls equaled 17.7% of the total

The table, "Grand Juror

Payments - F.Y. 1972 - 1975", highlights the national totals of the grand juror expenditure

breakdown for those fiscal years while the accompanying table, "Grand Juror Expenditure Break-

TABLE 17
Grand Juror Expenditure Breakdown
United States bistrict Courts
Fiocal Year 1975

i
i
i

BN
Egt. Total East, Total
District Expenditure Attendance Subsistence Mileage Dintrick Expenditure Attendance Subslstoncoe Miloage
Tatol.sonrserasereacre $3,971,400 76.%4 5.47% 17. 7% Sixth circuit

District of Columbiasessnse 146,300 94.0 0.0 6.0 Kentnucky:

EaBbrNecearcsansoavvessvarse § 17.800 81.6% 0,684 17.6%
Firgt Cirendt WOHLOI M eausaorsavrrosanrass 27,700 83.6 1.3 15,1
Mirhigans

MainCassescnvavncocsconcaion 7.600 63.3 14.4 22.2 Easterliessesseiscanrcnsrovens 92,400 81,6 0.1 18,3

Massachusotth, servassseeass 121,600 80.2 0.0 19.8 WEOtLLTleevueronscrrramovoenesr 4,800 59.4 9.5 31.1

Hew Hampshiro.,e-eoirssorse 3,000 65.7 2,1 32.2 Chio:

Rhode Islandacsseescssesnos 17,100 872.5 0,0 32.5 NOrtheIMescocrnurosoverarsoss 47,300 4.2 1,1 24,7

PUOLLO RiCOsearsvvee ove 18,000 £7.3 20.1 12.6 SOULhET D vessavasvavaarsonere 27,400 6.6 3.8 18.92

Second Circuit ERtOTINevsassnanvrsarndessoas 4,200 78,9 0.0 2L.1
MIdALlGuansctnonincvannanccenr 8,300 73.2 8.0 26,8

connecticUteiceassiasconnee 31,290 85.0 0.0 15.0 WeOEOrMe s carncerroccrneresnes 27,800 B5.2 0.0 14.8

Hew York:

NOLtheNicesreasccrrovsare 26,700 B83.5 0.0 16.5 Seventh Clreuit ~
EASLOIMecavnrencene P 207,100 88,1 5.0 11,9 g
SoutHeINesasvovrnaivevens 434,200 86.8 0.0 13,2 Illinois:

WOOLETNeeresrsssnnceanses 77,800 B2.B 0.0 12,2 HOLtHOE N sa s vrrassersvavaase 162,800 84.3 . a0 15.7

Vormonteasesearsneressonnes 21,490 88.0 2.0 12,0 EASEeXTsasnrdercenavvraranans 30,100 52.5 22.6 24.9

h eetetteasrrencananar 44,500 77.6 1.4 2.6
Third Circuit Indiana:
HOEtHOTe e asvovinsnnosronrase 32,100 55.6 6.8 37.6

DelaWarOerssserenrsnorosons 31,100 83.68 0.0 16.2 BOULKOITc s vonnteasrrvovosvess 43,900 65.2 4.5 30.4

New Jereeyeciovssecescinan - 132,480 A% 0.0 18,7 wissonsing

Pannaylvania: ACECT N0 s 0v chvdereene 35,300 67.4 11.3 21,2
EASEQINecversrovarreroves 85,600 78.0 0.5 21.5 HosterTlrassees sevasdomenen 14,500 4745 22,1 30,4
MiddlQiessecnrrravnsrvons 10,700 72.8 0.3 26,9
HESEOrNaracensesorsonanns 58,100 73.8 1.1 15.1 Eighth Circuit

Virgin Islondsiveecsvseanss 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Fourth Circunit BRSEeITescrssesavpanenserinis 14,200 57.4 27,3 15.1
HeBtarNeesayrsensnsorosrasvas 9,000 41.0 28.0 25,0

Harylandseeo asecsressaan 67,900 76.8 0.6 22.6 Towns:

North Carolina: HOXtROrRessrrsoan caroasersesr 13,600 79.6 1.4 18,0
EQBEOLNcseeninsr.asornosr 25,800 60,7 2.1 27.2 BOULMEINeceersvasscinagrranin 9.400 80,9 1.2 17,9
MIAdleieiscasanivnnrnoneas 4,500 67.% 1.4 30,7 MiANEROLA s nvsesrosresasaranan 25,300 .7 7.3 18.0
WEBLEINesoosvinamasannsos 4,800 74.6 .0 25.4 Migsouri:

Seuth Cardlindeeeeesisecess 8,900 56.2 20.2 23.6 BABLOYA. svsesresseoresnnrees 35,400 77.7 3.k 4.2

virginia: WOSEALNs sevsveaninnsan 45,400 12T 10.6 1647
EBSLOMenrvevessonssnasin 42,500 BL.5 0.7 i7.8 Nebraskds sevevessasscnsneransssr 18,400 58,9 2643 15,1
WetterNuacasnscannsvconss 13,400 6.5 2.9 20.6 North DakolB..sessssossononerer 11,000 44,1 28,38 27.6

West Virginia: South DoKOEDaecocsnsivensrmerer 3%,500 49.3 338 17.7
NOrtherfe.vesssscsracerns 10,200 73.6 1l.a 15.4
SOUENEIMcercersecaranansn 23,400 80,2 3.4 16.4 Ninth Circuit

Fifth Clronit ALGBKA arssteavarssncencissnncny 18,700 47,8 23,5 29.0
AriZONBesstsecrtaansveinnennsin 45,300 9.0 4.9 16,0

Alabama: califorpia:

NOrthorfsseacoesmsvannsns 18,200 63.1 17.4 19.4 P 58,500 6.6 2,4 21,0
B S I T T A T 8,200 51.0 27.9 21.0 corrnarteree 28,100 74.7 G442 22,0
SOUEhEINecevrsrrapsononnn B,400 74.2 8,5 16.2 sevseveentnane 243,500 7.3 "2.3 20.6

Plorida: BORLREFRa s esssvceronronosasss 71,000 86.7 0.0 13.4
Rorthorfeesanearsonvrnens 9,700 61.8 15.2 23,0 Hawdilesesesvssoeaveroansrrrans 14,800 88,9 0.4 11.3
MiBAlessencrsraaorroansis 85,500 74.0 5.4 20.6 IAah0. casracszsrnnssnsrsacroscs 29,100 47.7 25.3 213
SOUtBOrNatesersancvonerns 30,500 84.0 3.3 12,7 MODEANBe v ot dossninsrtnrnreemena 16,400 51,7 26.4 21.9

Georgia: 4 NevadBe, s eemvsbopravvesrsiosnns 40,900 75, 4 9.6 15,0
Northern.. 74.700 66.9 15,4 17.6 OXOGONeasbectosseoncnrnssrsarsas 45,800 506 1%, % 4.2
MIiddlessnereeeranaes 40,100 47.¢ 31.8 21,2 washington;

SQULNCIN.er et eionaninas 16,000 48,3 30.7 2.0 EAStOrNevscascsesnssraversace 8,800 44,3 27,4 28.4

Louisianas WOBEEL s konrvrsnnsosnonrsenss 29,000 69.& 8.9 20,5
EnStorTeescerenrroanrcane 56,600 82.6 0.1 17.3 GUalMe wssrtesoncspvogssrsarsdore 3,600 0.4 0.0 9.8
Midd1B. s vnrrens 26,500 86,4 Q.0 13.6
WOHEETN, sepsavescsrrensas 43,300 61.3 19.7 18,9 Tenth Cirenit "

Missisaippis 3 ke
HOLINOrNeusaencusososnses 14700 51,9 18.9 29.2 COLACRAG. psssetvenantonsrnneacs 27,700 7i.1 13.6 15.3
SoUtherficecerersonsseresn 10,70€ 47.7 31.0 2.4 KONOASesvrsacstaairoinorortoons 15,900 T30 8.8 5.3

Texag: Wow HeXieneiesvsonssssnrireere 80,400 58,4 2.3 20,3
Northern... Cevsersen 63,200 71.0 6.6 22.4 ©Oklshomar
EABLOID csiesrnocrnrsnarss 14,300 59.9 10,1 30,0 NOZEharTecse tecearnssnervoiny 3,100 BY.B 0.0 13,2
SOUthErNaissnrsvesnsttanas 25,100 82,5 o.Q 17.5 EASterNeseveransvnsronareosre 16,200 54,9 21.8 22,3
HaStern i srvavrocasnareus 57,600 2.3 1.8 20.0 WEREOXN s 1s ashvnarsesncssmnsrs 8,800 64.0 18.0 18.9

€anal Zoneyecerveraessnces 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.p ULaBesaneesnrroressraorrarsasss 21,400 75.0 8,9 16,1

HYOMINGeesnsoosernnsarssaronrne 2,400 56.2 27,1 16,7
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down", provides a district by district presentation of grand juror expenditures for fiscal
year 1975. The cost per grand juror day in fiscal year 1975 was approximately 525 while the
average cost per grand jury session was $506.

Petit Juror Costs

The total petit juror payments for fiscal year 1975 of $13,853,200 were 1.1% greater than
the 197! payments of $13,704,000. These payments are broken down into four categories with
77.4% of the total amount expended for attendance fees ($20 per juror per day excluding fed-
eral employees). Subsistence payments equaled 2.4% of the total; mileage and tolls accounted
for 16.6% of the total amount; and 3.7% was expended for other miscellanecus expenses including
meals and lodging for sequestered jurors, transportation of jurors during the hours of actual
service on a trial, and expenses for the comfort and convenience of jurors. The table YPetit
Juror Payments ~ F.Y. 1972 - 1975", shows the national totals of the petit juror expenditure
breakdown for these fiscal years. The second table, "Petit Juror Expenditure Breakdown', pro-

vides a district by district overview of petit juror expenditures for fiscal year 1975.

TABLE 18

Petit Juror Payments
F.Y. 1972 - 1975
United States District Courts

- Fiscal Fiscal Fiscal Fiscal 1975 over 1974

Petit Juror Year Year Year Year Percent

Payments 1972 1973 1974 1975 Increase Increase
Total Payments....... | $13,424,800] $14,168,600 | $13,704,000 |$13,853,200 $ 149,200 1.1
Attendance.ssvaccenss 10,606,500} 11,125,900 10,658,000 10,716,000 58,000 0.5
Mileageeseesansscanes 2,183,900 2,366,800 2,243,300 2,294,900 51,600 2.3
Subsistence....cvvenw 342,700 351,800 311,900 330,000 18,100 5.8
Other.eeeeiescescenns 291,700 284,100 490,800 512,300 21,500 b,k

The third and fourth tables in this section present the rank of each district according
to daily estimated cost per petit juror day and petit jury trial day. The national figure for
cost per juror day in fiscal year 1975 was approximately $25, the same figure as that recorded
in fiscal years 1973 and 1974, The national cost per jury trial day increased slightly from
SH8S in fisval year 1974 to $U90 in fiscal year 1975.

The accompanying chart, "Calculating Estimated Petit Juror *Savings'™, is provided to
enable each districet to caleulate its estimated "savings" in juror fees in the past fiscal
year, Calculation of "savings"” is possible only if a district has improved its utilization of

jurors in the past year which is shown statistically by a decrease in a distriet's Juror Usage
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TABLE19

Petit Juror Expenditure Breakdown
United States District Courts

Fiscal Year 1975

Est. Total
Distriect Expenditure Attendance Subsistence Mileage Other?
Potaleceeesoseroasanes $13,853,200 77.4% 2.4% 16.6% 3.7%
District of Columbia.....as 324,000 64.5 0.0 3.5 32.0
First Circuit
Maine..cicvsococoncacnceroons 28,200 69.0 2.7 25.7 2.5
MassachusettS...ceuesecvenns 236,900 78.0 0.3 18.6 3.1
New Hampshire.....ceeeveees 41,100 68.0 2.1 27.0 2.9
Rhode Island..esceeccsavense 47,600 82,1 0.7 9.8 7.4
Puerto RiCO:icecvenseconcnns 104,500 67.5 18.2 12.9 1.5
Second Circuit
connectictteseerersvecncens 81,600 84.2 0.0 15.1 0.6
New York:
Northern.cessveaesrcscane 41,100 82.6 a.2 16.4 0.9
EASEerNeacasaranscncancns 462,100 83.1 0.0 1.8 5.2
Southern...ceveeeessacens 1,128,800 82.9 c.0 12.8 4.3
WesterN..svevereaccrecanns 107,500 85.4 0.0 12.3 2.4
VErmoONtorssssosesoncssnrecoss 62,600 83.2 e.0 15.6 1.2
Third Circuit
DElawaree.cionrccrooovensnrs 35,600 85.2 0.0 14.0 0.8
New JerSeY.ecescecocarcsssas 335,500 79.1 0.1 13.2 7.7
Pennsylvania:
EaSterNaeceincceonvecasens 755,700 75.1 0.9 18.7 5.2
Middleseeecsesacsenssonas 153,700 75.1 1.8 22.6 0.6
WeSteIMu.sevsorarsosossnvn 399,390 77.3 7.7 13.9 1.0
Virgin Islands..sarvscerves 85,700 82.6 0.0 3.0 14.4
Fourth Circuit
MarylanGe.eereennersconnroes 186,800 76.1 2.6 20.3 1.0
North Carolina:
Eastern...cccevesvesecenase 66,600 77.5 0.3 20.5 1.7
Middle..csseeoeowaercisns 36,000 84.0 0.4 15.86 0.0
WeSterNieseceeoocvearecane 69,800 83.3 0.0 16.7 Q.0
South Carolina..ssvesreress 255,900 58.6 19.9 24.7 5.8
Virginia:
EasterNecaecsevecesarssvens 150,600 8l.1 0.2 18.3 0.4
WeSterNeeseooeonosnsconsas 29,100 69.9 1.2 19.2 9.7
West Virginia:
NortHerNeesceass-cocnaces 32,300 67.7 5.0 19.2 8.2
Sounthern....c.secucaesnees 59,300 80.8 1.4 16.7 1.2
Fifth Circuit
Alabama:
Northerni.c.cceoooenonnen 167,500 60.9 18.9 18.8 1.4
Middle.seeocnccansssannna 79,400 58.0 18.5 23.4 0.1
JS1o100 110 WA 54,700 66.7 12.7 20.2 0.5
Floridas
Northern..c.eoeesscvesene 31,200 72.6 0.6 13.0 13.8
Middle..eicsnvanrccossoanns 252,000 76.0 1.1 17.8 5.0
SOUtherN.evsecvccesenscny 280,500 85.0 2.4 12.0 Q.7
Georgia:s
NOXrtherN.eceses-crscoonas 262,500 80.6 1.3 16.9 1.1
Middle...eerveecorscacens 95,400 74.2 0.1 17.7 8.0
Boutherne.sessoessraccseans 76,400 B2.6 0.6 15.0 1.9
Louisiana:
BasterNaivecsdennotoceancos 229,500 78.5 1.0 18.3 2.1
MidAle..eevevesvesiaoanae 12,500 86.5 0.0 1c.9 2.6
WesSterN.ceeuicaasvesnooses 122,700 69.7 0.5 15.7 14.1
Mississippi:
Northern..seeesssveasaras 77,800 64.1 5.1 29.7 1.2
SouthernN..c.coeccsceconves 107,700 71.0 2.5 22.0 4.4
Texas:
NOrtheérn..sicesssmescasoe 204,100 82.8 0.6 16.6 0.0
EasterNeiceisevcscecssovse 100,300 74.6 0.4 25.0 0.0
SoutherN..rspesrecascoene 223,400 8l.1 0.0 18.3 0.6
Western.s.veeoosvoncanies 136,300 82.7 1.4 14,2 1.8
Canal ZoNE€s.ssesesecacsenns 6,500 99.7 0.0 0,3‘ 0.0

lrncludes meals and lodging for sequestered jurors, transportation of juries for views and
miscellaneous expenses for the comfort and convenience of jurors.
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TABLE 19

Petit Juror Expenditure Breakdown

United States District Courts

Fiscal Year 1975

Est. Total
District Expenditure Attendance Subsistence Mileage Other?
Sixth Circuit
Kentucky:
EasSterNes.eeseeccsncsseoes $199,900 73.6% 4.1% 22.3% 0.0%
WesSterNe.sessssconanciosns 68,600 80.2 0.1 19.8 0.0
Michigan:
EasterN.e..cevseevrcavacsaes 504,100 82.1 0.0 17.4 0.4
Western..o.vivecocssnccene 57,300 62.4 7.8 26.6 3.2
Ohio:
NortherDeosececeencesnaesn 259,200 75.9 0.6 23.0 0.6
Southerfe.ceasoverssecses 151,700 80.0 2.4 16.9 0.8
Tennessee:
EasterNe.iceescssaccacens 93,600 79.7 0.0 20.3 0.0
Middle.seeeeocenscasacane 73,300 8l.8 0.0 18.2 0.0
WesterN...seeersencevronas 122,100 84.3 0.0 5.7 0.0
Seventh Circuit
Illinois:
Northern....ceeeceecececsas 372,000 82,7 0.0 14.3 2.9
Eastern...cccedevecrocces 79,800 68.4 2.2 21.2 8.2
Southern..ceceeeeeseceenss 42,800 79.4 0.3 16.2 4.1
Indiana:
NOXthern...ceeseevoecsenes 167,800 71.2 1.2 10.7 16.9
SoutherNeceeeecivscaceonna 96,400 73.2 0.3 23.9 2.7
Wisconsin:
EasSterNeeeecavnososnonnns 81,900 82.1 0.0 12.8 5.1
WesSterNeeeerrenneoreonanos 23,600 76.% 1.5 19.8 2.7
Eighth Circuit
Arkansas:
BEastern..c.ceeciecenvencins 73,400 8.7 0.9 19.5 1.0
WesSterNeiveesaoroneonnnsse 68,400 77.8 0.8 20.0 1.4
Towa:
NorthernN.ceseecevencseens 33,800 78.6 3.0 16.5 2.0
Southern..c.eosecescasnnes 47,800 73.9 1.7 22.2 2.2
Minnesota...eevsceccocscnee 212,700 83.3 3.4 11.5 1.7
Migsgouri:
Basterneeseeecsccesnceense 141,400 80.3 1.1 17.7 0.9
WesterN..eveeeeoeancenane 139,300 82.8 0.6 16.6 0.0
Nebraska.cesseocescencevena 144,100 67.1 10.5 18.4 3.9
North Dakota..esescecnnsass 94,000 60.4 17.4 22.1 0.0
South Dakot@eeseeeencooccone 74,800 59.8 11.4 28.0 0.8
Ninth Circuit
Alaska..cvasoosascsussoanne 39,600 70.2 8.3 14.0 7.5
ALLZONB. essessavnsansossene 175,700 84.4 1.6 12.6 1.4
california:
NortherN.iceeeseesensvonns 257,100 79.4 0.8 18.1 1.6
EasterN.icececeecrscencssns 137,600 70.8 4.8 23.2 1.2
Central.ceeeecsncecenoans 501,300 75.6 0.6 18.2 5.5
SoutherN.. .coceveanccaasss 291,600 84.6 0.1 14.2 .1
Hawail..ooveioenerocnnsnnnn 44,600 82.2 2.1 12.7 2.9
Idaho.e.cveecensocsnaspanan 40,200 67.7 11.7 20.2 0.4
Montana,..seeceesscosnceaccoce 52,900 71.8 9.9 17.5 0.8
Nevada..eeesoeaeseranonaacs 110,100 79.6 5.7 13.5 1.1
OregON.'seancovasionanscses 76,900 78.2 2.1 16.9 2.7
Washington:
EasterNeesccassevecesaisn 32,700 8lL.7 2.9 13.3 2.1
WeSterN.eiiesreonanssnass 123,200 81.3 0.9 15.0 2.9
GUAM. s s eesaciasescsonconaen 25,400 79.5 0.0 7.4 13.1
Tenth Circuit
ColOoradO.sesseeesnvancocnns 127,000 80.2 4,0 14.8 1.0
KanSaSeeeeeerevsercronsanconse 195,200 78.8 1.7 18.1 1.4
New MeXiCOuiveeoensvonesnns 112,600 65.0 14.6 19.6 0.8
Oklahonia:
NOXtherN...ccseesesoeasose 35,800 80.8 3.6 15.3 0.4
HasterN.. . ceesosarisssnss 40,700 64.6 3.9 31..5 0.0
WesSterN.sues)esosacssanas 81,400 79.8 0.2 17.2 2.9
Utaheseersacsossorennsneans 78,200 70.9 9.9 16.7 2.6
WYOMING. eoeesecansserercene 15,000 83.5 3,2 12,1 1.1

lincludes meals and lodging for sequestered jurors, transportation of juries for views and
miscellaneous expenses for the comfort and convenience of jurors.
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TABLE 20
RANK OF DISTRICTS BY
DAILY ESTIMATED GO PER PETIT JUROR DAY
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS
FISCAL YEAR 1975
Rank $16 -~ 20 Rank $21 ~ 22 Rank $23 - 24 Rank $25 -~ 26 Rank $27 -~ 28 Rank $29 - 30 Rank $31 - 34
1 Canal Zone 516 5 Virginia, E. $21 11 New York, E. 523 31 Rhode Island $25 58 Pennsylvania, M. $27 72 Maine $29 82 Puerto Rico $31
2 Virgin Islands 18 6 Texas, W. 22 11 Delaware 23 31 Connecticut 25 58 Pennsylvania, W. 27 72 Virginia, W. 29 82 Alabama, S. 31
3 District of Colunbid = 19 6 Illinois, N. 22 11 Maryland 23 | 31 New York, N, 251 58 North Carolina, E. 27| 72 Illinois, E. 29 82 Mississippi, N. 31
4 Hawaii 20 [ Illinois, S. 22 11 North Carolina, W. 23 31 North Carolina, M. 25 58 Plorida, M. 27 72 Idaho 29 82 Alaska 3
6 Oklahoma, W. 22 11 Texas, H. 23] 31 West Virginia, S. 25} 58 Mississippi, S. 27f 72 Montana 29 86 Alabama, N. 32
6 Wyoming 22 11 Kentucky, W. 231 31 Georgia, N. 25} s8 Towa, S. 27 72 Nevada 29 86 Michigan, W, 32
11 Tennessee, W. 23 3 Georgia, M. 25 58 Guam 27 72 Oklahoma, E. 29 88 South Carolina 33
13 Missouri, W. 23 31 Louisiana, E. 25 58 Utah 21 79 Massachusetts 30 88 West Virginia, N, 33
11 Arizona 23 31 Louisiana, M. 25 [:13 New Hampshire 28 79 Indiana, S. 30 88 Alabama, M. 33
(F%] 20 New York, S. 24 31 Texas, S. 25 66 Louisiana, W. 28 79 Nebraska 30 88 North Dakota 33
~J 20 New York, W. 24 ] 31 Tennessee, E. 25| 66 Kentucky, E. 28 88 South Dakota 33
20 Vermont 24 | 31 Tennessee, M. 25| 66 Indiana, N. 28 88 california, E. 33
20 New Jersey 24 | 21 Arkansas, E. 25| &6 Iowa, N. 28 94 New Mexico 34
20 Florida, S. 24 31 Migsouri, E. 23 66 california, S. 28
20 Georgia, S. 24 31 Washington, W. 25
20 Wisconsin, E. 24 | 31 Oklahoma, N. 25
20 Oregon 24 | 47 Penns‘rivania, E, 26
20 Washington, E. 24 § 47 Florida, N. 26 - .
20 Colorado 24 | 47 Texas, E. 26 AVERAGE FOR ALL DISTRICTS: $25
20 Kansas 24 | 47 Michigan, E, 26
47 Chio, N. 26
47 Chio, S. 26
47 Wisconsin, W. 26
47 Arkaneas, W. 26
47 Minnesota 26
47 California, N. 26
a7 California, C. 26




TABLE 21

RANK OF DISTRICTS BY
DAILY ESTIMATED COST PER PETIT JURY TRIAL DAY

Fiscal Year 1975

Cost per Cost per
trial trial
Rank District day Rank District day
1 Wyoming $259 47 Tennessee, M. $485
2 Rhode Island 315 49 Pennsylvania, E. 486
3 Canal Zone 342 50 Washington, W. 487
4 North Carolina, W. 356 51 Illinois, S. 492
5 Colorado 367 52 Ohio, S. 497
6 North Carolina, M. 371 53 Oklahoma,  N. 504
7 New Hampshire 374 54 Georgia, S. 506
8 District of Columbia 375 54 Arizona 506
9 Illinois, N. 377 56 Utah 508
10 Oklahoma, W. 379 57 Florida, N. 511
11 Vermont 384 58 Oklahoma, E. 515
12 Tennessee, W. 386 59 Louisiana, W. 516
13 Oregon 392 60 Guam 518
14 Hawaii 398 61 Massachusetts 525
15 Virginia, E. 403 62 Virgin Islands 529
16 Maryland 406 62 Alabama, M. 529
17 Ccalifornia, N. 408 64 Michigan, E. 535
18 Delaware 409 65 California, C. 537
18 Washington, E. 409 66 Arkansas, E. 540
20 Texas, E. 411 67 Kentucky, W. 544
21 Alabama, N. 412 67 Ohio, N. 544
22 Wisconsin, W. 414 69 Pennsylvania, W. 547
23 Connecticut 416 70 Florida, M. 549
23 Louisiana, E. 416 71 North Carolina, E. 555
25 Georgia, N. 417 72 New York, S. 557
26 Missouri, E. 422 73 Montana 563
27 Tennessee, E. 427 74 New Mexico 569
_ 28 New York, W, 430 75 Iowa, S. 583
29 New Jersey 433 76 Mississippi, N. 594
30 Wisconsin, E. 436 77 Mississippi, S. 598
31 New York, N. 437 77 Nevada 598
32 Towa, N. 439 79 Nebraska 603
33 Texas, N. 446 80 Puerto Rico 608
34 Florida, S. 448 81 West Virginia, N. 609
35 Idaho 452 82 Missouri, W. 611
36 Minnesota 455 83 South Carolina 617
37 Maine 462 84 West Virginia, S. 618
38 New York, E. 466 85 Arkansas, W. 651
38 Pennsylvania, M. 466 86 Illinois, E. 665
40 Texas, S. 470 87 California, S. 670
41 Michigan, W. 474 88 North Dakota 676
42 Indiana, S. 477 89 California, E. 681
42 Kansas 477 90 Louisiana, M. 694
44 Georgia, M. 482 91 Indiana, N. 733
44 Texas, W. 482 92 Kentucky, E. 752
46 Alabama, S. 484 93 Alaska 776
47 Virginia, W. 485 94 South Dakota 787

AVERAGE FOR ALL DISTRICTS: $490
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CALCULATING ESTIMATED PETIT JUROR “SAVINGS"

1, 1975 JUROR USAGE INDEX:

I

H

2. 1974 JUROR USAGE INDEX:

3. 1975~ NUMBER OF JURY TRIAL DAYS:

I
OO w>

I

1975 — NUMBER OF
4. 1974 JUl X <JURY TRIAL DAys)

X =
{(BXC=D)

TOTAL AVAILABLE IN 1975 AT THE 1974 RATE OR JuUl
D == { (This is the number of persons you would have had to call in if
you had continued to call in at your 1974 rate in 1975)

5. 1975 — ACTUAL TOTAL AVAILABLE: =E
TOTAL AVAILABLE 1975
6. IN 1975 AT THE  }—[ ACTUAL TOTAL }; =F
1974 RATE AVAILABLE )~
(D-E=F)

F — JUROR DAYS “SAVED" IN 1975 = JUROR CALL AVOIDANCE

$20 TTENDANCE

A
JUROR DAYS .
7. (..SAVED.,,N 1975) X (ATTEFl\é%ANCE) (T\cleoclgg'[r)s )

X =
(F X $20 = ESTIMATED "SAVINGS")

Index. Thus, to caleulate ¥savings" during the past fiscal year, a districet’'s JUI must be
lower in fiscal year 1975 than it was in fiscal year 1974 (on the chart, figure A must be low-
er than figure B). This caleculation reveals that if a district had continued to eall jurors
at the same rate (or JUI) in 1975 as they did in 1974, the -~ -al amount expended for petit
jurors would have been more than the actiial total juror exp;néitures. The difference between
this greater amount and what was actually expended by a district at the 1975 rate (JUI) repre-
sents juror costs avoided due to a district's increased efforts to improve the efficiency of
juror operations thus making possible the improved utilization of jurors.

If the JUI is higher in fiscal year 1975 than it was in 1974, the chart can be used to
show excesses in juror costs for 1975 by entering the same data and computing a juror cost
"overage" which would show up as a negative number for figure F on the chart. Such excesses
may require an andlysis of the jury operation and management system of the district or partie-~
ular courts within that distriect., The "Check Sheet on Juror Utilization Factors! appearing in

these pages is a good place to start the analysis.
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11

12
13

14

15

16

EXPLANATION OF ENTRIES THAT APPEAR ON DISTRICT GRAND JUROR PROFILES

Total number of grand juries that were in existence for one or more months during the
past fiscal year.

Total number ol grand juries in existence at the start of the fiscal year - those
carried over from {iscal year 1971.

Total number of grand juries impaneled or brought into existence at some time bhetween
July 1, 1974 and June 30, 19. ..

Total number of grand juries which either were discharged by the court or which had
served the 18-month statutory period and ceased to exist at some time between July 1,
1974 and June 30, 1975,

Total number of grand juries in existence at the end of the fiscal year - those to be
carried over to fiscal year 1976.

Number of srand jury sessions convened. A session is counted for each day on which the
grand jury convenes for at least one hour.

Number of g¢rand jurors in convened sessions. Grand jurors are included in this cate-
gory only when they participate in a convened session. Travel cays, prospective jurors
reporting only for impanelment, or jurors reporting when no session is convened are
not included in this ficure.

Number of hours in session. This category includes all time from the stesrt of a con-
vened session to the close of that session on .a given day. The time required for the
impancelment of any grand jury is also included in this figure.

Arrived at by dividing the number of jurors in session {Box #7) by the member of sessions
convened ' (Box #6). This gives the average number of jurors that participated in each
convened session. This number will fall somewhere between 16 and 23 as Rule 6(a) of the
Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure requires a grand jury to consist of 16 to 23 members.

Arrived at by dividing the aumber of hours in session (Box #8) by the number of sessions
convened (Box #0). This gives the average number of hours for each convened session.

Total estimated expenditure for all grand jurors®! expenses. Included are attendance,
subsistence and mileage and tolls costs.

Estimated cost for each grand jury cession convened.
Estimated cos: per grand juror per day.

Each grand jury is listed separately and designated by a grand jury number assigned at
the time of its impanelment. The office number of the division of the distriet in which
the grand jury sits is also given to distinguish between grand juries assigned the same
number Ly different offices.

The total number of months during which the grand jury listed directly above this entry
existed out of the possible 12 months. (e.g. A grand jury impaneled in January 1975
would have been in existence for 6 months of the year period).

The total number of months during the grand jury's existence in fiscal year 1975 in
which no grand jury session was held. (e.g. A grand jury in existence for 6 of the 12
months recorded 2 months during which no session was convened. Therefore, during these
6 months of existence, at least one session was convened in 4 of these 6 months.)
Districts with more than 10 grand juries in fiscal year 1975 have an additional listing
of grand juries and information pertaining to them in Appendix A.
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GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

/ Total Numbier

 inExisience | ° Namberow | |
 inthe 12Mdanth | July 1,1974
* Period e .
NUMBEROF | .
ﬁmmmum&s i 2 3 4 °
" USAGE
E STOTALS 6 7 8 ? 10
Jurorsin 1 Heursin o 1 Jurors per i Hours per:
Segsfon, Session -} “Bession - - Session
.  nUMBEROE © AVERAGE NUMBER OF
/" ESTIMATED GRANP JURGR CBSTS

PG

Keasion

SHLOMTE BHY B
i
14 1‘ o
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
!
15 —

Total Number of Months of No Acti;/iiy

!
16 g >

.

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers,
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11

12

24
25
20
27

28

EXPLANATION O ENTRIES THAT APPEAR ON DISTRICT PETIT JUROR PROFILES

Authorized judgeships (does not include senior judges).

Places of holding court where jurors have been in court and availahle to serve for
jury trial activity.

Total number of jurors in court and paid. whether "selected or serving.” "challenged.”
or "not selected. serving or challenged.”

Total number ol jurors who were selected for or serving on one or more trial juries.

Total number or jurors who were challenged ~ either rusr cause or peremptorily - and did
not serve on a trial jury.

Total number of jurovs in court who neither were selected for or seéerving on a trial
Jjury nor were challenged.

Percentase of jurors who were selected for or serving on trial juries.

Perventage of jurors who were challenged.

Percentage of jurors who were not selected, serving or challenuzed.

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.

Total estimated expenditure for all jurors' expenses. Included are attendance. sub-
sistence. mileage. and miscellaneous costs.

Total estimated expenditure fer those jurors who were selected tor or serving on trial
Juries (based on percent in box # 7).

Total estimated expenditure for those jurors who were 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.
Estimated cost per juro» per day.

Total number of civil and criminal jury trials. This information is derived from the
J5-10, the Munthly Report of Trials and Pretrial Conferences.

Total number of civil jury trials.

Total number ol criminal jury trials.

Percentage of civil jury *frials (based on box # 18).
Percentage of criminal jury trials (based on box # 19).

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

Total pumber of civil jury trial days.

Total number of criminal jury trial days.

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

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

Rankings - box numbers 7, 8, 9, 10, 15 and 16 are ranked. The rankings show where a
digstrict '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

box # 7 (wserved), which is ranked in descending order (highest value ranked first).

A comparison of selected juror utilization data for fiscal years 1971 thru 1975.
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FiISCAL YEAR 1975

1
L4 Judgeships

l 2 j Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

X5 gose *

o

e ~Criminat
\_ 100% 20 4 21 4 100% 25 26 9 >
N

Juror ilization
F\ifg:' Sg/‘l’er:t‘;td % Selected Juror
Serving o,r O_r Usage
Challenged Serving Index
1971 A
1972
1973
1974
\ 1975
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MAINE GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

Total Number of Months of No Activity

\u 7 /

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT: The revision of the statistical reporting of multiple jury
selection is one factor accounting for the increase in this district's
JUI in the past fiscal year. Maine effectively employs the multiple
voir dire technique which is evidenced by the fact that only 3.3% of
the prospective jurors in fiscal year 1975 were not selected, serving
or challenged, the best record in this category in the nation.
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MAINE

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975

L__,Lj Judgeships

i 2 ¢ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)
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R 956 786 138 32 i o &dayéve
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o] *
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D

N
‘f&'} —
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w

Estimated
kk_ gost 9 28,200J 23,200 J 4,100
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}IJW T%‘sai‘: Sl ! }uror Utxhzanon

Fisca‘ : stmber of ] "% Criminal i % Not % Selected juror , h‘*‘i’ :
ear 5 _{wv Sk Ak,”’ I (1T, SS:r’sicnt;%r or Usage o }:‘*53?'_ ’,
‘izaais; T {mds |l Challenged Serving Index o bay
1971 9.9 71.4 16,58 | = ]
1972 8.2 76.8 11,31 | 3ul
1973 8.3 73.5 10.28 | 288
1974 3.9 82.7 12.20  |-» 332 ]
(1975 3.3 82.2 15.67 | ugz  J




MASSACHUSETTS

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

#Totat Number RoEEN Lo Rumber | = HNumber
inExistenve ] Numberon . ] - Impaneled -Discharged i‘ﬁiumber m
Cinthe12Month | JulyT,1974 | inthe 12 Mantﬁ , m the 12 Monm _ ﬁunefi%‘%m
Periad 4o b Perisd Petiod ?
NUMBEROF
GRAND JURIES 10 7 3 3 7
k!i}m%ﬁ : 274 5,280 L,411 19.3 5.15
sgssnont : }nrorsm H@ms in }umﬂ;mr . Hnurs gg:
 Convenedt : Eeasien cop Sessiont op oo ﬁescim'f“, : Sessmn
\_ i -'WMBER‘@F )WFRA&%%: Num ,m OF :{ /
;o rf'nmm.n GRAND JUROR casw |
) Cmverage © b Aver age.
S »’fz.”a‘ta‘{ C b Cestper 1 Costoper
(RS 3 ".‘,5553{"&:;}‘:’ S ;ur@; Day '
\1215600 $ HLl $ 23 /
// 5 - i i - Pa;«‘ i J’:ﬂﬁff; LA {"5, mis’:‘u 'wﬁBza w(‘a ? - 7,:0{-‘4 g J L
73-2 | 73=4 | 74-1 | 74-3 4=l 74-5 | 74-6 75-1 75-2 | 75-3
D) 1) (1) 1) L) (1) (1) 1) 1) (1)
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
12 5 9 12 12 12 12 10 6 1
Total Number of Months of No Activity
C 5 3 - - 1 1 3 - - J

*See Appendix B for a listing of Otfice Names and Numbers.
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MASSACHUSETTS

*LTIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE —
FISCAL YEAR 1975

{ 6| judgeships

! L j Places of Holding Court {with jury -« tivity during this fiscal year)

o
1 7,95 5,240 953 1,752
100% 66.0 % o 1 %
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5 = . TR
Juror Utilization
f-:(i?;] SeO/?etlt%z % Selected Juror
Serving o’r o.r Usage
Challenged Serving Index
1971 19.3 76.1 16.66
1972 18.1 76.9 16.23
1973 22.6 67.8 18.06 :
1974 i 27.9 62.6 15.87  |SEllEnaes
. 1975 3 22.1 66.0 17.62 (A
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NEW HAMPSHIRE

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975
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74-1 | 75-1 ’
m] o |
Total Number ot Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

|

&5 1

| !
| I

| 1

Total Number of Months of No

Activity

*See Appendix B for u listing of Office Names and Nu.mbers.
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NEW HAMPSHIRE

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975

L1y Judgeships

1 1.1 Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

f/— §‘*-!~f~m;’-ia;s" '

gmﬁs}“‘@a w | 100% 72.2 % 13.3 %
RS = N eSS
o \ e : A
L N i
) ks 122
E"/ - H (;
01,100 29,700 5,500

%sﬂn : 'nl
36 32 y 110 | 162 | 8
k 100% 88°9 0/6 11.1 9’(’7 100% 92°7 % 7.3 %)

]uror Utilization

o % Not % Selected Juror

Year Selected, ‘
Serving or oF Usage
Challenged Serving Index

1971 0.5 69.0

1972 oy, 7 55 6

1973 16.0 692

1974 12.7 72.2

\. " 1h.n 72.2
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RHODE iSLAND GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

o s

i s sl e R

767

5.47

s e A ot o

73-1 | 74-1 | 74-2 | 75-1 | |
W W, ®, O] i
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
i !
|
12 L 4 9 L l
Total Number of Months of No Activity
! |
7 1 1 L f

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.
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RHODE ISLAND

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE —
FISCAL YEAR 1975

L___21 Judgeships

1Ly Places of Holding Court (with iury trial activity during this fiscal year)

e e Chellorged - Serviager
g AV ‘. RO T PRI A ol > L ks
i
1,894 1,48 102
100% 78.4 % 5.u %
R G PN N
{ . ’ : » {\\ A 1 G \
L Neemal B | /%/ Bk * bt ‘

19 8 11 151 100 51
4
. 100% 42,1 % 57.9 % 100% 66.2 % 33.8 %,)

Juror Utilization
Fiscal % Not % Selected juror
Year ::xfrfgei’r or Usage
Challenged Serving Index
1971 22.0 70.4
1972 3 34.2 58.4
1973 31.14 62.2
| 1978 i 7l 10.5 80.8 11.31
1975 o ; E 16.3 78.4 12.54
R b S RS e R
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PUERTO RICO GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

o e, | Nomboy b N
nieled Discharged -} Nutiberon
faMonth | Sothe T2 Mamh L lune 2001875
Pariod Lo Pened o o
o o, . IR :
BUMHIR OF
LRANDIRES 3 2 1 2 1
568 185 19.6 6.38
huvers q : L hurors par © o Howrs per
kS Sestion f"% L Session ey Sossion
\o ¢ MUMBEREZE % b0 AVERAGE NMUMBER OF /’
» % /Aws
N S, . o
7u-1 | 74-2 | 75-1 |
3 3) 3) !
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
5 12 8 3 l
Total Number of Months of No Activity
k\~y 1 L ‘//
*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT: Meny prospective jurors in this district must travel on the day
prior to the day on which they are to report to the court. Since they
are paid for these travel days, they are reported as available jurors.

In addition, separate empanelment days are held at the start of each

term of service. These two factors combine to increase the total avail-
able jurors reported and to adversely affect the statistices.
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PUERTO RICG

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975

L3 Judgeships

L1} Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

 Bwebe 13334 | 1,713 498

IsparBays ol 100% 51.5 % 15.0 %
i  Peonsd Regl ,%/3.. B, 36,

53,800

640 ny B 19 172 ] #}9.8‘,__w __EE#W
\‘ 100% 68.3 % 31.7 % 100% 62.8 % 37.2 %/

A S R R 5 s i ERIR
uror Utilization o Cﬂ‘it;fzer“" B
Fiscal % Not 9% Selected {uror T
Year Selected, o Usa S Fried :
. ge EEIEL
Serving or . oy
Chalienged Serving index G
1971 u3.6 u8.5 26.97 !
1972 07.2 3.3 28.28
1973 28.0 54,5 19.44
1974 29.1 54,7 18.30
1975
\_ 33.5 51.5 13.33
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CONNECTICUT

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

vy

Rl Number® D, Number i e Ees
Cwumperon o dmpaneted b , Discharged f*dmbﬁ‘m
%z'f“ %‘54? b inthe 12 Mo nih '_;z’h the ?’*Mc»mh | _Ilih ‘3 ?§?5 ;

RS N R R T R ST

5 3 5 3
510 19.1 6.00
7 7 5
¥ E
i j, U
] ° B ]

o S &smsw“

=
o
&
S
R-%

74—1' 74—2 | 74-3 751 775-2 74—1 75;1
@] @ ol @] @l | ®| &

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

l
9 9 10 | 4 2 9 | 4 m

Total Number of Months ot No Activity

N A N A Al I B

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT: The revision of the statistical reporting of muitipie
Jjury selection is one factor accounting for the increase in the

JUI of this district in fiscal year 1975 as compared to 1974.

The effective use of the multiple voir dire technique in Connecticut
in both civil and criminal cases has resulted in only 9.0% of pro-
spective jurors not selected, serving or challenged. Commecticut
also experienced a notoriety case requiring an extra-large panel
for a jury selection lasting three days. This type of occurrence
has an adverse effect on juror efflelency data.
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P =

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE —
FISCAL YEAR 1975

M1 Judgeships

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

BﬂNNEﬂTiCUT

£ ﬁ@m;r' .
gwar Z?ays 100%

: % 81,600

58,600

L 100%

Fiscal
Year

1971

1972

1973

1974

k 1975

Juror Utilization

% Not
Selected,
Serving or
Challenged

% Selected
or
Serving

Juror
Usage
Index

23.1

62.5

17.3

70.8

13.7

71.4

12.0

73.6

14.70

9.0

16.70
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NEW YORK NGRTHERN

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

T

suras b

'
Gousing

< Jb ;
P ¢
\ 26,700 P 468 < 23

7 v T §
T - z T - ' s T \\
75-1| 75-2  74-1 . 75-1 - 75-1  75-1 |
W O, & @ 6’ b
Fotal Number of Months in Existence in the 127 Month Period
i i ! ! ! | |
3 3 | o | | | | |
L2 .2 3 o | 1
Total Number of Morths of No Activity
| | | | | | | |
S I T e e
R R SN SRS S R SR S S S
YSee Appendin 8B rora livig o8 Otfae Names and Numiber
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T

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE

FISCAL YEAR 1975

L2 Judgeships

LWy Places of Holding Court {with jury tria: activity during this fiscal year)

“(Tf“@ﬁzﬂ

: @?

o Seeeied_ *

LA 0 

@a :

RNt Sellegiegh ™
Q‘m‘zﬁ?g @
@‘dfﬂ@r{gj

NEW YORK NORTHERN

|

1,651 1,070

130% 64,8 %

182

11.0 %

399

o/

2.2 7

>

10

N acd

2]

e NS N——S s ——

|
F 41,100 l 26,600 j

It, 500

Duw Wéﬂa

et L e , U R L S N .U =L S
: (54 0,
\ 100% 50.0 % L 50.0 70 EL }9096 T 0.6 % 57 .4 U
Comihi TR e Lﬂﬂ@T@Rﬂb&& CONPARISON
Juror Utilization
Fiscal % Not % Selected Juror
Year Selected, or Usage
Serving or X g
L Challenged Serving Index
1971 30 - 26 48.0 45,2 28.01 R
1972 37 f‘?)? 59,5 || 36.u 54,7 23.12 558
v .-,",m«...‘m w.ﬁ«\m,‘..‘,‘.,,.‘{? u '\v o M‘:A..‘,» ,.—\-’ ,“ L DALY
1973 . FLS 4 60.0 | 30.5 60.0 20.80 507 e
1974 , 35 o oEl, 30 25.8 61.2 18.26 nug
\_ 7 2l “5%0 24,2 6.8 17.56 Y37 J
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NEW YORK EASTERN

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1

975

ot Bamber 1 p 0 Number 0o Number {0 M eron )
i Existence - Muraberon Impaneled  §  Discharged ") Numberom -
SRR W e T4 Monih | i the 12 Moty | Juna 30,1875
: AR ‘ Periedy o coPeriod g s
NUMBER OF
(f;mﬁéi}wm% 30 10 20 17 -
t, USAGE |
o woras 458 8,928 2,108 19.5 .60
Jurorsin’ B b Jwamsper | [0 Howsper
S o dessise L Besgion gegféﬁﬂ St Bession, o
S EEE e - I DA e
\\ MUMBER OF S ’E%ﬁﬁ&@g TUMBRR OF j

. S SRR I : i Ut ;élﬁéﬁxﬁ@%f*} : ; :
72-2 72-~3 73-1 74-1 74-2 74=5 74-9 74-10] 74-11 7412 L
(1) (1) ) 1) (1) 1) (1) (1) (1) 5]
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
11 12 12 6 7 12 2 12 6 1
Total Number of Months of No Activity
\ - 7 - - { 2 12 2 - 3 -J

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

1

COMMENT :

This district again experienced a number of highly publicized

and multiple defendant cases requiring extra-large panels for jury
selection due to the number of excuses and challenges for cause anti-

cipated in such trials.

These occurrences, in addition to a predom-

inately criminal trial calendar, have an adverse effect on utilization

figures for New York Eastern. Nevertheless, this district was able to report
improved efficiency in the areas of the JUIL, percent selected or serving,
and percent not selected, serving or challenged.
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The listing of grand juries for this district is continued in Appendix A.
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE
FISCAL YEAR 1975

— 91 Jjudgeships

{ 11 Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

NEW YORK EASTERN

196

70

992

325

\_ 100%

35.7

%

% 100%

32.8

%1 e7.2 %)

juror Uti!izati
Fiscal % Not o ¢ o}’a
Year Selected, % Se(l;rzc ed &g;o; :
Serving or . &
Challenged Serving Index
197 5u4.1 36.9 36.06
1972 50.6 39.1 35.22
1973 38.14 ug.8 27.82
1974 29.4 57.5 23.62
\_ 1975 23.9 60.9 20.62
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NEW YORK SOUTHERN

bty S Mamber b -,\\

e ey o ; }{mw‘ etfod . v ‘33\“ \.i{'fj . " : %ngiﬁg? €31 . -

H ff‘wv ! %§j~:~ E ‘p ; l% i‘)g’vh E43 : L;;j :gh ?;;f n jéinw »‘ ? )
P ) \« 4 5%‘% . ‘ o

ul

19 23 13 29

919 19,493 3,6uL 20.5 3,84

dursee par

AP 8 ( - 5
pta it Lt SRR

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

7é-i’ 73-3 73-8 73—5 73-15 73-16 74-3 k74-5 74-6 74~71
W cl)l wlo o ol o ol ol

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

10 2 l 7 1 6 6 8 9 { 10 10
Total Number of Months of No Activity

6 1 4 - - ) 10

\\>u L

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.
1

~

The listing of grand juries for this district is continued in Appendix A.

COMMENT: New York Southern encountered a number of notoriety cases in
fiscal year 1975, some with sequestered juries and some with large
nunbers of defendants. These cases involved the use of sizable jury
panels for selection due to the large number of challenges - one

case alone had 368 prospective jurors challenged. These types of

trials have the effect of unfavorably influencing the yearly utili-
zation statistics. Nevertheless, New York Southern's performance in the

past fiscal year has shown improvement with the JUI decreasing from
27.85 in fiscal year 1974 to 23.6C in 1975.
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NEW YORK SOUTHERN

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975

27 3 Judgeships

t__ 1y Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

kA 5‘3{? ]
| Bmerfys | 100% ug.7 %
- Nefitemel Rk \ .88 : L
R R SR S ' > Ea
Cges 1,128,700 | 549,700 185,100 | 393,900 557 2y

435 212 223 2,027 847 1,180
e
k 100% ug.7 9 51.3 9% 100% 1.8 % 58.2 %j

7 : » juror Utilization
Fiscal  Numbérof 9% Crhinat - % Not % Selected juror
Year : i S ey, o o0l Selected, or Usage
Serving or .
Challenged Serving Index
1971 68.3 21.3 57.54
1972 Ug.6 41.8 31.69
1973 40.8 U7 4 27.23
1974 4u.. 0 y3. u 27 .85
1975 34.9 Ug.7 23.60
-
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NEW YORK WESTERN

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

U Mimberon
by 1, 9874

‘\‘1‘

Rumos:
: lmpancled
§ iihe 12 Month

— P - - |

- Number -
o Pischarged
i the 7 Morth
o bnd

4 "\

Number o’
SR H Ry A

4

NUMBERO7

GRANG JURIES 8 3 m M
& ALy 3,355 989 19.2 5.65

U bupers e

Cjurovsper b

S BEssen .

RAESEI TS A
R

o f e g et ‘,\j) \wwk A e 3
AMERAGE NUMBER OF j

i 5k g e i o
IHTIRLATED GRAN

74-1 742 75-1 75-2 75-3 742 75-1 75-2
) A 3] 1) 1) ) (6) ®)
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
i
2 3 5 6 2 6 g 2
Total Number of Months of No Activity
| !
1 . - - - - - , J
I

v . teon Fooce CANLES AT L PR N Y IPPvoy Npwen
JEY Mppendix p furuy lisiing ui Oifice Naities diid Nuinibeis.

COMMENT :

This district recorded increased efficiency in the areas

of JUI, percent selected or serving and percent not selected, serving

or challenged.

One factor contributing to this performance is the use

of the multiple voir dire selection process by this district, generally

in civil cases with juries of less than 12 memnbers.

New York Western

also reported an instance when the plaintiff was assessed the costs
of the jury fees for failure to appear in a civil case.
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NEW YORK WESTERN

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975

L3 Judgeships

L___?_j Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

(- Number

Juror Pays 100% 70.8 % 9.7 % 19.5 %
—— Pz = o N
N : T ST
Nagione! Rewls z Y A7, B L30 / ST
Fairfiatos -
&m i$107,500 76,100 10,400 21,000j 430 $ 24

\ 100% 3.6 % 56.4 % 100% 34.8 % 65.2 %

Juror Ization

Fiscal % Not o L

Year Sefecte d, % Selected juror o

. or Usage S

Serving or Serving Index S

Challenged FEN

1971 19.2 71.5 18.58 R --
1972 19.2 72.4 18.88
1973 22.9 68.0 20,16
1874 26.9 6u.7 21.62
\ 1975 19.5 70.8 18.30
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VERMONT GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

! t f SR I i
74=2| 75-1 | 74-1 | 75-1 | | | | |
@, @ & &y
Total Number of Months in Edstence in the 17 Month Period i
| | i 7 ‘ ! I

12 2 12 | | ? i ? ’
( L Lo J‘ 1 |

umber o Months of No Activity
! | | | | | |
! i
7 - 8 | - | | | | |
SN S ‘ S S SRS R SR S

*See Appendix B tor a histing or Oftice Names ana Nuinbers,




VERMONT

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975

1 2 i judgeships

[ H 1 Places ot Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

(" ey Sebewsd f,mtﬁggmmai\
A Uzmﬁw@’ R @‘ﬂﬂm}ﬂ  Serviit er
PERE  sommmg . hallonged

T
| 1,u30 395 774
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PR o AN N
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M Gy T 100%

68, 38 7T,
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62’609ﬂmtn§3;ﬁogﬁwl_n9;§99~hj,‘}§m700

Cire s B@L\L COMPARISDN = e
- e juror Utnhzatlon
. S v e
F\;scal - T of 59]0 Ntmd % Selected ] juror
a I e :
ear By . S:r\?icn; 0"_ or Usage
Trialse : Challenged Serving Index
1971 76 30.6 63.3 19.27 | o=

1972 - R T AR [T V} 61.1 15.80 | 386
e et : ,. o g i T il & 3 ,N,u._u i,~,,.mi’4w
1973 87 192 ) 30.3 62.3 10,32 | w2
e e - . "“""‘g } v e S i
1974 83 22,20 | 31.9 54,7 15.u6 [ 377

(s | 67 17.9 29.8 55.0 15.94 38y
. i : . :
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DELAWARE GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

o3

i1 SN SI

sen ‘sz_Q;m‘aiéfm B

s

iy - o » ; e L " =3
Q¥ ke 12 Monia
i :

i ] : 3] X
e Y%’%Hﬁ}{?

7 65 1,311 291 20.2
o N R 3
> i N B
s Plowrstan s
: Session 0 <0 Session - -
\ Cog A T AWER ACE RUEIPER OF //
I

731 7u-1 751
W] W O

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

4 10 8 3

Total Number of Months of No Activity

|
N ) ) | 1 J

*See Appendix B tor n listing oi Office Numes and Numbers.
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -

FISCAL YEA

L judgesh

R 1975

ips

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

1,528

100%

DELAWARE

B National

N
Rals

Juror Utilization
Fiscal % Not )

Year Sefecte a % Selected juror
. or Usage

Serving or .
Challenged Serving Index
1971 31.8 50.7 24,96
1972 37.2 45.1 28.12
1973 29.6 51.6 22.22
1974 6.1 56.3 19.77
\_ 1975 8.1 62.7 17.56
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NEW JERSEY GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

TMpnber -
i)ssmargw
ss* the 12 “v’amh

LB} ;,r.

IS

Nwr&b“er T
;srm 30, 35}3‘*

8 0 6 6
5,050 1,392 18.9 5.21
O Jworsic | Housin . | Surors ser. Housoger
e Bessin oy Sasslon o - »@n?} S Bemsion
s i . b B
N MUMBER OF 5 - 2 AVERAGE. z‘vmg::zm 4;"' | J
£ EETRMATED GRAND JUROR COSTE
'?f1  o '% v *§ Averdine :
B A S C vy ot per
R o “i R i duser Doy
\ 132,400 $ 096 $ 26 /
Pt ) A = “
(e — fed i e
4-11 75-1  73-1 | 73-2 73-3 74-1 -2 74-3 71 75-1 1
) 1) (2) (2) (2) (2) (2) (2) (2) (2)
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
12 12 1 2 6 7 12 12 12 9
Jotal Number of Months of No Activity
| |
\_ 2 2 - | - - - - / -

*See Appendix B tor a histing ot Oftice Names and Numbers.

1 The listing of grand juries for this district is continued in Appendix A.

COMMENT: The revision of the statistical reporting of multiple jury
selection is one factor accounting for the increase in New Jersey's

JUI in the past fiscal year as this utilization technique is often
employed by the judges of this distriet. Further, a number of notoriety
cases involving multiple defendants and sequestered juries were con-
ducted in fiscal year 1975. Large panels of prospective jurors were
required with voir dires often lasting several days. These occurr-
ences should be taken into account as having an adverse effect on

this district's utilization statistics.
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NEW JERSEY

PETIT JUROl USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975

L_9) Judgcships

3 1 Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

e,

13,927

( &iasm’%
S et

)

g gwwﬁﬁ, :;s 100%
{ - RS
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P N )
; B@f\l GH2 U i?a’j % y; ‘

216,900

R ¢ et
184 77 { 107 775 2147 528
T - SIS S S
\  100% 41.8 % { 58.2 % 100% 31.9 % 68.1 %//
PARISOR!
juror Utilization )
A g i
Fiscal &iumbz:r uf % Not % Selected Juror NALA
Year ?ﬂfﬁf SSeieFted, or Usage
erving or ; YRS
Challenged Serving Index SR
R
1971 20.3 69.6 19.70 -
1972 18.1 59.9 16.28 . 3560
1973 15.2 74.8 17.07 y20
1974 1u,2 74,3 16,18
1975 1.3 73.6 17.97
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PENNSYLVANIA EASTERN

ot o A
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=
8z}

"
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?72—£ 7441. 74-2 74~3 7H-L 75;1 75—2 75-3 75—4> |
@] @ @ @] e @ @ @@

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

|
6 7 10 8!125 5 5 | 2

Total Number of Months of Mo Activity

l I

KS 1 3 - i - - - - - /

*See Appendix B for u listing of Office Names and Numbers. r

COMMENT: Pennsylvania Eastern experienced a large number of highly

publicized and multiple defendant criminal cases in the past fiscal

year. These cases required extra-large panels for jury selections

which often took several days due to the nature of the cases and the

number of challenges for cause. Although such occurrences often have

an adverse effect on the efficient utilization of jurors, this district

was able to improve performance in the areas nf the JUI, percent se- -
lected or serving, and percent not selected, ceiving or challenged. '
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975
l_,l_?__i Judgeships

! 2 j Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this

PENNSYLVANIA EASTERN

fiscal year}
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1972 28.2 56.7 18.63
1973 32.2 52.7 19.89
1574 33.4 51.5 20.15
1975 26.5 56.2 18.83
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PENNSYLVANIA MIDDLE GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975
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Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

I ? |
12 10 | I2 i L J
Total Number of Months of No Activity

! ? ! i !

NI A N N R .,

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers. -

COMMENT: The revision of the statistical reporting of multiple jury
selection is one factor accounting for the increase in this district’s
JUI in the past fiscal year. Multiple voir dire is a utilization

technique extensively employed by the judges of Pemmsylvania Middle,
in both criminal and c¢ivil cases.

78




PENNSYLVANIA MIDDLE

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975

L_LU Judgeships

[ 3 i Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

// Pemmber

A

b

&
WL &Y, -

ey ays

P i
aagfszatﬁé
s, o
SR GNE PO

»% 153,706 | 118,300 21,700 13,70q/) 466 % 27

Yurer Utilization

Fiscal

e X i o
¥l
Year :

Wumberal o % Criminad ‘;?Noz % Selected juror L dwe
SR 1L T I R Selected, or Usage
gy g Y‘*i : Serving or R ind
] mals o mr || Cnallenged Serving ndex

M i b e

1971 73 | w600 | 18.8 66.4 19.88

72 | o1p2 o 4285 0 22.1 61.5 21.12

1973 | 23,5 | 9.6 76.3 14,27

1974 4 osow | 82 78.2 12.62

55 | 1z | 238 | 8.9 77.0 17.34 | 466
\_ 19 ke 238 Lo FERL




PENNSYLVANIA WESTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

— ~
: : ' §uﬂﬁ@ 7O
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: i Eﬁa@“‘
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él%AﬁI.lc.
;,«@Eﬁh@ 110 2,074 681 18.9 6.19
v = ‘ . . 4 ) T ) TR :H . R
; 5~3$0§~ o luretsia i} fiadaytn SoE urc*%ﬁ** ' . Houssper
- !danwfw»v ' M*"m*n T Bession e hersion f‘; Session -
\, ) S .r Ur«@@ff“v» b MR ~%v B ﬁ‘«vf:‘ﬁ* 'j%: %daﬁ’ﬁ?éf’:m t”?w._, /
f‘ L ‘ g JEU g‘ P‘ gﬁm ] Vppfg-’:;’ ‘\
o ' ‘,v‘:&gw ;,m e : y 2
e ”lvi»";?«&‘j . Last por
. S Semien

528 28
/

Op o EANG JURY NUMEER (e Numbet) 0 e

73-3| 72-1] 73-2 | 74-L| 75-1 ] 75-2 | 75-3
1) (2) (2) @ @ (2) ()

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

12 12 12 9 ‘l 9 6 3
Total Number of Manths of No Activity

|

\_ L0 8 2 1 i 3 - 1 )

*See Appendix B for a listing ot Oftice Names and Numbers,

COMMENT: Pennsylvania Western reported many instances in which a
jury panelavailable for selection could not be used due to last
minute pleas, settlements and continuances of cases in fiscal year
1975, This constant problem results in jurors available to serve
but with no opportunity for them to be used. This is reflected in
the increase in the JUI and the decrease in the percent selected or
serving in the past fiscal year.
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FiSCAL YEAR 1975

L 10 judgeships

PENNSYLVANIA WESTERN

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

15,030

100%

15.7 %

N@uﬁ

2l i"@n\m '

N
\_
P

1/

b Badw u:%

o 1

399,300

221,600

459

62.9 %

Fiscal
Year

Juror Utilization

Mmbﬂ* qf
cojuny

;’}fldzs

% Cr mmui
L dury
Tng*s‘ o

1971

26,5

% Not % Selected juror I ,
Selected, or Usage b
Serving or ; 3 Pl

Challenged Serving index : 1}5? o

57.3

21.51

1972

| 195‘?;}5

34,2

iy, 3

18.04

1973

s

36.2

45.3

20.74

27.9

56.2

17.25

s |

S |-

28.9

55.5

20.59
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VIRGIN ISLANDS GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

T s e

g e e Al 2

o etk

i 0oy AT -3 \
| ’ I T 1 5 ) Y \T
| | . I : 1 !
| . l i i ;
W‘EECA~,1ﬁw_w»»wwl”,_”w.. S S SO U I R [
Fotal Mumber ot Months i Existence in the |2 Vonth Period !
| t 1 , |
| \ | 1 , | | f | |
| i i : [ : | * ;
b - [ i S S R R “L_,,,,,*.A._r
Total Number ot Months of No Activit, |
|

| | l ‘1 i x ! |

| } i ’ : 1 ‘ |
o | ‘ 1 | | | | :
e ] b | - ! I ek - . S b

*See Appendix B tora listing of Ottice Narmes and Numbers,

COMMENT: The District of the Virgin Islands reported that during
fiscal year 1975 no grand jury system was in operation according to
provisions in Rule 54 (a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure.
This accounts for the lack of any grand jury statistical profile.

This district has adopted the practice of selecting two juries at one
time from a single panel of prospective jurors. This is possibly one
factor accounting for the improvement in utilization figures in the
past fiscal year. The improvement shown was limited by the revision
of the statistical reporting of multiple jury selection.
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PETIT JUROR UsSAGE PROFILE
FISCAL YEAR 9275

L V_2_‘__§ Judgeships

;_,_‘24 Places of Holding Court fweah jurs tial activity during this Hiscal yeard

VIRGIN ISLANDS

§ﬂ%mm s e w%x%a@i\

o @‘Mﬂ@t‘rm s:@mm@r —

o . Sim‘rg (im’img{]ﬂ e ﬂ(gl,{r"—\\

4,760 2,369 1,123 = 1,268 g
- - __.%...V__.w#*_ ,A.H_.,,_“;“rﬂ..‘ﬁ e B e —

o 1:0Y% - 9.8 % 1 23.6 1 26,6 % 25.38

T T T T:‘.“‘“iffi:?:? AR e

S _ | 85 s 66 =
- e o I “-
: 2,700 20,200 22,800 |

55 107
34.0 ¢ | 66.0 %//

y luror Utlllzatlon —
! % Not % Selected Juror
Year SSelepted, or Usage
erving or )

Challenged Serving Index

1971 38.8 ug, 2 27.12
1972 3u.8 4o.3 32,07
1973 37.7 29.7 U1, u43
1974 214 yg 4 30.08
\ 1975 “ % ;:fﬂ. 26.6 ug.8 29.38

83













VIRGIN fA ;

WEST

L
L}
LK)
$
) L
&
-
. a
b
i
L)
-
. -
]



MARYLAND
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74-3 7= 7U.-5 75-4 75-5 75-6
1) (1) 1) €3] (L) (L) L) (L) (L 3]
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
9 3 12 12 L [ 7 )‘ 7 7 4 1
Total Number of Months of No Activity
! !
K 3 - 2 - L - l 2 - 2 L - J

*See Appendix B tor a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

8



MARYLAND

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -—
FISCAL YEAR 1975

L 71 judgeships

1 ! j Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

?’»ﬁm&&" i
sumr Pays

%mma.xé ¢
. Cost - 9 186,800 1117,100 | 36,600 33,100 46 » 23

\ 100% 3.7 % 65.3 % 100% z 4o % 60 %/

Juror tiization

Fiscal % Not T o4 sel
Year Selected, % Selected Lj}uror
h or sage

Serving or .
Challenged Serving Index
197 65.¢ 28.1 41.12
1972 | g 18.3 67.7 18.95
1973 M N Y| 17,3 6L 2 18.70
1974 b G 1503 67.6 18.01
L lo7s A 65,9, i R 62.7 17.71
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Ammg,
w ‘Gﬂﬁi per.

 GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Nambors)© -~ 0% D

71| 75-1 '75 !
) ) )

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

Total Number of Months of No Activity

3 2 1

\_ -

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT: This district reported an instance where the court was not
notified of a settlement until the night before the day set for jury
selection which was too late to notify the jurors to not report. Ac-

cordingly, the parties were taxed with the costs of the entire jury
panel.
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE
FISCAL YEAR 1975

L.__‘:_S_J Judgeships

NO. CAROLINA EASTERN

! 7 ) Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

100%

11.3

%

. ’.‘.f{a

ang

Estimated 5

b7 18 29 120 39 81
K 100% 38.3 % 61.7 % 100% 32.5 % 67.5 %J
AL .COMPARISQ
Juror Utilization

Fiscal % Not . N

Year Serecfe d % Secl::cted 61;0;
Serving or X &
Challenged Serving index 5

1971 46.5 45.2 27.07 [

1972 29.0 61.2 20.06 |0l

1973 34.7 55.3 21.31  |a

1974 27.4 62.5 19.68

1975 25.3 63.4 20.78 |9 |
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NO. CAROLINA MIDDLE GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1275

'siﬂ Mumber 1 -2 : ';,'f Tumiser
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o poried *‘ Perind- Perind b
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b o e} el
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; & : h‘\f?‘fdgﬁ ot ;—"‘s\’&&ﬂfe .
L Temeb O e per i 4 Costper o |
; :‘, i : i ' ’ “3 aSlN} “ ’ E&!l’(‘? §}ay Sk
\_ 14,500 % 562 Y 29 |
e onang URYRUMBER (Offee Numbet) . e O\
74-1] 75-1 i ! }
@] @ | |

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

2 IR N N

Total Number of Months of No Activity

NEN IS I I _

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT: This district occasionally uses the multiple jury selection
technique. The revision of the statistical reporting of this process
affected the reporting of those instances when more than one jury was
selected and, to some degree, the yearly figures presented here.
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NC. CAROLINA MIDDLE

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975

i 2; Judgeships

! 5; Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

0

faunbier

.

I
22,900 | 6,400 { 6,700)

100% 36.4 o 63.6 ¢ | 100% 53.6 % 6.4 %L/

juror Utilization

Fiscal % Not r—
Year Selected, % Seot:c g Jurer
Serving or ) g
Challenged Serving index
1971 21L.u 58U

23.8 59.2

22.8 60.U

13.0 67.1

18.6 63.7
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NO. CAROLINA WESTERN

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

10 17.9 7.00
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(L (L) @] 3| o |

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

| l

5 5 6 l 6 ’l ; J

Total Number of Months of No Activity
{ | l

3 3 4 3 5

K | L | J

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT: 1In fiscal year 1975, this district reported that the Court
assessed the plaintiff and defendant a total of $400 for the cost of
the unused jury panel because of a last minute settlement.
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NO. CAROLINA WESTERN

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -

FISCAL YEAR 1975

L_.__2..j judgeships

1 3 j Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during tnis fiscal year)

- Eranmated.
s oCose b 69,80»0

Fiscal % Not o
Year Selected, ? Se(l;cted Lj)l:;g;
Serving or .
Challenged Serving Index
197 29.3 63.3 18.28
1972 25,4 67.9 16.50
1973 21.6 70.1 15,78
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1975 16.3 74, 15.53
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SOUTH CAROLINA

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975
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| 1
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h Per jod

\2 2

]
|
|

Total Number of Months of No Activity
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| |
!

i

!
|

1

*See Appendin B for a listing of Otfice Names and Numbers.

COMMENT :

R —

This district makes extensive use of the multiple voir dire

technique for selection of most juries. The statistical revision of

the reporting of this technique is one factor contributing to the in-
The use of multiple selection
also helped to increase the percent of jurors selected or serving
while decreasing the percent not selected, serving or challenged.

crease in the JUI in fiscal year 1975.
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SOUTH CAROLINA

PETIT JUROR USAGL PROFILE --
FISCAL YEAR 1975

5 .
i ~1 Judgeships

L“___?_j Places of biolding Court (with jury trial activity during this tiscal year)

S 1,363
T 35 N —— e — ,,,_f.\ e

o ey

AT e 4 ‘ A f,-.-f R e amseid
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! |
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% Not % Selected furor
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Selected,
Serving or or Usage
Challenged Serving Index

1971 21.1 63.1 20.86

1972 18.4 66.7 19.41

1973 e L3 Bl | 22.0 60.5 18.u2

1974 & Wl 25.8 56.0 17.65

1975 :' 249 P12 17.6 63.“* 18.68
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VIRGINIA EASTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975
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*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

L

The listing of grand juries for this district is continued in Appendix A.
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VIRGINIA EASTERN

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -—
FISCAL YEAR 1975

L__6_1 judgeships

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

i A ense
" Nty 7,2u2 3,504 2,377 1,361
3umr§§ay5 100% Ug8.u% 32.8% 18.8%
f;"“ Pt —— > —
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N
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VIRGINIA WESTERN

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

i- m ﬁzéz Mo 2
P*muﬁ cﬂad
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*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers,

L
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VIRGINIA WESTERN

PETIT JURGOR USAGE PROFILE --
FISCAL YEAR 1975

L2} judgeships

| 5 j Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activitv during this fiscal year)

? 343 143
| -5 PRI
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Challenged Serving Index

\mzr
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1975 ool 1u.3 51,3 16.62 [l



W. VIRGINIA NGRTHERN

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975
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*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Nunib
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W. VIRGINIA NORTHERN

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -—
FISCAL YEAR 1975

1
L ]‘51 Judgeships

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

 Rethoned Renly | )
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K;;fabw« § 32,300
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\_ 100% 40.0 9 60.0 % 100% 39.6 % 604 %

P

jur Utilization
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Year Selected, % eoic ¢

Serving or )

Challenged Serving
1971 4g.0 47.8
1972 3u.9 ug.3
1973 28.9 47.2
1974 21.0 59.3

14,2

63.1
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W. VIRGINIA SOUTHERN

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975
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Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
12 L. 9 3 5
Total Number of Months of No Activity

KlD - 2 2 3

*See Appendix R for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT: West Virginia Southern had a number of notoriety cases in
which larger panels were required for jury selection. This district
also reported many last minute pleas and settlements which resulted
in the non-use of jury panelr already present in the courthouse.
Both of these types of occurrences were factors contributing to the
increase in the JUL in fiscal year 1975.
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W. VIRGINIA SOUTHERN

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975

1
23} Judgeships

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

juror Utilization

Fiscal % Selected Jucor
Year ,.S ele_cted, or Usage

Serving or .

Challenged Serving Index
1971 B, 5 45.0 28.65
1972 4.8 4g.: 26 .04
1973 25.2 50.8 24,32
1974 23.6 55.6 20.42
1975 31.8 Ui, 3 24,95
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ALABAMA NORTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975
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*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.
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ALABAMA NORTHERN

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -

FISCAL YEAR 1975

\ LH judgeships
8

L. 21 Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)
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Challenged Serving Index
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ALABAMA MIDBLE

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975
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Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
.| |
Total Number of Months of No Activity
|
2 |

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT :

The revision of the statistical reporting of multiple jury
selection is one factor accounting for the increase in this district's

JUI in fiscal year 1975,

trial.

Multiple voir dire is used for almost all
Jury selecticns in Alabama Middle and has proved effective for max-
mizing the number of jurors who are selected for or serving on a jury
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ALABAMA MIDDLE

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975

|_____2_1 Judgeships

L3y

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

RN

 Estiated
et

e
,§ 79,400

50 150 80
\ 100% 36.7 o 63.3 a7 100% ug.7 % 53.3 %j
Juror Utilization
Fiscal % Not % Selected Juror
Year Selected, or Usage
Serving or . g
Challenged Serving Index
1971 30.7 58.5
1972 31.4 55.4
1973 22.9 59.9
1974 8.u 81.9
\ 1975 13.4 78.2
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ALABAMA SOUTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

Tﬁiﬁi %1, !r’yﬁunt . A, ; FIE | {gh_gw%}@r L L 'QH}%&SQ;‘ ‘o _‘_ﬂ e AR '\\\
dnExistence ] Mumderon b dmpangled . X 2cRarged " Famber on .
'enghet?iﬂﬁagh RN 113743 P o2 Y *:niﬁei lﬂ@nzﬁ> 'iﬁi%eiﬁgﬂmﬁiﬂﬂ‘k skﬁ%3ﬁ a7 5
Berlod N L b perign Mg N :
“NUMBERDE |
ﬁ"mm uREs 2 L L 1 L
E -
EA» Aﬁxy o
. . 6 .
K g @yé&w» . 18 341 122 18.9 78
U Besgions ju ersipe L Hoursin 0 P Bpersper o Eiuﬁ spr
L CQopwened 1 &559»3 - : Fession Brssion p_z ssivn
f. ; S ‘;'1 " . : : 2 ‘,_._‘. .;7,‘,_;_“_
\ 7 MUMBER ©F RIS 1 ,wam GE Nh fsm oF J
-~ - =
£ ESTIMATED GRAND JUROR LOSTS
S o - kw;agnn S : Awerage
Cfotat o0 Y Cost per . Costoper.
Sl ‘ L Ression 0 “haror Day
\\ 8,400 ) ue7 f 25
N X . L Jr’\ - E P P
e S gRap wa UVBER (OFdee Numbert) v o
: : : ‘ s
74-1 75-1 } :
W @ | | ;
Totat Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
| l
6 5 |
Total Number of Months of No Activity
3 2 :
NG 1 J

*See Appendix B for d listing of Oftice Numes and Numbers,

COMMENT: The slight increase in this district's JUI in the past fis-
cal year is at least partially attributable to the revised statistical
reporting of multiple voir dire which the judges of Alabama Southern
employ for most jury selections. The effectiveness of this technique
for the district is evidenced by the high percentage of jurors who

are selected or serving and the low percentage of jurors not used.
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -

FISCAL YEAR 1975

t 21 Judgeships

L_~_2_J Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

ALABAMA SOUTHERN

i 1,755 1,288 28h 181
“duves Jz.:gs » 100% 73.49 16.3 % 10.3%
: 20N S S—
‘ ,}5\’ : L2 , Lﬂmz,‘; SRR i
14 - - e SRR
Estimated |
Cost " 54,700 | 40,100 8,900 5,600

juror Utlhzatlon

F\;:;il Sz’er;]tzti % Selected Juror
Serving o,r 0}' Usage
Challenged Serving Index

1971 21.9 51.9

:

¥z 40,4 i, 1

1973 54,8

1974 72.8

P 73.4




FLORIDA NORTHERN GRAND JURCOR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

 ~ fotai&nmher =

m zhs, iz Manthf’ 1T | y.
Pertad I

“NUMBEROF
| GRAND JURIES 4 2 2 2 2

e f.ssm;;: |
TQTALS ; .  14 283 82 20.2 5.86
Sesskms 1 jurors m —.N‘ Hourém #Iumrs per . i ;; Hmsrs pec :

o -Convened | . Sesiohe | - - Sessions ﬂ‘*

Sassmn e ‘ Sesslan

.g_

T

S _?LNUMBEEO!' S A‘V’{:RAGE vaxgm (}F /

(f - .. ESTIMATED Gﬁmm wxes cas/gs |
. @#Bg%. Average ¢
s T B b Sess:en - jumr Bay

\ 9,700 % 693 $ 34 )
/ LB  GRANDJURY NUMBER, (Office Number®) 0 oon oo
7u-1| 75-1 | 7u-1 | 75-1 l

(3) (3) ) %) |

Total Numter of Months in Existence 11 the 12 Month Period

6 6 6 6

Total Number of Months of No Activity

K 3 3 3 4 )

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT: Florida Northern makes use of the multiple jury selection
technigue when the number of cases set for trial permits. The re-
vision of the statistical reporting of these occurrences helps to
explain the increase in this district's JUI in the past fiscal year.
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE
FISCAL YEAR 1975

L_.,__2,J judgeships

| 3 i Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

206

17.4%

FLORIDA NORTHERN

\_ 100%

76.9

o
=i

24.6 %

Juror Utilization

% Not
Selected,
Serving or
Challenged

6 Selected
or
Serving

Juror
Usage
Index

45.3

42.9

33.0

50.9

16.7

68.1

20.6

68.3

17.4

68.6
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FLORIDA MIDDLE GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

RN

:~,iﬁﬁgg f7
CToTALS 168 3,282 961 19.5 5,72

o Sesions | jworsin o < Houssin | jrersper - Hoursper .
S Comvered 00 1 Sessfon Session. '« Session: koo Session

TNUMBER OF

(. ESTIMATED GRAND JUROR COSTS

_ UERAGE NOVBER OF )

CAverage- b0 Average
ke Costper 1 Costper
| sesson b juror Day -

S

; 86, 500 $ 515 $ 26 )

(Tt CoAND JURY NUMBER (Offce Numbsr) < O
74-1 | 74-2 | 75-1| 75-2 | 73-1 | 74~ | 75-1 | 75-2 | 74-1] 7u-2 L
() (3) (3) 3) (6) (6) (6) (6) (8) (8)

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

3 3 10 3 4 7 8 2 8 1z
Total Number of Months of No Activity

k\¥ 1 2 - 1 1 2 2 - 4 L 4//

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

The listing of grand juries for this district is continued in Appendix A.

COMMENT: This district reported the occurrence of a few notoriety
cases requiring extra-large panels for selection often lasting a num-
ber of days. The multiple voir dire technique is also employed by
this court. The new statistical reporting of this technique along
with the occurrence of highly publicized cases were factors resulting
in the increased JUI in the past fiscal year. Florida Middle further
reported instances in which costs of unused jury panels were assessed

against parties when non-use of the panel was attributable to their
delay.
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FLORIDA MIDDLE

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975

L____6__1 judgeships

1 51 Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

I .

- Nl R

- Estimated
k*%’i@sﬁ{f;;fiS 252,000 | 166,300 | 32,500

k 100% 20.6 o 79.4 4 100% 21.8 % 78.2 %)

5 # Juror Utilization B
Fiscal AR : o : ’ % Not % Selected juror 'é‘ ‘
Year : Selected, or Usa
: i . ge ok
: 4l Serving or . <
A Challenged Serving Index
1971 - 2 5 33.5 51.9 25,46
1972 S 32.7 52.4 23.35
1973 ¢ PG j 32.7 54.0 21.84
1974 : 19,2 69.1 17.74%
1975 33 21.1 66.0 20.00 A0
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FLORIDA SOUTHERN

Tthe}2 Month
L Peried !

3,300 885 20.4 5.46

. Hoursper -

; : Session - o

Howrsie 1 Jurorsper
-Sassion. Sessfon. © o1 o Session

(T GRAND JURY NUMBER {ffic Mubert)- .
74-6 747 748 75-1 75-2 75-3 75=4 75-5 75-6 74-1 I
W O] O] O] W] W (L) L Ol ®

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

4 5 5 7 8 7 3 2 1 3

Total Number of Months of No Activity

B N RN Y

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.
The listing of giand juries for this district is continued in Appendix A.

COMMENT: The district reported a large number of instances in which
a jury panel persent for voir dire was not used due to last minute
pleas, settlements and continuances. These occurrences have the
effect of increasing the percent of jurors who are not selected,
serving or challenged while decreasing the percent selected or ser-

ving which is evidenced by Florida Southern's historical comparison
data.
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FLORIDA SOUTHERN

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE —
FISCAL YEAR 1975

|___7_J Judgeships

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

$ 280,500 | 159,300 41,000 79,90q/) 448 $ oy

(L 1o0% 35.6 5| 64.4 % |  100% w.l g | 5.9 % )

DRICAL. COMPARISO

: o 7?’ Juror Utilization :
Vor (A IE A
b : cﬁ;ﬁ:fgzﬁ Serving Index
1971 : 7 B ug.2 U2.6 29.68
1972 : : ' - g 43.0 | U, 6 25.20 0%
1973 o 32.2 54,1 20.82
1974 22, j 23.8 59.u 19.02 0
1975 08 28.5 56.8 18.78 ,
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GEORG!A NORTHERN

- "ESTIMATED GRAND JUROR COSTS

b Averge
Cost per

74,700 % 673 $ 3u )

74-1| 74-3 74-4 ‘ 75-1 75=2| 75-3 75-4 | 75-5
L] M L] (1) (1) (1) (1)

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month

(1) 1)

Period
4 1 12 5 11 9 7 6
Total Number of Months of No
\ 1 L 5 - 3

1 - 1 1 -J
*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT: This district reported a notoriety case requiring an extra-
large panel for selection of the jury.

Activity

Although such an occurrence
tends to have an adverse effect on the utilization statistics, Georgia
Northern again showed improvement in its JUI.
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE

FISCAL YEAR 1975

1__6__1 Judgeships

1____%_1 Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

GEORGIA NORTHERN

g
<) 262,500

155,900

100%

52.9

Fiscal
Year

Juror Utilization

% Not
Selected,
Serving or
Challenged

% Selected
or
Serving

Juror
Usage
Index

24,6

55.6

15.8

63.5

17.3

6l.4

15.9

6.5

18.7

59.4
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GEORGIA MIDDLE GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

i : B
75-1] 74-2| 75-2
) (3) (5)

Total Number of Monthe ‘:1 Existence in the 12 Month Period

12 12 3

Total Number of Months of No Activity

10 g 1 | 4//

*See Appendix 3 for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.
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GEORGIA MIDDLE

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE —
FISCAL YEAR 1975

I_._2__l Judgeships

\ 7 y Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

8l My i 198 113 85

&100% 47.6 % 52.4 % 100% 57.1 % u2.9 %j

Juror Utilization

o % Not % Selected Juror
Year Selected, " e
Serving or ;
Challenged Serving Index

15.: 55.1

18.6 58.3

20.9 57 .4

16.5 57.2

10.4 65.6
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D L SRR S e
O o i sz: 'z@a BEROF
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i Lo AN BRY NUROER (960 Nl
75-1] 75-2 | 74-2 | 7u4-3
8 (2) () ()

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

8 1 2 9

Total Number of Months of No Activity

\ 1 - 2 7 J

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT: The implementation of the new reporting procedures for mul-
tiple jury selecting is one factor accounting for the increase in

this district's JUI in fiscal year 1975. Georgia Southern makes ex-
tensive use of this utilization technique and its success is evidenced
by the fact that only 6.4% of the total available persons were not
selected, serving or challenged.
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE
FISCAL YEAR 1975

1__;9'_1 judgeships

{ 6 ; Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

GEORGIA SOUTHERN

60.3 % 39.7 %/

Year

1971

1972

1973

% Not
Selected,
Serving or

Challenged

9% Selected
or
Serving

Juror
Usage
Index

23.6

53.3

51.8

56.7

1974

1975

57.2

72.8
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LOUISIANA EASTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

/’%ﬁml‘dt;gﬁb& Tho e
in Existerspe
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gt
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La,nexemi : 7 scxsama oo Session L Bew 3‘3& SO Gessian o
g T A § RE TR iy o ,' R
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, Lmz per b g -
ma sston f\ wuarDay T

\ 56,600 $ 1492 $ 2L )
0 e R s
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Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

1 6 5 } 12 12 1

N

7 5 1
Total Number of Months of No Activity

|

\__- 3 3 1[3 4 p) - - J

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE

FISCAL YEAR 1975

L____g__j Judgeships

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

9,00u

/A Tt
RS
> of

[

L.OUISIANA EASTERN

B

 GemeDays | 100% 59. 69
Al 1> 5L,

- Estimated g
k Cost” § 229,500

136,800

198 131 67 552 331 221
) T ——
100% 66.2 9 33.8 % 100% 60.0 % 40.0 %)
“'4‘,: (3 . DA 2 O
furor Utilization
Fiscal % Not .
Year Selected, % SeliCtEd ijjt;;o;
Serving or o &
Challenged Serving Index
1971 24,5 57.6 21.26
1972 23.2 53.3 16.96
1973 18.3 56.5 15.35
1974 18.4 56 .4 16.10
K 1975 17.7 59.6 16,31
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LOUISIANA MIDDLE

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

55 1,133 384 20.6

- ‘(_\7 R ’, B G . E
fumrsm o
' Sesgm

= ii&ursan o

S(lam)i“f i o Yo
: besman ST Sess

(:m‘ ezz

T

t “
ey

C;sst pmr "‘@‘,:

23 4/)

(0 L AN JURY NUMBER {Sfice Number)

74-2 | 74-3 | 75-1| 75-2 | 75-3
(3) (3) (3) (3| @)

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

8 3 5 6 2 [ l

Total Number of Months of No Activity

N P l:l ]

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbe's.

COMMENT: This district reported that a notoriety case was set for
trial with a panel of 156 prospective jurors called for voir dire.
Just prior to selection of the jury, a change of venue was granted
and the case was transferred from the district. Excluding this
case from Middle Louisiana's juror utilization figures would have
resulted in a JUI of 19.67 for fiscal year 1975, while the percent
selected or serv1ng would have been H0.7% and the percent not se-
lected, serving or challenged would have been 26.3%. This one case
had such a large effect on the utilization figures because of the
relatively small amount of jury trial activity within Louisiana
Middle --- 18 jury trial days with 510 total available jurors re-
ported for fiscal year 1975.
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LOUISIANA MIDDLE

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -~
FISCAL YEAR 1975

L___J;1 fudgeships

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

RN

L Nadiered

. Eetimeted - i «
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=g
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SOt | Serving indox
1971
1972
1973
1974 ]
URCE




Ty

LOUISIANA WESTERN

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

/ﬂ S Sera ‘i?’f?ﬂ?;l"‘i "i}ﬁ”le?‘%ﬂmﬁi‘ﬁ%{{ : :%\!umh;,"} PRERET L _\\
75-1] 74~2! 75-1| 75-2 | 75-3 | 75-4 k
(L) ©)) (5) (5) (5) 1 (5)

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month [ 2riod

4 3 6 8 3 1

Total Number of Months of No Activity

\\_f 2 3 2 1 - Y,

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT: Multiple voir dire is a utilization technique often employ-
ed by the judges of this district., The revision of reporting pro-
cedures for this technique partially accounts for the increase in

the JUI of Louisiana Western in fiscal year 1975, However, the use
of this procedure has enabled the district to improve its utilization
of jurors as evidenced by the sharp increase in the percent of jurors
selected or serving and the corresponding decrease in the percent not
selected, serving or challenged.
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LOUISIANA WESTERN

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975 i

1___3_1 Judgeships

|__£1 Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

T Eed |
e 3 122,700 | 75,000 | 22,100

86 54 32 238 133 105

\_ 100% 62.8 o 37.2 4 100% 55.9 % Hlo% )

A OMPARISQ

Juror Utilization
Fiscal 9% Not o
Year Selected, % Selected Juror
A or Usage
Serving or .
Challenged Serving Index
1971 48.3 40.9 26.81 SR
1972 35.0 4g8.7 23.19
1973 Sl us.o 38.1 24,40
1074 kRS 1 30.6 53.5 16.48 |
1975 [EAGRIEEAd 20.9 61.1 18,10 |
\ Rtk ;’{‘“ RS T
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ISSISSIPPI NORTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

//7bm Number. b
i Exi&i&ncg
m the 12 Memhj '
CPariod o
RUMBER B -
~GRAND mms, 2 L 1 1 1
ﬁ.:‘#ﬁ%ﬁ
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(3) (3
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
.

Total Number of Months of No Activity

|

3 1

2 |

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT: The revision of the statistical veporting of multiple jury
selection is to be viewed as a factor accounting for the increase in
the JUI of this district in fiscal year 1975. The judges of Missis-
sippi Northern make effective use of this utilization technique which
has resulted in only 9.2% of those jurors reporting to the courthouse

not being selected, serving or challenged.
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MiSSISSIPPI NORTHERN

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975

1___2_1 Judgeships

{ LH Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

- Estimated

$

o -ost

50 18 32 131 61 70

\  100% 36.0 % 64.0 % 100% 46.6 % 53.4 %j

O DEAD ()
Juror Utilization

F\;Se‘:" SZ‘;Je?;Ei % Selected Jjuror

Serving o’r O.r Usage

Challenged Serving Index
1971 31.6 52.9 25,75
1972 31.5 51.2 26.79  [HerHRE
1973 20.6 59.7 21,70 S
1974  [DEEE 11,8 71.5 12.71
1975} s WU 0.2 71.0 18.92 1%
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MISSISSIPPI SOUTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

TR BT T
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Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Montfi Period
5 4

Total Number of Months of No Activity

\\_3 3 4//

¥See Appendi~ B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers,

COMMENT: The increase in the JUI in fiscal year 1975 is at least
partially attributable to the new reporting instructions for mul-
tiple jury selection. This district often selects two or more
juries from one panel of prospective jurors thus more fully
utilizing each juror's time in court.
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MISSISSIPPI SOUTHERN

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975

1 31 judgeships

L__L Maces of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

(. Mumber | 14 035 2,342 611 1,082
=l Qf = ]
jurorDays®|  100% 58.0% 15.1 % 26.8%

G“ggff@“ $ 107,700 | 62,500 | 16,300

fﬂiﬁaf
65 LpLy 21 180 118 62
&100% 67.7 % 32.3 % 100% 65.6 % 4.4 0_//

juror Utilization

Fiscal NG —
Year ° Selected, % Se‘l;c ed Juror
Serving or . 8
Challenged Serving index

1971 54,3 37.7

1972 u3.u 45.2

1973 47.1 40,5

1974 28.0 59.2

P 26.8 58.0
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TEXAS NORTHERN

2,015

- Session

par

- firor

Day

31

iy },ui“ L
e

| GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Numbe®y . -

75-1 | 73-1 | 74-1 | 74-2 | 74-3 | 75-1 | 75-2 | 7
(1) (3) 3 (3) (3) 3) (3) (5)
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
1 12 6 5 10 12 12 6 5 12
Total Number of Months of No Activity
- 10 3 5 5 2 6 1 1 9
N _/

*See Appendix B for u listing of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT :

The multiple jury selection technique is sometimes used by

this district, and the implementation of the revised reporting of this
technique should be viewed as a factor having an adverse effect on the

JUI.
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE —
FISCAL YEAR 1975

l____ﬁ__; judgeships

! 6 ; Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

TEXAS NORTHERN

- Estimated

204,100

133,100

135

143 76 67 458 272 186
. 100% 53.1 ¢ 46.9 o 100% 59.4 o 40.6 %)
AL COMPARISON!
0 Juror Utilization
Fiscal v % Not N
Year Se/lected, % Sec}:,cted lﬂ‘:;o‘:
Serving or . &
Challenged Serving Index
1971 d 5 23.7 63.4 19.24
1972 26.8 60.3 17.64
1973 i 18.7 65.5 18.34
1974 19.1 63.6 19.26 5
1975 18.5 65.2 19.29



TEXAS EASTERN

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

14,300 % 1,021 48
W30 D )

¢ o s L A P U D T T T
G 7 GRAND JURY NUMBER (Ofce Mumbert) -\
75-1 | 742
(L) (6)

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

Total Number of Months of No Activity

[
\\‘ 7 7 | )

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT: The revisicn of the statistical reporting of the multiple
jury selection 1s one factor acecounting for the increase in Texas
Eastern's JUI in the past fiscal year. This utilization technique
is extensively employed by the judges of this district in an attempt
to maximize the service of each jurcr reporting to court.
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TEXAS EASTERN

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975

l__.é.l judgeships

1 6 1 Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

2,565 734 581

100% 66.1% 18.9%

k 100% 78.4 % 21.6 % 100% 81.6 % 18.4

&

Juror Utifization

Fiscal % Not N
Year SS:/I;‘% :;:It;é c(l), r % Se;?cted LJJ Lsx;’g;

Challenged Serving Index
1971 NREA 71.7 16.63
1972 8.0 76.7 15.43
1973 75.8 15.65
1974 72.1 13.42
1975 66.1 15.90

137



TEXAS SOUTHERN

/“Totaf Rgmber [
o i Existencs - 1+ Number on
sinthe 2 Monty | fuly 1, W74 | inihe
"k‘r\ P‘eﬁud - RSB
RAND JURIES. 1L 6 5 n .
5.43

& 4 1 5 - - 12 6 5 -

L GRAND JURY NUVBEE (Offee Nuwbe) . 0ot
42 | 75-1] 74-1 | 75-1 | 75-2 | 741 | 72-1] 741 ] 75-1 | 7417
) @ @ (2) (2) ) | O ) ") (5)
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
9 3 9 L L 12 6 12 4 9
Total Number of Menths of No Activity

M

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbeis.

The listing of grand juries for this district is continued in Appendix A.

COMMENT: The judges of Texas Southern have long used the miltiple
jury selection process. A judge will olten select a large number of
juries from one panel brought in exclusively for a "selection day",
At other times, two or three days at the start of a term will be
used exclusively to select juries for all upcoming cases on the
calendar. Because of this active use of the utilization technique,
the revision of the statistical reporting of these selections is a
prime factor in accounting for the increase in this district's JUI
in the past fiscal year. The effectiveness of the use of multiple
voir dire is evidenced in Texas Southern by the fact that in fiscal

year 1975, 75.0% of all prospective jurors were selected for or
serving on jury trials.
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -—

FISCAL YEAR 1975

L__,_8_1 judgeships

1 55 Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

TEXAS SOUTHERN

Eﬁsﬁm@iﬁﬁﬁ %

ng’g e

167,600

180 34 146 475 168 307
\_ 1oo% 18.9 o 8l.1 o 100% 35.4 % GU.6 %//
" 2 A SMPAR ()
& juror Utilization
Fiscal : B % Not o
Year Sefected, % Se(!)er-,cted L}J:!am;
Serving or . 5
J| Challenged Serving Index
1071 % : il 31.7 55.8 22.13
1972 25.9 62.8 19.77
1973 21.7 65.0 18.23
1974 18.7 67.1 15.46
1975 12.7 75.0 19.06

139




TEXAS WESTERN

\\ - 1

}

. GRAND JUBY NUMBER (Office Number) - 7
752 75-1 73-1 7u-1 75~1 75-2 75-3 741+
(1) a | M (2) (3) (3) 3) (3) 3 )
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
L I 5 L 2 12 10 7 5 12
Total Number of Months of No Activity
l
1 R 5 1 3 2

l?d//

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

The listing of grand juries for this district is continued in Appendix A.

COMMENT: The revision of the statistical reporting of multiple jury

selection is one factnr accounting for the increase in Texas Western's
JUL in the past fiscal year.
often employed by this district to more efficiently utilize each

Jjuror's time.

adverse effent on the utilization statistics.
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The multiple voir dire technique is

This type of occurrence has an

However, sometimes the size of the panel used to con-~
duct the multiple voir dire is large iii comparison to the number of
juries that are actually selected.




PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE
FISCAL YEAR 1975

1___3,; Judgeships

i 6 i Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

TEXAS WESTERN

Estimated
N Cost

$ 136,300

86,300

27,700

o GaiD.
i I

141

113 26 87 283 100 183
\_ 100% 23.0 % 77.0 % 100% 35.3 % 64,7 %)}
DR () DAR ‘
3 - Juror Utilization
Fiscal % Not o
Year Selected, | oot | Jueer
>l Serving or . g
|| Challenged Serving index
1971 Xl 18.9 65.5 15.34 4
1972 28.0 52.5 17.78 e
1973 24.9 55.8 17.89
1974 13.7 69.1 14.20
1975 16.4 63.3 21.92



CANAL ZONE

A{fikﬁairzuﬂﬁéer i S
e Existence 4 Numbe
z%ﬁmiZWhnm 0 }MY1; 1
Petiod b ‘/?, - Period
NUMBER OF .
| GRAND wris| W
ﬂﬁAGE
Sm‘SSlQﬂﬁ . ﬂ‘ iumrenm o *S‘Tﬁﬂm!ﬁ | 5211‘&31&?“!‘""   7 H
Convened ' 5;, $Euﬂon o jﬁksﬂmnff_ft‘,fﬁ: Ses'an .
\i s wwsm oF

o g.:-mmmmsmwn wma cm'fg

: ﬁwaa

" GRAWD JURY NUMEER (Office Number')

|
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

Total Number of Months of No Activity

. _J

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT: The District of the Canal Zone reported that during the
past fiscal year no grand jury system was in operation in this court
according to provisions in Rule 54 (a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure. This accounts for the lack of a grand jury statistical
profile.

This district conducted only 7 jury trials in fiscal year 1975, all

of which were criminal. A small number of jury trials and a predominantly
criminal trial caseload are hindrances to good utilization statistics;
however, the Canal Zone recorded substantial improvement in the areas

of the JUI, the percent selected or serving, and the percent not selected,
serving or challenged.
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CANAL ZONE

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975

I_.__JJ Judgeships

| 21 Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

66 121

15.9%

29.2%

~Estimated
e § 6,500 3,600 | 1,000 1,900)

100% 0.0 ¢ | 100.0 ¢ 100% 0.0 % | 100.0 %/)

Juror Utilization
Ver seheiod, | HSdeced | o
Sﬁg‘{fgfgz'& Serving Index
1971 25.5 65.5 18.35
972 | T 38,2 25,33 A
1973 |3 uEsl | 37.0 1.2 29.11  [shalle
1974 20 (U | 35.2 43.6 27 .54 :
\ 1975 ’ 150 29,2 54,8 21.79
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KENTUCKY EASTERN

7H~2 75-1| 74-2 75-1 7U=1 75-1
L) @M @ (2) (5) (5)

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

3 9 2 10 4 8
Total Number of Months of No Activity

k\»Z 7 2 9 1 - </)

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT: This district often selects two or three juries from a sin-
gle panel of prospective jurors. The revision of the statistical re-
porting of multiple jury selection is thus one factor accounting for
the increase in Kentucky Eastern's JUI in the past fiscal year. The
use of separate impanelment and orientation days and a number of last
minute pleas, settlements, and continuances when a panel is already
present at the courthouse for voir dire are factors that have an ad-
verse effect on the JUI in this district.
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KENTUCKY EASTERN

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975

1
1___2_/2_1 Judgeships

{ 6 | Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

St 7,194 3,920
Coeh
i ;wm MS 1 100% 54, 5%

108,900

752 % 28

10.3

%

juror Utilization
Ve seiod, | Sdeced | Jurr
é;;},l‘:f%g:{i Serving Index
1971 28.8 61.2
1972 28.7 61.3
1973 4l.u U8.7
1974 39.4 51.3
1975 s 35.8 su,5 | 27.05
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KENTUCKY WESTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

ithd 12 Mo July 11974t mm‘wmmh th ;
oPefied o e CPeriod Pe"msi

7 5 2 3 4

1,048 280 20.5 5.48

ﬁmw¢mn S wa%mﬁkf,,fjmcmnw”;f qu&pw
Seﬁssm 3 Sesaxon b sesnmn _j Ses.man

b A%fm;f\ NU’V!EER m /

i mrag& : ;
T4 Cost per
}umr ﬂay

U7,7oo 543 6 )

Gs??‘ Mo WR?‘ N’UM&?R (O:mm ﬁ‘wmbm )

74-2 | 75-1 | 74-1 74=2 | 75-1 | 74-1 |74-1
(L (L (3) (3) €)) ) . G)

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Perjod

2 7 7 12 J 4 12 12
Total Number of Months of No Activity

2 6 3 2 | - 10 11
N 1 Y,

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT: A number of instances of last minute settlements, pleas

and dismissals occurred in this district in the past fiscal year.

This results in panels of prospective jurors being available for

voir dire and then sent home unused for that day. Such occurrences
have had an adverse effect on Kentucky Western's utilization statistics.
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE

FISCAL YEAR 1975

i
L1 judgeships

L . - . I
1 1 Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

| Juror Days

ol

KENTUCKY WESTERN

" Estimaed
. Fost Y 08,600

52 21

52 7L

& 100%

%

41.3 %

Juror Utilization

ol % Not % Selected Juror
Year Selected, o Usage
Serving or ; 8
Challenged Serving Index

1971 37.5

1972 T

1973 5.3

1974 45,7

\_ 1975 bh-, 4
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MICHIGAN EA

STERN

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

“Total umber F L} Mumber ¢ 3 7 P&ﬁi‘*}z}é{,:-yfﬁ_; T T
5n%mﬂmmsW" :&ﬁm&mwﬂ’ﬁ;* %mp&wk& b 9hduﬁﬁﬁ i'&,?Nth?Qﬂ?;l
Cin 2&393"&%;}*% Mgf'ﬁ '59/4*; 1 nthe 12 o ti‘r;.a;f inthe iz Mcmth + June 30,4975
?ér?gﬁ SV B R s s S ?ﬁ‘.”m«« N S e
- MUMBER OF.
(ﬁgﬁéuﬁgﬁm&fp 12 6 6 7 5
CTOTALS 205 4,192 1,182 20.4 5.77
; ’_ﬁé‘:asééms }u rorsin :huu.s i E j‘m‘érspi?t; erspe,
~ Convened ‘%gsssm o wz.wwa b Sess_imv < o Sass'ean
\_ B E ‘VSSé?JRfE‘B&R« m?- S . AVERA A,Numsx:za GF /z
(" ESTINATED CRAND JUROR COST5
i "‘,zﬁv»vage o Average
'-1“1‘?bta§ i Gostoper 0 F o Cost per.
e Zﬁzgzﬁakmn o Cluror Bay
K 99,400 485 $ 24 )

(e GRAND JURY N&éﬁfé&&i’i 0fice Numbor™) . NN
74=1 75-1 72=-1 73-1 74-1 74-2 74-3 75-1 75=2 75-3 L
L) M) (2) @) (2) (2) (2) (2) @] @

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
11 L 5 3 1 L 10 6 11 10 5
Total Number of Months of No Activity
|
3 - - 3 { 1 - 1 - 1 i,
" J

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

The vlist:‘mg of grand juries for this district is continued in Appendix A.

COMMENT: In fiscal year 1975, Michigan Eastern reported a large num-
ber of notoriety cases., These cases often involved multiple defen-
dants, concerned criminal narcotics charges and often the cases had
received extensive pre-trial media coverage. Extra-large panels of
prospective jurors were called due to the number of challenges
anticipated in these types of trials which often required several
days for jury selection. Further, many last minute settlements,
pleas and continuances were reported which resulted in non-use of
available jurors. These factors should be taken into account when
reviewing this district’'s utilization performance as they had an
adverse influence on the statistics.
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MICHIGAN EASTERN

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -~
FISCAL YEAR 1975

! 10 i judgeships

L_____%_J Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

Bumibar
_ Juor Days

T Eatmated o 4 \
L Cost § 504,100 | 320,600 38,300 wl,lod 535 $ 26

Juror Utiliza'ti;n

Veur sihoog, | Sdeced | Jurr

gﬁ;\l’!‘:fgz‘g Serving Index
111 | 20.2 71.3 18.92
o 8 6.5 66.14 16.97
73 GRS r N TR 16.56
1974 578 28.8 63.1 19.98
1975 el 500 28.0 B Ut 20.60
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GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

_ Numbe L pe ATy
; D mﬂyd .,_1_Nhnﬁwrgﬁ» _
;wnha1¢MQMﬁi»*aﬁw?%mﬁmvx June 30, 1035
§grg’4u s ztﬁzitgg oo Pedtugd L CE e e
- 1 -
1
77 20.0 5.50
§ o D S U e “" :
Hoavsie ¢ Jurorslupe
‘ o Sesglon
~— - iy
5 # AGE "“L’a sz‘ e @.?f" . /

J

4 4:
i"\‘») u«,«s‘ “1' ]\’?

74-1 ! | |

i ! ! ;

Ol . | 1 L

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
y | | |
1 | |

Towal Number of Months of No Activity

! f z f
s | B

*See Apperdix & fora listing ot Oftice Numes and Numoers,

f_w‘ﬁ

11

COMMENT: The revision of the statistical reporting of multiple jury
selection is one factor accounting for the increase in the JUI in this
district in fiscal year 1975 as compared to 1974. Michigan Western
makes effective use of this utilization technique which is evidenced
by the fact that 8L.U4% of all prospective jurors are selected for or

serving on jury trials while only 8,3% are not selected, serving or
challenged.
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -—

FISCAL YEAR 1975

L_ 2.1 judgeships

LY Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

b

L m
ST

 farer Days

MICHIGAN WESTERN

100% 50.0 % 50.0 % 100% 66.9 %
A OMPAR ()
Juror Utilization

Fiscal % Not % Selected Juror
Year Selected, o Usage

Serving or X

Challenged Serving fndex
1971 9.2 80.7 15.03
1972 13.3 74.3 15.16
1973 gs 8.3 84.8 13.97
1974 it L.2 88.8 12.16
1975 8.3 81.u 14,70
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OHIO NORTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

/’Tgifﬁumﬁm SE e
inExistence - 1 Num :
i the 12 Montf» iy T, 10 - fdm tﬁe 12 Mmzh :
Period oL o Perjod
i“:;aawv ;u JES 9 5 Lt 3 6
um&ag .
773 ToTALS 88 1,762 486 20.0 5.52
? ":Qeiélzéﬂ; =    *"‘ }Ji‘O?’S no Hrsumsn ",;"}iff'ersﬁﬁf S Hoursp pcr |
?‘anven"d’ Sesqwn CBgssfon Sesseon Sesazon
\ :.ﬁsuggs&@ ’s: AVE&AGE NUM&ER m*: /
- ,§ ﬁMAﬁMEG@ﬁN@’UQWE{E%WS @ng
i ‘ f&veraﬂ&
_{Esst pnr
ST ‘ﬁ § v TP urbi Day
: 0
\ 47,300 $ 538 $ 27 J
T Y TR T LT T T A
o Tt e GRAND JURY MUMBER {Offico Number®t) .\

73-L | 73-3 | 74-1 | 74-2 | 75-1 | 75-2 | 75-3| 74-1 | 75-1
1) 1) ) (L) ) (1) ) 3) (3)

Thital Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

J
1 5 12 12 11 L 9 7 3 8
Total Number of Months of No Activity

I

- 1 12 7 7

*see Appendix B for a listing »f Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT: This district reported the occurrence of two notoriety
cases in the past fiscal year requiring extra-large panels for jury
selections lasting more than one day. A large number of last minute
settlements, pleas and continuances resulting in the non-use of en-
tire jury panels was also reported. These two factors combined to
have an adverse effect on the utilization figures for this district.
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE
FISCAL YEAR 1975

L____B_l fudgeships

! 3 y Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

(" it -

Cligp
huror Bays

OHID RORTHERN

_ Estimzied 4
\odst Y

. 259,900

140,600

121 61 60 u78 225 253
\ 100% 50.10 9 H9.6 % 100% 47.1 % 52.9 %i)
OMPAR ®

Juror Utilization
Fiscal 2 % Not % Selected jurer
Year i)]  Selected, or Usage

il Serving or ) Ind
Challenged Serving ndex
P

1971 U1.6 52.8 24,93
1972 5 39.2 5S4y 20,04
1973 |8 36.6 55.5 18.89
1974 g 31.0 51.2 17.02
1975 36.6 54,1 20.61
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GRAND jUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

R o 1 /Huiber
a1 o Impaneled ) - N,,smb:;u m
i the gg»ﬁmmh ‘ ‘,;w‘ﬂ ?53?4{— “1ointhe 12 M anﬁ R D Mmm ﬁ”ﬁ‘ 59 ?“?3
S Pedio Tiie : Perfad Period =
5 2 L 3
1,117 403 18.9 6.83
1o 'MR?@ oo | H(s win. }ur&ssgm k Hciéfs fgje% -
¢ Wi ﬂ S(ﬁ*ﬁii@f! ? . \QC(GY* v, g SS‘QYT S
MUMBER @F v.o&mwzr MUNBER OF )
bl : .

X

SRANE ;Jf‘a}é"‘ {‘m’w :

B8 a;zw% 3 £

gv:,: zz(,w ;

LQ:)? per : ')

ﬁufm’ Em- .

(J

N

\ 8

7H=1 74=2 7Uu-1 75-1 72-1 74-—-]_ 75—l
(1) (1) (2) (2) (3) 3) 3)
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
10 12 11 2 5 2 11
Total Number of Months of No Activity
L ;
5 3 0 - | 5 2 1y L

*See Appendix B for a listing of Ctrice Names and Numbers.
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OHI0 SOUTHERN

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975

{ 55 judgeships

L 4 j Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

/( Y sf‘ém*w |
Caf ‘

Curoy Daye

p—

NG m’w R k §> ). STy
PR aery 4 L —
5 ;ar»iffﬂfa'»gj § l
o Cost 139,700 94,700 17,900} 27,200 ug7 . 26

minal
89 46 43 281 160 121
| 100% 51.7 % 48.3 % 100% 56.9 % 43.1 % )

juror Utilization

Qiii' Sgﬁ;’;&) % Se:?cted é l;;;;
gﬁg‘llll:r%gg'g Serving Index

1971 19.5 71.3

1972 | 21.6 68.1

1973 g 22.8 6u.7

1974 20.8 66.5

\_ 1975 19.5 67.8
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TENNESSEE EASTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

/Tl Muwher L

Codn i;i?:;:’}éli&ﬁbgf. “b Numbet
nshe iz o |

Csged

7 Numberon )
4 June ?1’3,’}??3?"]

oR

6 4 2 2 L

O usagr

s %%;msn N’/o/ urosspee | Hoursper

o Sessions )1 B : ,
St oGesden o po o Sesston o - Session i Segsion

= C*;m‘«'éhe d ek

o gl

e Db aveRace NUMBER OF /

el

T iR,
\_ | o NuMBER

/"7 _ESTIMATED GRAND {JIRGR COSTS
o Average | Aerage
wem | cetpr | 0 covper
Ceh s b Bension ]/0 T uror Day.

&u,zoo $ 525 $ 26 p
(T o GRanD JURY MUMBER (Offic Mamber?)
4=l | 74-l | 75-1] 73-1 ] 75-1 | 7i-1

ey (2) (2) (3) (3) )

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

12 3 L. 5 2 12
Total Number of Months of No Activity

10 2 3 4 1 11
\ _J

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numébers.

COMMENT: This district occassionally makes use of the multiple Jury
selection technique to select two or three juries from one panel of
prospective jurors. The revision in the statistical reporting of
this technique was a factor having an adverse influence on Tennessee
EBastern's JUI. However, this distrist recorded a slight improvement
in this category of utilization statistics.



TENNESSEE EASTERN

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE —
FISCAL YEAR 1975

L_____EJ Judgeships

| LH Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

e

Q

_ juret Days

- Estimiaged
o et P 93,600 60,900 10,900

103 87 56 219 136 83

kmo% 60.8 9 39.2 % 100% 62.1 % 37.9 %/

Juror Utilization

i % Not % Selected juror
Year Selected, or Usage
Serving or h
Challenged Serving Index

27.0 63.1

24.0 63.7

6l.4

63.3

65.1




TENNESSEE MIDDLE

GRAND jUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

/%‘Qtai Mumber
in Emstenm ,
‘m the 12 Maﬁth 3

Petind

- Mumber

: -‘.:i impancied
,m the 12 M@nm
_ Peripd

e'T2Maxﬁh 3
“Peringd o

""ﬁw‘,ﬂa ;ﬁmm

s ToTALS

15

293

19.5

o Sessions O}
lonvened- |

jixv‘fji‘ﬁnb ’,
sc%mn s

T purers par
Se.-»:mn -

o HUM&E%\ QE’

'

m‘wmm GRAND ;uma cm"rs \)

Awmﬁa o
: _;th ger
Besslony ot

300 < 553
e § $

CBR

AND IURY NUMBE

RUQHfice Mugmber™}

74-1

(3) )

75-1

10

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

2

o

Total Number of M
l

!

|

onths of No Activity

_J/

*See Appendix B ror a iisting of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT :

This district reported an instance when parties to a civil

suit paid the costs of the civil jury panel when the case was con-
tinued on the day set for jury selection.

160



TENNESSEE MIDDLE

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -—
FISCAL YEAR 1975

1___%4 Judgeships

! 3 } Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

TEsgmeted s
et 3 73500 | 3o, | 10,600 | 23,200 ) | wes § e

83 38 L5 151 73 78

| 100% 45.8 o 54.2 g 100% 48.3 % 51.7 %)

juror Utilization
xizca:l Sge?t?d % Selected Juror
Serving o or Usage
Chatllenged Serving Index

49.9

h3.2

36.4 54,7

45.1 6.8

33.6 53.4

31.7 53.8
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TENNESSEE WESTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

T Namber

‘¥mpanefed
‘ Permtl
ﬁUMBEf%GY'
( GRAND JURIES * : 2 2 2
' %’?AGE
59 1,243 412 21.1 6.98

*jurers xki ' t*iadr&;m;f UL Turors 8
e ‘<e5‘mn ] ; ‘*‘ﬁﬁamn .

G

4;4‘;;@3&3&& cﬂ:

' | QSTKM,&‘T;& GRAND wmﬂ CbE’%;@

: ujﬁxyerﬁgaf

(,/\ “ b) ‘ v ; i /g“w e g« ; }- vﬁi‘f %szﬁk “M%'% i ﬁ§&£} f‘i*ﬁ;ﬁgﬁfjiq : R
74-1 75 l 7= l 75= l
(1) (L) (2) (2)

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period —J

5 6 6 6 J

Total Number of Months of No Activity

N e "

*See Appendix B for a iisting or Orfice Names and Numbers.
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TENNESSEE WESTERN

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -—
FISCAL YEAR 1975

3
L1 Jjudgeships

2
1 1 Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

4 Number
oveE e

ﬁ%zm‘zr Days 100% 66.39, 20.2% 13.5% 16.82
- NS .

(_ 100% 39.4 o 60.6 g 100% 37.3 % | 62.7 %

oo Uizt
Fiscal % Not % Selected Juror
Year Selected, or Usage
Serving or . Ind
Challenged Serving naex
1971 15.5 73.8
1972 13.2 72.5
1973 12.2 71.8 15.86
1974 71.5
1975 o SRRl 13.5 66.3 16.82

163



7
I






ILLINOIS NORTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975
Tomitwwber | . 1 Number T o Number T Gy e
CinSuistence | Numberon: | impaneled . | Discharggd - | Nﬂmhﬂ”’f:‘\
inthe 12 Momth | - js}si}{,}) 1974 f inthe 12 Monih | in the 12 Month ¢ }_fln‘t;:?s,ﬁ{wﬁ‘?%: :
CoPerod . Lo Paried o o Peried e L T
» fsﬁtﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬂﬁiﬁﬁ 24 10 1 17
" 330 6,598 1,686 20.0 5.11
CoBesdons 0 Juretsin ] o HEOrsin - 0 wossper v Hoursper
T Comenedt b USesdion U] Sassen 0| Sesien LY Sesston
/7o ESTIMATED CRAND.JUROR COSTS
= i ine g T R ¥ty .,;’ i
e Joabe - 1Y Gostper oo Costoper
@ g B Srialen | 'Lgﬂn;ax—nﬂ%»;:r,,:
B L 2855100 R - B
\_ 162,800 $ 493 $ 25
73-1 73=2 74-1 742 ¥ 74-3 74=5 74.-7 748 74-10| 74~13 4
L €3] e W | L €3] €] ) (1)

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

I
9 10 2 9 l 1 12 4 7 12 1

Total Number of Months of No Activity

\_ 6 | % | - 6{—7-— m - - )

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.
1 The listing of grand juries for this district is continued in Appendix A.

COMMENT: This district reported a number of notoriety cases which
required extra-large panels for selection of a jury. This type of
occurrence tends to have an adverse effect on utilization statistics
and should be taken into account when reviewing Illinois Northern's
data.,

In the spring of this year a study was conducted by the University of
Chicago Law School at the court involving the use of mock juries.
Approximately 130 jurors involved in this study were paid for by the
U.S. government and reported in the JS-11 statistics as part of the
total available jurors. As these jurors were not used for actual
juries in trdial, their inclusion in the data should be viewed as
having an adverse effect on the utilization statistics.
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ILLINCIS NORTHERN

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975

L.,}._E.JJ.J }udgeships

{___3;_| Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiszal year)

e
hlustber 1,870 4,202
Cenpf o
- jurey Days | 11.2% 25.2%
Rams ) RN N T
3 R s S \

. 2
s 372,000

167

165 66 99 988 t36 552
\_ 100% 40.0 % 60.0 ¢ 100% 4,1 % 55.9 %j
}
CAL COMPARISO
Juror Utilization
Fiscal % Not
Year Selected % Selected Juror
Y or Usage
Serving or ,
Challenged Serving Index
1971 ! 36.4 55.3 24.58
1972 % {l  32.8 58.3 17.77
1973 | iR 0 3u.y 54.9 L4 e
1974 s 25.4 6L4.5 16.75 0
1975 : 25.2 h3.6 16.87



ILLINOIS EASTERN

ﬁ “;z;m Neb“ﬁﬁer
. us%em:e :
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C}.«.
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CRUNBEROF 3 . L . L
- GRAND HURIES

668 2113
b iﬂuﬂ%lfz L R o
: SESQEQ;" o ; . Q ‘Ségsiqﬁ ﬂ ‘3 S i
D wz«%m;:; Numﬁm j

O Agerags
Tostger
mwm @”\/

‘:. s e sy T e ! =
: PR 7U-1 75-1.
@ e 6 -
Total N aber -.f Months in Existence it: the 12 Month Period
|
2 9 10 [
Total Number of Months of No Adtivity

. 2 6 | 3 i /

*See Appendix B for a !isting of Office Names and Nurihers,




PETIT JURGCR USAGE PROFILE -~
FISCAL YEAR 1975

2

Judgeships

1 3 1 Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

 Nuber -

ILLINOIS EASTERN

) ‘@*d»’l .
Jusor Days 100% 56.9y 21.%%

' - S i — ,({ff;x, S5~ o,
:23"601' S §°7D7w.! : f b
/mw%. . . iegp i v ; 86 : '72. .  ‘—‘»..
Rt g e besomecd )

4s,400 | 17, 300 665 9 29

T . . e

o Tatgd Crirna
65
~“m_mmw_;h_,u,-_‘w+“# o S S S
\  100% 2.6 g | 75.4 % 100% 21.7 % [ 78.3 %

Juror Utilization

I—;i(sezl Ntsmizew y, SC}? NtOEj % Selected Juror
"H‘\“iu;;{& ' S:r\?icng or or Usage
o mtr“!f‘-gg < Challenged Serving Index
1971 30.2 5G.6 19.62
1972 31.3 53.3 19.39
1973 25.9 51.2 22,22
1974 32.8 48.3 25,03
21.5 56.9 22.73

1975 .~ . .

\ i
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GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975
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© GRAND ;umfsﬁ
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o :

Amefaﬁe
Cost ng)r ;
Sessmn

k. ERAND JURY UMD

R {Gifice Number®)

PN

(3) (3)
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75-1 75=-2
@ | © |

12 12

Total Number of Months in Lxistence in the 12 Month

3 1 ‘L

Period

L L

N

Total Number of Months of No Activity

|

|
{

— -

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

170



ILLINOIS SOUTHERN

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -—
FISCAL YEAR 1975

1 2 | judgeships

\ h y Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

f ;gg;ﬁ;?wrf 1,918 1,058 265 595
et
jworDays | 100% 55.2% 31.0%

Q@Sg 4‘9‘: - g A

bﬁsmm‘i $ 42,800 23,600 | 5,900

\  100% - 30.3 ¢ 69.7 9 100% 19.5 % 80.5 %j

Al> COMPARISO

Juror Utilization

Ve sohroq, | odoced | Jurr

éﬁ;{,’:ﬁggé Serving Index
1971 48.9 45.7 26.U8
1972 46.8 4y, 2 23.92
1973 49,6 4o, 2 25.08 | YedbeE
1974 31.7 54,5 22.88 | ;
1975 31.0 55.2 22.05 [4RID: ;“
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INDIANA NORTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

/’%ﬁﬁﬂmmxr Mumber
~ tmpadeled
?ened :J?’Vﬁf oo e M Dol
/wmggg? . , , ) )
{’""Ki%ﬂ?} JURIES
un 8C5 273 20.1 6.82
L B A T ‘» B g - - V ,vr SE e
ﬂ»sqanb 0 o ;aanssn : ";'; ;;jgfﬁrgﬁeg}  ‘ak**¢;0ﬁrspg§§i*
{mayered %}: T Se%msn : SeSﬁbn ;5; "‘~liSesﬁcn '
\ S NUME;%R m* ~ 5.  : ! .‘3 ‘;; Aycgmg mums&g oF"
swmwm GRAND JUROR €0STS * ™\
e  Average. A f%J“ﬁMﬁ? ol
Tt oo f Cost mr : v bt per
\ 32,100 $ 302 $ uo /
(s GRAND JURY NUMBER (Ofe Mambert) . 9
731 | 751 | 7ue1 | 75-1 |
@] @ & @ |
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
L 12 9 L
Total Number of Months of No Activity

| |
NI L NN N J

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT: This district reported a number of notoriety trials requir-
ing large jury panels for voir dire due to the nature of the cases
and the number of challenges and excuses anticipated in such trials.
These occurrences are factors hindering effective utilization of
jurors and should be taken into account when reviewing Indiana
Northern's statistics.
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INDIANA NORTHERN

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -—
FISCAL YEAR 1975

t_____a_g Judgeships

! Ur| Places of Holding Court {(with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

2,901
Cpwordays | 100% 49, 2%
© Estimated !
_~fost  § 167,800 82,600 | 31,500 | 53,700

rimiel,
96 27 69 229 74 155
\  100% 28.1 % 71.9 % 100% 32.3 % 67.7 99

o 1!|7i
F\i,scal % Not % Selected Juror
ear §ele_cted, or Usage
Serving or .

Challenged Serving Index

1971 30.0 52.0

1972 : 25.0 54.4
1973 % 34.0 49.3 22.89
1974 GG 34.7 u5,6 23.53
\ 1975 5;;2%,@ 32.0 ug,2 25.73
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INDIANA SOUTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

/Tma‘ i‘«iumb; S T
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Total Number of Months in Existence in tne 12 Month Period

1 4 7 4

Total Number of Months of No Activity
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*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE
FISCAL YEAR 1975

L__il Judgaships

|__i| Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

681

21.3 %

INDIANA SOUTHERN

_ Estimated g

~4$ 96,400

\_ 100% 56.3 % 43,7 % 100% 54.0 % 46.0 fi/
A o ) A [ s
Juror Utilization
Fiscal % Not p
Year Sefected, % Se(l)icted lJJlSI;o;
Serving or . g
Challenged Serving Index
1971 20.7 66.9 18.82
1972 ’ b 17.8 66.6 16.75 |4
1973 1 21.5 61.2 15.18 [
1974 50 22.5 63.1 16,24 2
L 1975 18.1 60.6 15.83 | ?
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GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975
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=See Appendis B Ior a listing ot Otfice Natmes and Numibers,
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WISCONSIN EASTERN

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE —
FISCAL YEAR 1975

1____3_1 Judgeships

1 L | Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

Lsgg:fﬁ‘* 3 18, 200]

K 100% 38.6 9 6L.4 4 100% 42.6 % 57.4 %j

Juror Utilization
Fiscal 9% Not N
YVear Sefecte d, % Se(iected &uror
Serving or r S2Ee
8 .
Challenged Serving Index
1971 20.1 61.6 20.29
-
1972 20.6 56.9 14,34
1973 21.4 58.2 17.44 (A
1974 23.6 56.6 19.81 |4
\ 1975 22.2 60.4 17 .94 “
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WISCONSIN WESTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

- ﬁﬁﬁaﬂ{} ;umas

o 'oRain TURY NUMBER (Offic Humber®)

b,

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

Total Number of Months of No Activity

N | Y,

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT: The revision of the statistical reporting of multiple juwy
selection is one factor accounting for the increase in this district's
JUI in the past fiscal year, Wisconsin Western selects most juries
using the multiple voir dire technique to maximize the use of each
juror’s time in court. The effectiveness of this manner of jury
selection is evidenced by the fact that only 8.7% of all prospective
jurors were not selected, serving or challenged while 72.8% were
selected for or serving on a jury trial,
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -

FISCAL YEAR 1975

1
1 } Judgeships

1 L i Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

Dl

WISCONSIN WESTERN

L Bstiemedd
oo o S

17,200

b,u400

L

Juror Utilization

Fiscal
Year

1971

1972

1973

1974

\ 1975 k

% Not
Selected,
Serving or

Challenged

% Setected
or
Serving

juror
Usage
Index

31.1

u9.6

16.9

63.7

28.4

47.1

8.7

67.7

12.25

8.7

72.8

15.67
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ARKANSAS EASTERN

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

/_‘“i' ptal Muasber ©
e ,..x?stenm

?x.f fod

b - Numbsron
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G2 )

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

LS 2

Total Number of Months of No Activity

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Ncmes and Numbers.
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE —

FISCAL YEAR 1975

2

{ ] Judgeships

1 5 i Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

557

18.7%

ARKANSAS EASTERN

k 100%

38.2

% 61.8 %

100%

us. .4 %

Fiscal
Year

1974

Juror Utilization

% Not
Selected,
Serving or
Challenged

% Selected
or
Serving

Juror
Usage
Index

18.7

58.3

16.6

59.8

16.2

19.2

18.7
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ARKANSAS WESTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

Session
Conveéned:

\_ 9,000 $ 1,286 59 J

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

Total Number of Months of No Activity

\ 3 6 J

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers,
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -—
FISCAL YEAR 1975

L2 Judgeships

1 6 ) Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

1,109

100%

53.1%

21, 4%

ARKANSAS WESTERN

- Estinated - ¢

N\ Gt

s

\_ 100%

74.5

% 25.5 g

100%

1
% 3

75.2 % 24.8

Fiscal
Year

Juror Utilization

% Not
Selected,
Serving or
Challenged

% Selected
or
Serving

Juror
Usage
Index

28.2

52.3

17.8

52.2

20.4

60.3

18.7

53.7

21.4

53,1
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IOWA NORTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

EST]

74-11 74-1

(1) (5)
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
12 12

Total Number of Months of No Activity

N ),

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT: This district reported the occurrence of a highly publicized
trial which required an extra-large panel for selection of the jury.
This occurrence should be taken into account as having an adverse
effect on the utilization statistics.
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I0WA NORTHERN

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -—
FISCAL YEAR 1975

1
Lj;ﬁ___l Judgeships

1 3 1 Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

Nedonst Berls |

. 100% 40.7 % 59.3 % 100% ug,u % 50.6 %)

Juror Utilization

o % Not % Selected Juror

Year Selected, o Usase
Serving or ! 3
Challenged Serving Index

38.3 60.5

18.8 66.1

16.0 79.3

17.3 65.4

18.9 61.8
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9.400 522 25
\__’ J

73-1 75-1
®w]| ® 1
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
2 10
Total Number of Months of No Activity

\\ 1 3

_J

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT: This district reported a few notoriety cases necessitating
large jury panels for selection. A large number of last minute pleas,
settlements, and continuances were also recorded which resulted in
panels of available jurors not being used for any voir dires. These
two types of occurrences are factors that have an adverse effect on
the district's usage figures,
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE —
FISCAL YEAR 1975

1
L}f___] Judgeships
3

IOWA SOUTHERN

L1 Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

43.3 %

100%

5,1 %

Fiscal
Year

D

Juror Utilization

% Not
Selected,
Serving or

Challenged

% Selected juror
or Usage
Serving Index

16.2

82.1

19.1

74.6

12.9

70.2

9.5

74.1

31.3

49.9
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MINNESOTA GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975
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) Sedsfond o ) } mrs }n LT e o Moarsdn §urﬁr5*§:afr Sl %murs ri*n*.
?ﬁ“ﬂ?nV§“§éfléf o u%écsan  _ , Seaﬁan e Sﬁ&ﬂﬁﬁ fg;f 5ﬂ:, Session
ST wmam b? WRA;_E ﬁwgﬁﬁ m__ //

i A,E‘ijmw Mrég;‘ mma ms*rs’“ o

fumr' Q&is

\ 25,300 $ 550 $ 27 _/

(T T GRAND JURYNUMBER [Office Numbert) T 0 N

i ot
=1 75-1
3) 3)
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
7 5

Total Number of Manths of No Activity

kS 1  | J

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT: Minnesota began the trial of a multi-district litigation
case last November which is expected to continue for nine months and
involves the use of two juries to hear and decide separate issues
although they sit together in one courtroom for part of the pro-
ceedings. The selection of these juries required extra-large jury
panels and lasted several days. Such an occurrence has an adverse
effect on the good utilization of jurors; however, Minnesota was
able to record improvement in the areas of the JUI, percent selected
or serving, and percent not selected, serving or challenged.
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE
FISCAL YEAR 1975

L__u_l Judgeships

Y
[N

MINNESOTA

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

151,900

Fiscal
Year

% Not
Selected,
Serving or

Challenged

9% Selected Juror
or Usage
Serving index

27.3

59.0

27.9

51.7

“18.4

64.0

27.0

56.9

71.4
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MISSOURI EASTERN

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

71 1,434 20.2 5.65

4 .'iur'ors,ber-v o waﬁper L
: Sess i, Sessiun

o Setors | .
| Convened
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o Mrage
L Cost per
jumr i)ay / i

ksas;,uoo $ 499 $ 25 )
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W] ™ ) *)
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1 7 12 7

2 Num&aa m:

P AV::RAGE Nwﬁam mf /;

Sz:ssmn

Total Number of Months of No Activity

Kl 1 L - j

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.
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MISSCURI EASTERN
PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE —
FISCAL YEAR 1975

L____LL Judgeships

1 3 1 Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

5,752

100%

7 ol R

Lol

>.A Zw

"~,,n£s'ﬁ'mated\i $ 141,400

- Cost

193

108 50 58 335 141 194
L 100% 46.3 % | 53.7 % |  100% w21 % | s7.9 /,J
OR OMPARISQ
3 Juror Utilizatior 'L
Fiscal % Not 5
Year s e?e cted, % Selected Juror
2 h or Usage
sl Serving or ]
il Challenged Serving Index
1971 A 16,4 58.7 21.42 ,.
1972 t 1 1s.5 60.5 19.75 S
1973 18.2 56.1 20.42
1974 2u.,7 50.6 18.58
1975 B 19.0 59,4 17.17 '
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MISS2URI WESTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

4.3 | 75-1
() )

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

l
12 12 |

Total Number of Months of No Activity

KB‘LL 7 2 J

*See Appeniix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers,

COMMENT: This district occasionally uses the multiple jury selection
technique. The revision in the statistical reporting of this manner
of jury selection is one factor accounting for the increase in the

JUL in fiscal year 1975. Missouri Western continues to call each new
panel of jurors for an impaneling day. Often not a sufficient number
of cases are ready for jury selection or last minute pleas and settle-
ments reduce the number of jury selections set for impaneling day.
This results in overly large panels of jurors available but not used,
and tends to have an adverse effect on utilization statistics.
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MISSOURI WESTERN
PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE —

FISCAL YEAR 1975

|__Li1 Judgeships

{ 5 | Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

{:‘Giﬁ f,‘%fa 1399300 63,400 31’800 LLU’ZOO ol j

oy

23

\ 100% 27.9 % 72.1 % 160% 26.3 % 73.7 % )

juror Utilization
F\"ig:-l Sg’e]:t%z % Selected Juror
Serving o’r or Usage
Challenged Serving Index

33.9 46.0

30.2 47.9

35.0 45.3 25.5L1

27.1

3L.7

195



(8)

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

11

Total Number of Months of No Activity

\\~75

J

*See Appendix B for a listing ot Office Nanies and Numbers,

COMMENT: Nebraska reported the occurrence of a notoriety case requir-
ing several days and a large number of prospective jurors for selection
of the jury. Such an occurrence should be viewed as one factor con-
tributing to the increase in this districet's JUI in fiscal year 1975,
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NEBRASKA

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE —
FISCAL YEAR 1975

|____3_; judgeships

{ 3 1 Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

144,100

197

\_ 100% 33.2 4 46.8 g 100% 48.1 % 51.9 %/)
ORIGA OMPARISO o7
Juror Utilization .

Fiscal % Not o ‘ ‘
Year Sefected, % Se;ected &2;02

Serving or r 8

Challenged Serving Index
1971 31.3 50,0 22.48
1972 27.5 56.8 19.65
1973 31.2 50.2 17.93
1974 28.8 53.8 16.74
1975 30.4 51.9 19.88 Sk



NORTH DAKOTA GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

infﬁwmxa
1nﬁwfzmmm§r iy 3,8275 ¢ indhe Tawor
ePeried. o dp ool R Period

e Amgma NiJMﬁER ﬁ? //

75-1
(3)
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
3 10
Total Number of Months of No Activity

NI ° _/

*See Appen.ix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT: Many of the prospective jurors in this district rust travel
on the day prior to the day on which they are to report to court due
to the long distances they live from the place of holdinz court.

These jurors are paid for days of travel, and reported and included in
JS-11 statistics. This situation should be taken into account as
having an adverse effect on North Dakota's utilization statistics.
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE

FISCAL YEAR 1975

|_____2_J judgeships

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

NGRTH DAKOTA

36 12 24 139 61
\ 100% 33.3 % 66.7 % 100% u3.9 %
ORICAL COMPARISQ
Juror Utilization

%Secﬁ ngergt%g % Selected Juror
Serving o’r or Usage

Challenged Serving Index

1971 11.3 69.7 18.56
1972 15.5 61.7 20.57
1973 in ¢ 66.0 18.87
1974 9.0 4.5 16.88
1975 23.0 57.7 20.60
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SOUTH DAKOTA GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

o, Session

35,500 1,014 5l
\_ $$ y,

74-1 | 75-1 75-2
() ) *)

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

o] s ] |
Total Number of Months of No Activity

\4 L 2 j J

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975

L.__g_.l Judgeships

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

SOUTH DAKOTA

Estimated
L Cost

16,100

100%

Fiscal
Year

Juror Utilization

% Not
Selected,
Serving or

Challenged

% Selected
or
Serving

Juror
Usage
Index

35.5

47.3

28.6

50.8

33.8

46.8

8.4

b46.3

36.3

42.2
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ALASKA GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

Bt OV

Total Number of Menths in Existence in the 12 Month Period

Total Number of Months of No Activity

\3 3 4/

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE

FISCAL YEAR 1975

L_E_] Judgeships

1_2__,1 Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

6u2

49.5 %

>

ALASKA

%

Fiscal
Year

juror Utilization

% Not
Selected,
Serving or

Challenged

% Selected
or
Serving

21.0

69.4

2u.4

58.6

19.2

66.6

3.7

51.1

36.3

49.5
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ARIZONA GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

o umberen. |

92 1,786 584 19.4 6.35

- Hours in
7. Session

\ Sé;ﬁéna i
\Convet*ed

__ ESTIMATED qamm ;ummcos‘fs 5 \

s&v&mge

B

Cosk per
o ‘mmr ﬁlay

\ 45,300 $ 192 $ 25

oot Ti s  GRAND JORY NUMBER (Officc Namber®) 0 L
731 | 7-L | 7541 | 75-2 | 73-1 | 75-1
@) 2) (2) (2) () )

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

2 10 3 3 4 9

Total Number of Months of No Activity

N N I N B Yy,

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.
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ARIZONA

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE ~
FISCAL YEAR 1975

5
L1 }judgeships

3
{ 1 Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

1,620

21.2 %

175,700

D)2
Bl Vi i "
151 281
\ 100% % 100% 19.0 ¢ 81.0 %
ORICAL COMPARISO
Juror Utilization ;
Yor sthwiag, | HScleoed | wor
gﬁ;}l;‘:fg%; Serving Index
1971 s : 28.1 50.6 Ju. 42
] 1972 28.6 46.9 23.85
1973 26.1 47.5 21.52 5
1974 f 26.3 50.5 23.81
\.._1?75 ¢ 21.2 53.9 22.00 ()
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CALIFORNIA NCRTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

¢ ,’ - ;ﬁ'ﬁ: QFﬁ )
GHAND JURTES

745 75-1 75-2 75-3 75-4 1 75-5
3) (3) (%) (3) (3) (3)

Total Number of Months in Existericc in the 12 Month Period

3 6 12 2 4 6 6 2 L

Total Number of Months of No Activity

NG EN (N 200 A T R B R N

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.
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CALIFORNIA NORTHERN

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975

L1, Judgeships

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

gs’%’;‘::"dm'i 257,100 | 169,200 33,700 »'L;,SGOJ b8 § 26

Bl.l g 58.9 ¢ 100% 57.6 %

¥ 100%

Juror Utilization

o % Not % Selected Juror
Year Selected, o Usage
Serving or )
Challenged Serving Index

1971 20.0 66.9

1972 22.0 4.5

23.8 6u.6

20.5 67.6

21.2

65.8
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CALIFORNIA EASTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

(T Nt

G LR Number

: ‘“umber o E)fscifargezi e
o;;ﬁ 7 i & mthe 32}‘1‘?{??‘%2% ! ol

e semad S Pariod BT

: Nﬁmﬁer

NOMBEROF
- GGRAND JURIES 3 2 1 - 3

50 1,019 191 3.82
ssiois ’ T qurersin - Homsw o fom:s aer
;:wcmd Soep 0 Sesslon ef b#*ssmﬂj R Jﬁew

\(\ 5 ;&ﬁjizi}% @g« " m,gg; h&g ?%;&Ei’jﬁ m‘ //

0

"’UEH"M‘J% Epak{}ﬁ {:@;«aw,{' T

. FA‘(FA&;:‘«
Cost per
‘ ﬂ ;m: wy T

28,100 $ 562

/

Ry

74-1 75-1 74-1
(1) (1) (2)

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

LA Mumbery 0o

12 1 12

Total Number of Months of No Activity
}

N - - J

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT: This district has a practice of calling new jurors in for
a separate orientation day at the beginning of their term of service.
This results in large groups of prospective jurors present at the
courthouse and often not utilized for any jury selections. This
practice has a harmful effect on a district's utilization statistics.
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CALIFORNIA EASTERN

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE —

FISCAL YEAR 1975

3

L~ 1 Judgeships

(__2___1 Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

ctfiane) Revte

i

|

2

g g:a\ﬁmaﬁed by
o os - ¢ 137,600

159

15.0

%

78.7

%

uror Utilization

F\ZZ' Sﬁe;!tzg, % Se(l;:cted {JJ :;;;er
éte\;‘fl‘:r%g(;{i Serving Index

1971 21.8 66.7

1972 | 23.2 66.8

1973 32,92 57.0

1974 29.2 58,4

k 1975 32.7 55.4
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CALIFORNIA CENTRAL GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

inhe 12 Month
Wl Period o §

scharge
1o Perdod B0

26 12 14 15 11

;¥5T§L51<;; LY 9,555 2,571 19.3 5.20

e RIS “éﬁ S o s («
Cueordper o |0 Hoursper

Besions - Ujurisin ! Hourgin | S Hour
cooSession L ooop o Bessiont o oo CBession 7. Bession -

i Convened v f

 ESTIMATED 'GRAND JUROR.CESTS

1o Chwor Day
2y T

243,500 1493 25
NG § $ J

73-1 7U=3 74 74-5 74-6 7U=7 74-8 74.-9 74-10 74<11
(2) (2) (2) (2) (2) (2) (2) (2) (2) (2)

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

2 9 9 4 9 9 11 4 6 9

Total Number of Months of No Activity

|
1 7 4 4 8 5 7 2 2 i\ j
\_ |

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.
The listing of erand juries for this district is continued in Appendix A.

COMMENT: This district reported the occurrence of numerocus highly
publicized cases. Jury selections often took several days and re-
required extraordinarily large panels for some of these cases due

to the large numbers of excuses and challenges anticipated.

California Central also makes use of the multiple jury selection pro-
cess to select two juries from one panel of prospective jurors. The
revision in the statistical reporting of this technique would effect
these situations. This districet continues to have separate orientation
days for jurors at the beginning of their term of service. This re-
sults in large groups of prospective jurors reporting to the courthouse
for orientation and impanelment with little or ‘no opportunity for them

to be used for jury selections. These three types of occurrences have
all acted as factors adversely affecting California Central's utilization
statistics. 212



PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE

FISCAL YEA

(__]:6_1 judgesh

_

R 1975

ips

CALIFORNIA CENTRAL

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

100%

R B

i
|
12
i

~
/o

LR
[ .

- Estimated
2o 0%t ~f’,_:; >

b 501,300

310,800

49,600

141,40q/]

31

934

191

15

.3

%

100%

20,4 %

Fiscal
Year

1972

1973

1974

1975

juror Utilization

% Not
Selected,
Serving or
Challenged

% Selected
or
Serving

Juror
Usage
Index

23.2

68.9

24.3

66.3

27,7

63.2

61.0

62.0




CALIFORNIA SOUTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

| AVERAGE NUMBER OF = *

. ESTINATED GRAND JUROKLCOSTS
S mwemge T A
e
S Tl sedon ] Cpwerbay
\_ 71,000 SL> 370 $ 0 )
£ GRANDURY NUMBER (@ Naetert, T g o

k%3;l\ 473—2 ’73;3 73~ 74-1 74-2 74~3 74;4 74;5 75-1 -
@l el ol el eo|leol e & 6| ®

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

1 1 5 5 12 12 12 12 12 8

Total Number of Months of No Activity

L - 2 M 5 il 1 - 7 7
o J

]_*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.
The listing of grand juries for this district is continued in Appendix A.

COMMENT: The judges in this district sometimes select two juries
from one panel of prospective jurors using multiple voir dire. The
revision of the statistical reporting of this technique is applicable
to these situations. This district also reported @ number of highly
publicized trials, necessitating the use of extra-large panels or
jwry selection. Further, California Southern uses the practice of
calling in jurors at the beginning of their term of service for a
separate orientation day on which most of these jurors are not used
for any voir dires. These factors all combine to have an adverse
effect on the efficient utilization of jurors and should be taken into
account when reviewing this district's performance statistics,
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975

L___EL_J Judgeships

CALIFORNIA SOUTHERN

1 L 1 Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

" Masiber

-

53.6 % 20.8 %

— - -

- Estimated

156,300 60,700

151

7 iuy

435

23

k 100%

95.4 %l

100%

5.3 %

Fiscal
Year

Juror Utilization

% Not % Selected
Selected, % eor
Serving or .
Challenged Serving

juror
Usage
Index

34,3

ug.0

33.0 46.8 26.98
35.0 43.0 27 .24
28.3 50,1 24,50
25.6 53,6 23.66 |
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HAWAII GRAND JUROR USAGE FROFILE — FY 1975

i : \/ i i : R

" ESTIMATED GRAND JURQR COSTS

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

Total Number of Months of No Activity

\_ /

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers,

COMMENT: Hawaii reported the occurrence of a notoriety trial requinr-
ing an extra-large panel for selection of the jury. Such an occurrence
has an adverse effect on utilization statistics; nevertheless, this
district recorded improvement in the areas of the JUI, percent
selected or serving, and percent not selected, serving or challenged.
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HAWALI

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -—
FISCAL YEAR 1975

L__2__J Judgeships

L__l_,J Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

100%

L Nefessl Reok f\

i
. Estimated 4
_Gest P 44,600 26,000 12,700

21 5 16 112 38 74

. 100% 23.8 % 76.2 % 100% 33.9 % 66.1 %j

Juror Utilization

Fiscal % Not % Sel

Year Selected, % Seoicted L’,ggog
Serving or " 8
Chailenged Serving Index

1971 3.6 59.9

1972 19.1 57.6

1973 37.6 ug.,2

1974 B 13 984§ {l  35.2 54,4 22.01

1975 B 2L et 13.3 58.2 19.93
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IDAHO GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

/’wzz Mumbor U1 CoMamber R :;,;mmber ;
e %x«;i@,nw b Mabe - hnps ricledt Discharged
5; the 12 Mun‘&‘ : i ‘.ff ;?2 w@mm ;” *z’: rhe« i2 f‘uamh g
Period Poriod S
2 L 1 1 1
26 531 170 20.4 6.5
e P D - - - : Ceiih S = it e ; »::
SedsiGns F/' o - :.,:‘Hé‘ ibs i b Juorager o 3o Hetrsper
f‘«:»x'vmu} oo kea«-w co0 e Bession D o o Bessiop
S ’ Sl @u CarType i L e & SO T R -
HIBER OF -/

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month ®=riod

Total Number of Months of No Activity

-] - J

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers,
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10AHO

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975

;?__l Judgeships

| H y Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

- phaber.

el
dworfiys | 100% 60.5 %
;V’ v uL :»llv B Aj‘?%

. Estimaged o4
i E@St‘% 40,200 24,300

23 14 s] 89 55 34
\ 100% 60.9 o9 39,1 % 100% 61.8 % ! 38.2 %j

ORICAL COMPARISON

fe , t Juror Utilization o

T AR o | e |
Haly ; égg{,‘:ﬁg‘;{j Serving ndex

1971 - G 23.1 61.3 20.95 |4
1972 [fEe . 17.1 | 717 17.12 g
1973 ; e 26.3 61.1 20.65 | =
1974 . . 17.7 70.9 16.05 56
1975 ' g 26.4 60.5 15,39 '
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MONTANA

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

16,400 & 1,093 49
\_ $$ y

f”?awwﬂunﬂmr T ~Nimber FRF o
i Existence '
iﬁﬁm?iﬁa
Perlod -
4 }ﬁii‘daﬁﬁlﬂ? 2 1 1 1
mﬂmvmﬁ ] '
;.~‘asxaﬁ
s;lqygféhﬁ 15 334 95 22.3 6.33
' Sessions )Iurors v ) Howsin ] }umrs ;set,  Hours pers o
‘zwonvéned“ 5esgonif‘ﬁ.‘A~ beswen e Eesman b Sesston -
e g i L ‘ - (—\ I 1 g e ;:.’” it
o N‘&M“ﬁﬁfﬁ ( A‘s» E&AGE NUMBEE%@@F o /)
o E§HM&TE}LQANﬂSU\QﬂM5E?§ 2
o ; B o - Average j} o A&verage . 8
f Lot er Cost per
o - Session” - » }umr Bay* o

| GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Mumbert) -,

I R

7U=1 75-1
(1) (L
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
11 1
Total Number of Months of No Activity
& | - Y,

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT :

nique for a large number of cases.

This district employs the multiple jury selection tech-
The' revision of the statistical

reporting of this technique is one factor accounting for the increase
in the JUI of Montana for fiscal year 1975,
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MONTANA

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -—
FISCAL YEAR 1975

! 2 i ludgeships

1 3 1 Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

e
ey g{:@j,'i e

\_ 100% 59.0 o 41.0 g 100% .i" 71L.3 %

8]

£

- Fures, Usilizotion < -

I

Fiscal , % ;\mt P : -
Year  Solected, ‘/(@}‘Seoid' :d ] ljlz;o;
" Gerving or’ . : Jdg
Challenged Serving Index
1971 19.5 66.5 | 19.22
1972 21,4 | 61.1 17.88 |
1973 6.8 .1 66 18.52
1974 ©17.85 ‘
[
i 19.73 ]



NEVADA

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

8 ‘?2 Mcﬂﬁ

o Pl  Periog
2 L 3
18.9 4,08
i ﬁsﬁfs per
@“ bemmy'

: vé“ifaﬂ;" f U{‘v"

%ﬁﬁr‘;)

7L
2

75-1
3

11

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

1

12

kJ.O

-

Total Number of M

—

onths of No Activity

*See Appendix B fo. d listing of Office Names and Numbers.,
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PETIT JURCR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975

L.E_l Judgeships

L__z_} Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

NEVADA

,/,/“ Bambor | 3,862 2,287 572 1,003
59.2 % 14,8 % 26.0 %
2(;»,‘5‘)“5%’! & ,;xmqﬂ;~v~h¥'-’!3~..?( R
Estimnity !
d 4 g 2
Cust 110,100 65,200 | 16,300 28,600

184

100%

Juror Utilization

Fiscal
Year

% Not
Selected,
Serving or
Challenged

% Selected
or
Serving

Juror
Usage
index

53.1

25.8

25.9

54,2

23.1

58.5

19.1

58.4

26.0

59.2
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OREGON

" MMBER OF .
- BRAND JURIES i 3 - L 2

f{)TALS ; ; 54 1,060 273 19.6 5.06

© Sesions. | Juostn | Mowsine o | juorsper | Housper
o Comvemed . f . Session [0 Sessfont | Bession .. | o Session
T T e B PR TR e palle e B

\‘ g MUMQ%Qy TR S oy A’*JER;%GENU‘#BER oF /

/" ESTIMATED GRAND JURCR GOBTS  \

. W

Gt Average iU Average
CloeTTetl L o Cost'per | Cost per o
G Cgession L Jurer Day o o

45,800 $ 8us $ 143
\_ J

S e L. GRAND JURY MUMBER {Office Mumbers) g R \\
73-1 | 74-1 74=2
(3) (3) (3)

Total Number of Months in i-xistence in the 12 Month Period

3 12 12

Total Number of Months of No Activity

\ 2 | - - | J

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT: Oregon reported the occurrence of a notoriety trial requir-
ing an extra-large jury panel for the selection process which took
two days. Such an occurrence should be viewed as having an adverse
effect on this district's efficient utilization of jurors.

Pl



OREGON

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975

1_3____! judgeships

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

| Neter | 3,000 | 1,7u0 bo0

m azmi Rm{” §> e, o

 Estimated
K Cost ‘% 76,900 141,900

Mripinal

85 58 27 196 134 62

&100% 68.2 ¢ 31.8 ¢ 100% 68.4 % 31.6 %

“Juror Utilization
Ve Sohwiag, | Hceaed [ Jurer
éﬁ;‘{{é‘ﬁg‘;{i Serving Index
1971 35.0 u8.6
1972 3.1 52.1
1973 28.0 56.7
1974 i 5 il 2U,3 56.3
WA | 6. 54,5 16.28
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GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

B ) 'i i*:iamisaf nit -
mmm 1§ ’figﬁli}ﬁé«« w’m; P ﬁwm rw:am»g
Pariod [T b o Perdgit e

%

'"‘mﬁw oF
ANIY SURIES L 1 - - 1

8 157 b7 19.6 5.88

ixam 4 pc,z \\ -~ Hetrs per

Sessims o Cocgmeorsin o M
%%m \\,j ‘iesmm

ﬁammmi el T Spssion

LIaEE S A

e %‘F’“‘MQ& }\\Uz&%ﬁ oF /

k 8,800 $ 1,100

(0 T s omanD JURY NOMBER (0F e
741 i T
) |

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

.

12 |
Total Number of Months of No Activity

N _J

*See Appendix B for a listing or Office Names and Numbers.
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WASHINGTON EASTERN

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975

1
L_lf._l Judgeships

L__:D)__J Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

. Jurer Days

\ 100% 4.0 % 60.0 % 100% 43.8 % 56.2 %)

Juror Utilization
Fiscal % Not 9 .
Year Sefecte d % Selected Juror
A or Usage
Serving or \
Challenged Serving Index
W
1971 15.5 67.6 17.94
1972 i Nl 10 0 63.9 15.17 ot
1973 : ’ 15.5 58.6 19.78 13
1974 HBILE 17.1 60.7 15.06
1975 8 19.9 57.6 17.16 e I
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WASHINGTON WESTERN

331

6.90

" Hoursiper. -
o Sesslon -

T

L GHAND URY NUMBER (Offic Nombert) . 0

75~2
(2)

7 1l 5

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month

Period

K L 1 -~

Total Number of M

onths of No Activity

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers,
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WASHINGTON WESTERN

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE —
FISCAL YEAR 1975

1
L%E_J Judgeships

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

s

- Estimated ¢
FEIERE 18 123,200

\  100% 16.7 % 83.3 % 100% 30.4 % 63.6 %

Juror Utilization ::

N ‘

gﬁ;\{,‘:,%g(é{j Serving Index
1971 29.3 59.0 21,74
1972 , v 17.7 69.0 17.72  [AEERIS
1973 b ‘ PAGTE 29.0 55. L4 18,74 50
1974 | 0. il 26.0 53.7 20.45
1075 RO . S 25.7 55.9 19.53 9
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GUAM

Total Nigwber - 00
- inExistence o | Number on
m ths ?Qi{ﬁanth o Tuly T

Pericd -

2 1 1 1 1

e 1| 1L 203 34 18.5 3.09

Harssin '3&ro£5‘bér o Hoursper.
Bessfop - Y .»i‘ﬁui(m S*“ssu,n

vm e fqumam oF - /

. FSTRIKTED GRAND > JUROR £057 4}

fverag,e i
: Cam. e Qm}; g*/\R
b&;smﬁ ‘; ;m’;é‘ Aay

&3,600 $ 327 $ 18 J

(s GRAYD WRY NURSER (Offee Mumbes's . N
74-1| 75-1 ‘
) (1)

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

Total Number of Months of No Activity

N J

*See Appendix B for a listing of Qffice Names and Numbers.
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE
FISCAL YEAR 1675

1

i1 judgeships

1

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

gt

[t

- Juor Bays

 Betimated
o Bust. .

231

16 4y 12 49 14 35
100% 25.0 o 75.0 ¢ 100% 28.6 % 71.4 %)
A OMBPARISON
Juror Utilization
F\Z:‘ S:/;’et‘gtj % Selected juror
Serving t;r o.r Usage
Challenged Serving index
1971 52.7 30.7 39.55
1972 39.9 u5.6 26.22
1973 44,3 u6.6 25,46
1974 33.2 51L.2 20.07
\\ 1975 25.8 56.7 18.34 .
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COLORADO

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

Topiumber 1o 1
i ,xastem{. g theren S Tmpanel - Dischy
i e 12 Mmtfs" a,;f}wy i ¥9*4{ ‘the Az I&imth "'n the 12 Mzmm
L Peried “Peffad Petjod
{ RUMBERBF ©
| GRAND JURIES 2 1 1 1 1
'YQTA% 4.8 955 305 19.9 6.35
%srmns 'jufhfgixv,, | o }.’SQ}QL;%;E?-:\‘_;V o jcsrcss;f:e;,? ‘E'si’%!.,aﬁ o
Qomyened -y Session o Sessan b o Bestion s Sessw:m =
hw«%&h;wﬁa ) Avg,;z;ggg_ y@ummﬁ @a /

m\m fiﬂz a“ a@m

pE ,,wal*e
oy ;}ef

,5@5;0,\15'}

fwévé -
CCosiper
- Juror Days |

\\"2‘7,700 577 $ 29 j

KRN

GRAND JURY MUMBER (Offico Numbes?) SN

751
(L

74l
L)

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

Total Number of M
- l

\_ |

onths of No Activity

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT :
members was used to try a criminal case.

234

This district reported instances in which a jury of six



COLORADO

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE —
FISCAL YEAR 1975

l_li..l Judgeships

L,z__,,_] Places of Holding Court {with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

16.3 %

82,300

\_ 100% 29.4 9% 70.6 % 100%. f“', 39.0 % | 61.0 %L)

Fiscal 5 Qot S P

Year Salacte g 1. 7o Se“;f;cted
Serying or o
“Challenged Serving

1971 '

1972

1973

1974

1975




KANSAS

30 597 204 19.9 6.80

g

' Sessfons louirs _
- Abssion-

" Convened

- AVERAGE NUMBER OF -

S ot pee

K 15,900 $ 530 27

(-t GpANG JURY NUMBER (Office Numbe®] [ o
U1 75-1 74H-1 74-1 75-1
(2) (2) (5) (6) (6)

Totzi Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month P.eriod

7 5 9 8 4
Total Number of Months of No Activity

l

k b 3 8 5 2 )

*See Aupendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT: Kansas reported the occurrence of three notoriety cases
necessitating the use of large panels for jury selection due to the
number of challenges in trials of such g nature. This district also
uses the multiple voir dire technique for jury selection when possible.
The revision of the statistical reporting of this technique and the
occurrence of notoriety cases are two factors accounting for the
increase of this district's JUI in fiscal year 1975.
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE —

FISCAL YEAR 1975

z___L_l'__j judgeships

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

- Estimated
S Cost

124,000

237

121 25 96 409 118 291
L 100% 20.7 o 79.3 ¢ 100% 28.9 % 71.1 %)
5 ) » .
Wi Juror Utilization
Fiscal ﬁi‘ % Not ¢y i d
Year ; b Selected, b Seoe;cte tj) tsx;o;
Serving or . 8
Challenged Serving Index
1971 16.9 68.9 18.15
1972 o 15,5 67 .4 15.10
1973 22.2 62.8 16.59
1974 16.5 67.5 15.83 28
1975 20,7 63.5 19,85



NEW MEXICO

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

¢ To Namber T

; :wmm é:v‘, o

2 3
20,6 6.23
NN ‘:! n
i f }umrs r;e?

%:,ggsen

g %m»&mﬁ NUMBEE OF

Sy '_,;?waa gs}
L Castopet
L Bession”

?uw ~E%y

804 ' $ 39 /

C?‘}"'Zirai‘%‘i‘i 3”LJ n.! SRR i fFee ?‘E"*'”'}"Q *"YP

S

KLL

i

741 742 75-~1 75=2 | 75.3 I
ORINONNO ORENS) |
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
8 12 2 11 5
Tuiai Number of Months of No Activity
!
5 L 2 2 J

#*See Appendix B for a listing ot Office Names and Numbers.

COMMENT 2

JUI in fiscal year 1975.

The revision in the statistical reporting of multiple jury
selection is one factor accounting for the increase in this district's

New Mexico employs the multiple voir dire

technique to maximize utilization of jurors reporting for service.
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NEW MEXICO

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE —
FISCAL YEAR 1975

L.E_._! judgeships

1 . .. . . g
i t | Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

7‘”ﬁ€ 3,305 1,969 731 605

Jwor Days | 100% 59.6 % 22.1%| 18.3 %

}uror Utilizatio

FYi'iCalarl Sg/felc\:lt?e td % Selected furor
Serving or or Usage
Challenged Serving Index

1971 19.5 63.1

1972 19.5 59.6

1973 25.7 53,1

1974 18.2 6L.7

\\ 1975 18.3 59.6
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OKLAHOMA NORTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

7 133 55 19.0 7.86

T

'L GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number®)

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

Total Number of Months of No Activity

o Y

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.
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OKLAHOMA NORTHERN

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975

1 |_2/_5_1 Judgeships

L__2) Places of Holding Court (with jury trial acu-it; during this fiscal year)

\_ 100% i uo.6 % 59,4 % 100% n6.5 %

Juror Utilization
e SRR L | o |
éﬁ;‘llll:r%g(;{i Serving index ]
197 s 9.0 f 39.7 47.5 25.19
1972 1 ite 26.1 60.2 20.31
1973 ‘ b 25.7 57.8 a1.08
1974 AL 52.3 33.7 27.92
1975 : 29.1 52.7 20.28 §
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OKLAHOMA EASTERN

136

37 A/

\_ 16,200 $ 810 $

L
i : ‘@%f‘m}m‘f"@\%ﬁ&m (otfke Niowbar®], \\ L
741 75~1
(6) (6)
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
3 [ 6
Total Number of Months of No Activity

\_ 2 | 4

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.
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OKLAHOMA EASTERN

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975

1 IEZ__B'_.I judgeships

1__]_‘__1 Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

38.5 9% 6L.5 % 100% 39.2 % 60.8 %/)

Turor Utilization

F-Yli(::‘l SZ;J:,[%E 9% Selected Juror
Serving or or Usage
Challenged Serving Index

uz2.2 u6.1

h2.0 48.5

1973 39.8 u3.2

1974 39.8 7.0

27.2
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OKLAHOMA WESTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

KSR R SN

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

|
12 (

Total Number of Months of No Activity
7 |

*See Appendix B for a listing >f Office Names and Numbers.
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OKLAHOMA WESTERN

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975

2 lLLL/_l_S._J judgeships

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

k 100% 37.3 9 62.7 9 100% 34,9 9% 65.1 %J

Juror Utilization

Ver % Not % Selected Juror

Year Selected, or Usage
Serving or ! 8
Challenged Serving Index

26.3 56.1

16.8 65.1

26.7 57.3

20.9 67.9

22.7 62.3
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UTAH GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

39 8L-6 188 21.7 4.82

21,400 549 25 y

75-1 75-1
(L) (2)
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
L0 5

Total Number of Months of No Activity

\ 4 1 J

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE —

FISCAL YEAR 1975

L2

Judgeships

L__%___; Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

(Estimated |
- Cost o Y

Y

78,200

37 19 18 151 110 L
\  100% 51.4 o u8.6 % 100% 7L.4 % 28.6 %)
OMPARISQ
Juror Utilization
Fiscal % Not % Selected
Year Selef:ted, % Seoic ¢ l{lls);g;
71l Serving or .
5 | Challenged Serving Index
1971 |y 4 27.9 53.0 24.22
1972 g 20.9 61.0 21.11
1973 ; 25.0 51.9 24,42
1974 27.6 61.3 21.40
1975 21.3 64,9 18.78 {03
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WYOMING GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

2,400 800 % )

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

Total Number of Months of No Activity

\\3

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.
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T

1

¢ !
! . f

" WYGMING

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE — A ’ !
FISCAL YEAR 1975 I
L4 judgeships , . ‘v oy ‘ , -
L 1 Places of Holding Court (with jury triaf activity during this fiscal yea) : R
; - . -.r‘.,—._-,;;"iA ‘/
100% 66.7 o9 33.3 ¢ 160% § Bh.5 % i
7 ' » . T 1
Juror Utilizadion -
Fiscal % Not 1. of <o ' .
Year ‘Se?ected, e Abséicted’ ’
Serving or ' L i

Chailenged

15,2

1972 l . 21.6
1973 10.2
1974 15.6 {

19.6

1975







o

£

A



DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

GRAND JUROR

USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975

12 7 9

581 11,613 4,74

146,300

72-1 73-3 73=l 74-1 7H=2 74-3 4= 74-5 74-6 74-—7l
(L) (1) (1) (1) (L) (1) (1) (1) (L) (1
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
6 2 4 8 8 6 8 12 12 12
Total Number of Months of No Activity

!
\_ U 1 2 8 - - 8 - - -<//

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

L The listing of grand juries for this district is continued in Appendix A.

COMMENT: The District of Columbhia experienced four notoriety trials

in the past fiscal year. Two of these cases were of a highly publicized
nature and reguired extraordinarily large juror panels for selection
due to the large number of excuses and challenges for cause antici-
pated in these types of trials. These four trials required 1,038
pProspective jurors for the selection of the juries. The adverse effect
on juror utilization statistics of such occurrences can rarely be min-
imized by efficient management technigues and it should be noted that
if these 1,038 prospective jurors are excluded from the total avail-
able for the year, the District of Columbia would have recorded an
estimated JUI of 18.39 and better performance figures in the cate~
gories of percent selected or serving and percent not selected,

serving or challenged.

252



DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE —
FISCAL YEAR 1975 '

1151 judgeships

L1 | Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year)

P 324,000 |2o4,u00

juror Utilization

Fiscal % Not 7 % Selected jUfOI'
Year Selected, or Usage
Serving or ;
Challenged Serving Index

31.2 56.7

30.7 52.1

1973

27.2 57.5

31.4
23.4

54.8
63.1
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APPENDIX A

District of Columbia concluded

GRAND JURY MUMBER (Office Number*)

74-8| 74-9 75-1 75-2 75-3 75-L 755 75-6 75-7
SIS, (1) (L) (1) (1) (1) (1) )
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
12 8 11 5 7 5 3 3 [ 1
Total Number of Months of No Activity
\ 9 6 - 2 ) 2 - - ] - )

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names a.d Numbers.

District of New York Eastern continued

/ GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number#)
75-1 752 75<3 75-4 75-5 75-6 75-7 75-8 75-9 75-10
(1) M (1) ) (1) (1) (1) 1) M) (1)
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
2 12 2 2 10 3 2 2 5 1
Total Number of Months of No Activity
N R R R 1 1 _
*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.
District of New York Eastern concluded
/ GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number*)

75-11 1 75-12 75-13| 75-14| 75-15 75-16| 75-17| 75-18 75-~19) 75-20
1) (1) (L) ) (L) (1) 1) 1) ) 1
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
6 6 §] L 5 i 3 3 2 1
Total Number of Months of No Activity

- 5 - - - - - ' 1 - __J
*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.
District of New York Southern continued
/ GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number*)
74-8 74.-9 74-10 74-12] 74-13 | 7414 74-15( 74~16 | 74-17 75-1
e8] (L) (1) €8] (L) L) (L (1) (L) (1)
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
10 l 11 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12
Total Number of Months of No Activity
\\»10 11 n 12 10 12 12 - 11 8_/)

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.
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District of New York Southern continued

/

GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number*)

75’—2 75-3 75~ 75-=5 75-6 75=7 75-8 75-9 75~10| 75-11
(L) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (L)
Tota! Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
11 10 10 9 9 9 8 8 7 6
Total Number of Months of No Activity
9 7 - 7 2 7 3 - - 3 j
*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.
District of New York Southern continued
/ GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number*)
75—-}2 75-13 | 75-14]| 75-15 75-16 | 75-17 | 75-18 75-19 | 75-20 75-21
(L (1) ] e8] (L) e8] D ) by (L) (1)
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
6 5 5 5 L 3 3 3 2 2
Total Number of Months of No Activity
\ - 1 - - 2 1 1 - - - /
*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.
District of New York Southern concluded
/ GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number*)
75=22 75-23
) 8]
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
1 1

N

—

Total Number of M

onths of No Activity

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

District of New Jersey concluded

4 GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number*)
75~2 75-3
(2) (2)
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
s | 6 } J
Total Number of Months of No Activity

-

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.
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District of Virginia Eastern concluded

a2 GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number*)

74-1
)

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

12

Total Number of Months of No Activity

\ll

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

District of Virginia Western concluded

' GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number¥)

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

Total Number of Months of No Activity

\\‘ 1

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.
District of Florida Middle concluded

GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number¥*)

75-1} 75-2
(8) (8)
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
6 6

Y

Total Number of Months of No Activity

-] -

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers. ‘

District of Florida Southern continued

/ GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number*) '
75=1 752 742 75~1 75-2 7U-2 75~1 75~2 742 75-1
(2) (2) ) ) ) 9) (9) 9) (10) (10)
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
7 s 6 7 L 5 8 L 5 7

Total Number of Months of No Activity

L L 1 4 4 - 2 1 -

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers,
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'3{’
£ // DRI ~ GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number*)
| 74=1 | 74=2 | 75-1| 75-2 | 75-3 | 74-1 | 75-1
Lleml el e el el o] o
g ~ Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
8 | 9 | 5. | 2 8 5
p : Total Number of Months of No Activity
v 7 - s = - 7 L W,
R *See Appena’l X B’ for g llst/ng of Office Names and Nambers,
“ . Dlsbflct of Mlchlgan Eastern concluded
2 / ; I.ua G e . GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number*)
P 75~¢a" 75-5 |
SRR , Total Number of I\/ onths in Existence in Lh 12 Month Period
R R |
. , N B ~ Total Number of Months of No Activity
”"See‘ Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers
e e " o« 268 ,
s % ;’ ‘z ‘ ” s /’ S i \]‘} ’ % u(i
) 7 337 1 = e ) fct\ N =

N T
St .
¥ o)

R S O S L
SR Y R S X :

S L ETTT ey e TN ; A

f:;;;«?<Dlatrlct of Florlda Southern concluded

A ~ GRAND JURY NUMBER (Ofﬁce Rumbers)

75~2 75-3
@0y | a0y

" Yotal \Ndr‘i“l‘ber bf Month’s, in Existence in the 12 Month Period

RN L : o Total Number of Months of No Aétivity
o ) ."v“; . ) 1»
“ *See Append/), B fora listing af Office Names and Numbers.
fo . Dl°t”30+ ©of Texas Southern concluded
s 1 ~ GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number*)
577 K R
L S Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
o f S " Total Number of Months of No Activity

«i *Sge Appendix B for-a listing of Office Names and Numbers.

“D&gﬁrict of Texas Western concluded
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& 5 ¢ k) e N

| District of Illinois Northern continued - - L S et
4 GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number*) 1 oA\
75-1| 75-2 | 75-3 | 75-4 | 75-5 [75.6. | 75-7 | 75-8 | 75-0 ] 75.10
(L) W M| W 1T W |l W (L |-
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
3 11 2 1 1 8 7 6 2 5
Total Number of Months of No Activity T
| 3
\ - 2 il e - - 5, 5 : - Lo J i
*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers, »
District of Illinois No rthern concluded
a GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number*) '
75-11 75-12] 75~13 7514
L M M R .
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
2 2 L L
Total Number of Months of No Activity "
*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers : .
vistract of California Central contlnued ; o
2 GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Nimber*) |
7h=12 | 74=13 75-1 N 752 75=-3 75-4 75 5 75-6 75-7 ~75~8
(2) (2) @) | (@) (2) | @ @ | @ (2)
: Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 ‘Month Period ‘ ,
9 12 11 11 11 8 | 8 1L 5 5
Total Number of Months of No Activity ' :
3 1 3 1] 1 1 1 - - -

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Nuhibers

Dlstrlct of Callfornla Central concluded-

a8 \’\ _y GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number*) o
75-9 | 75-10 |75-11 | 78-12 | 75-13 | 75-14
) @) (2) (2) (2) (2) S
o8 ) Total Number of Manths in Exxstence in the 12 Menth-Reriod
5 5 5 5 5 | 5
i L—./ - A - —t “ - =
T Total Number of'Wlonths of No Activity
o C . : . /; T

*Ség Appendi)} B for aﬂlisting‘ of Office Names and Numbersg‘wﬁ~
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== 752 | 75-3 | 75~ | 75-5

Iy

. District of California Southern concluded

GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number*)

(3) Gy ] & | &

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period
8 | 8 2 2

Total Number of Months of No Activity

N RS i

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers.
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APPENDIX B

&)

N

List of U.S. District Courts and places of holding court within
each district where grand juries sat in fiscal year 1975.
nunbers are assigned to places of holding court according to
Administrative Office Bulletin No. 510 to all Clerks of Court

(revised March 1972).

office munber order.

Office Name
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

MAINE:
Bangor
Portland

MASSACHUSETTS :
Boston

NEW HAMPSHIRE:
Concord

RHODE ISLAND:
Providence

PUERTO RICO:
San Juan

CONNECTICUT:
Hartford
New Haven
Bridgeport

NEW YORK, NORTHERN:
Albany
Auburn
Syracuse
Utica

NEW YORK, EASTERN:
Brooklyn

NEW. YORK, -SQUTHERN:
New York City

" NEW YORK, WESTERN:

Buffalo
Rochester

VERMONT :

. Burlington
7+ Ratland

DELAWARE : -

% Wilmington -

NEW JEKSEY:
_.Camden
Newaﬁkv

PENNSYLVANTA, EASTERN:

‘Philadelphia - 5

0ffice Number
1

mTwn

DN

0

0ffice Name

PENNSYLVANTA, MIDDLE:,
Harrisburg o
Lewisburg
Scranton
Williamsport

"Wilkes Barre

PENNSYLVANTA, WESTERN:
Erie
Pittsburgh

MARYLAND:
Baltimore

NORTH CAROLINA, EASTERN:
New Bern
Raleigh

NORTH CAROLINA,‘MIDDLE:
Greensboro

NORTH CAROLINA, WESTERN;:
Asheville - .
Charlotte

SOUTH CAROLINA:
Columbia .
‘VIRGINIA, EASTERN:
Alexandria

~ Norfolk
Richmond 5
Newport News: -

VIRGINIE, WESTERN:
Abingdon
Danville
Lynchburg
Roanoke

50 3 I . :
WEST VIRGINIA, NORTHERN:

'Qlafksburg o
Elkins ‘ RPN
WEST VIRGINIA, SOUTHERN:
. Bluefield o

Charlestaon o
Huntington )
Beckley ;
ALABAMA, NORTHERN:
. v Birmingham . .o

o

Office

The listing is presented in district and

" Office Number

g2

& a

o

N

&

gty
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LOUISIANA, EASTERN

i

Office Name

"ALABAMA, MIDDLE:

Montgomery

'ALABAMA, SOUTHERN:

Mobile

FLORIDA, NORTHERN:
Pensacola
Tallahassee

FLORIDA, MIDDLE:
dacksonville
Orlandoe
Tampa

FLORIDA, SOUTHERN:
Miami.
Fort Pierce
Key West
. West Palm Beach
" Fort Lauderdale

GEORGTA, NORTHERN:
Atlanta

GEQRGIA, MIDDLE:
Colunbus
Macon

» GEORGIA, SOUTHERN:

Apgusta
Qrunswick
Savannah

New Orleans

LOUISIANA, MIDDLE:
Baton Rouge

LOUTSTANA, WESTERN:
Alexandria
Shreveport

MISSISSIFPI, NORTHERN:
Oxford

MISSISSIPPI, SOUTHERN:
. Jackspn

TEXAS, NORTHERN:
Abilene
Dallas
Lubbock

TEXAS, EASTERN:
Beaumont
Tylen

TEXAS, - SOUTHERN =
~Brownsville

. Corpus Christi
. Galveston
Houston

"o Lapedo

=\

Qffice Nunber

oo W

OwENR

N

W

o=

v E W

Office Name

TEXAS, WESTERN:
Austin
Del Rio
El Paso
Pecos
San Antonio
Midland-0Odessa

KENTUCKY, EASTERN:
Catlettsburg
Covington
Lexington

KENTUCKY, WESTERN:
Bowl ing Green
Louisville
Owensboro
Paducah

MICHIGAN, EASTERN:

Bay City
Detroit

MICHIGAN, WESTERN:
Grand Rapids

OHIO, NORTHERN:
Cleveland
Toledo

OHIO, SOUTHERN:
Cincinnati
Columbus
Dayton

TENNESSEE, EASTERN:
Chattanocoga
Greenville
Knoxville
Winchester

TENNESSLE, MIDDLE:
Nashville

TENNESSEE, WESTERN:
Jackson
Memphis

ILLINOIS, NORTHERN:
Chicago

ILLINQIS, EASTERN:
Danville
East St. Louis

ILLINOIS, SOUTHERN:
Springfield

INDIANA, NORTHERN:
Hammond
South Bend

INDIANA, SOUTHERN:
Indianapolis

WISCONSIN, EASTERN:
Milwaukee
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Offlce Name

WISCONSIN, WESTERN‘
Madison

ARKANSAS, EASTERN:
, Little Rock

ARKENSAS, WESTERN:
Texarkana B o
Hot Springs

IOWA, NORTHERN:
Cedar Rapids
Sioux City

IOWA, SOUTHERN:
Des Moines o i
COLORADO:

MINNESQTA: N ;'\f*‘pemver'_”

St. Paul “ v )
MISSOURI, EASTERN:

St. Louis
MISSOURI, WESTERN:

Kansas City «

! Albquerque

NEBRASKA: ; _

Omaha - ‘ OI’L,AHOMA N NQRTHERN-
NOR'TH DAKOTA:

Bismarck

Fargo
SQUTH DAKOTA: ‘ Do JER

Deadwood ) C p Oklahoma clty

Sioux Falls ‘ L

| Coumm:

ALASKA: : . .Cngew“ o \'

Anchorage R Salt Lake City
ARIZONA: ) o _W\.{OMING-r

Phoenix . Pheyﬂnme

Tucson e : A L

CALTFORNIA, NORTHERN:
: San Francisco

CALIFORNIA, EASTERN:
Fresno
Sacramente

CALIFORNIA ; CENTRAL:
Los Angeles

CALITORNIA, SOUTHERN:
San Diego

HAWAII:"
Honolulu /|

'IDKHD:
Boise

MONTANA:
_'Billings
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APPENDIX C : - LN
List of U. S. District Courts That Ha e Adopted
Rules Reducing the Size of C:J.V:Ll Juries
Dis: I‘rlci of Columbla (boril 16, 1971+
;_ . Z WIn all "'LV:Ll cases tried in this Court the Jury shall cCﬂSlS‘t cf six (6) members
) : except in cases of eminent domain." (Effective June 1, 1971)

'S

'FIRST CIRCUIT

N

Maine (November 29, 1971) ; ' / R
" "0 LvIn all eivil jury cases the jury qhaJ.T eons:Lst of six (6) members.™
) Massarhusetis (October 8, 1971) . ‘
. "Im all civil jury cases, the jury shall con’s:i:;sfof six members,
This rule shall become effective November 1, 1971.% ; ‘ 7
o New Hampshire (July 27, 1971) : : : B o j

¥ (a) Number of Jurors and Initial Seleéction

(1) In all eivil jury cases, the jury ehall consist of gix members and
+he clerk shall selet_t by lot the names of six persons to be disawn
Lo ; ) initially.
- : (2} In all crdminal jury cases, the jury shall consist of twelve members
and the olerk shall select by lot the names of ‘twelve persons to be
drawn J.n:Ltlally " (Effective September 1, 1971)

Rhode Tsland (Filed Septembex:- 20 1971)

e " (@) Six-man_ juries. In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six
. 'members. The mhy in a crdminal case shall consist of twelve members,

except as provided in buale 23(b) of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedur'e."
 (Effective Sepiember 2/, 19713

. . Ry
Puerto. Riso (January 19, 1972)

"In all C:LVll jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members."”

SECOND CIRCULT

ConnecLLoL" Lbctobf'r 17, 1972)

s R L ““h\mkan i Jurors. - The Jury shall conslst of six ma_mbers in the trial of all L
Je ' ClVJ.l case::.“ (Effect:we October 1, 1972)

New York Northem (Ju_Ly 3, 1973) "

. : - "in all G:Lvnh,l‘ Jury Cases in this District Court, the jury shall consists of
PURI : » six (6) memivers.  The challenges permitted shall remain as provided in 28 SN
Co < ¥.8.C. 1870 and Rule 47(b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure." ~
S (Effective August 31 1873)

‘“2;3« New York L‘astern (July 3 ' 1973)
O - , "A ;,ury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons;" (Effect- )
je - . tive hugust 1, 1973) ‘

ey Néw York, Southern (July 24, 1973)
, X ,

J "A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons.” (Effec-

Wb wive ngust.l, 1973)

@
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THIRD CIRCUIT

Vermont (Oetbber 17, 1972) ) ' ' ~ GOy o
"In all eivil jury cases the jury shall consist of six ‘members.' In pro-— R

tracted lltlga’clon an additional juror, or durors, may be selected who W.'Lll
participate in the deliberatious #nd verdlct « (Effectlve Juky 4y .1.973)

Delaware . ' / ; ' PR

"In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six menbers eXaepL that S k

the parties may stlpulate that the jury ir any such case shall consist of _
any number less than six. (Effective 1-1-73, appl:.ca.ble to all civil trials -
commencing. on or after that date without vegard to th{e date upon which 'the:

action was filed)." ) 4 R

New Jersey (May 28, 1971)

"In all civil jury actions, except és may be otherwise exp_réssly vegiived
by law, the jury shall cmsist of six members." - (Effective September 1, S
1971) ,, L i A

Pernsylvania, Eastern (April 13, 1971) ! -

n (2) Except as puovided in (h), juries in civil cases shall consist, mltlally o
of eight (8) members. Trials in such cases shall contimie, so long as at :
least six (6) jurows remain in service. If ‘the number of jurors falls below @ 77
six (6), a mistrial shall be declared upon prompt, appllc.atlon therefor: by ol
any party then on the record. - (b) Trial by a jury con3151.1ng of txn/elve (12) :
meithers may be had if written demand therefor (With notice to all p@les) is - o w
filed with the court not less than thirty (30) and not more than sixty  (60) . . :
days following service of the last pleading directed to the issye triable of
right by the jury. (¢) This rule shall become effective on May 1, 1971,

All eivil jury cases pending on this court on the effectiye date hereof shall
be tried in accordance with sub-division (a) unless demand for trial by jury

G-

e

9

consisting of twelve (12} members is made within fifteen (15)' days followmg s LRy

the effective date of this rule.” (Effect:we May 1, 1971)

Pennsylvanla Mlddle (July 6, 1973)

(&) Jurles in civil cases-shall consist, :Ln:i.tlally, of at least’ E:LghL (8)

members. Trials in such cases shall continue so .:ong-as at leasi‘ su(ﬁ); s et
jurors remain in sewrvice, 1If the number of jurors falls below six 6y, & . SR

mistrial shall be declared upon prompt application therefor by any party .
then on the record.” ' (Effective July 6, 1973) s s

'Pennéylvania, Western (May 27, 1971) ; : L ' e

"In all civil qury cases the jury shall cons:.st of six members. ;i‘hlsy"Rule
shall be applicable ‘to all civil detions tried in this Dlstrlct oni or aILEx‘
September i, 1971,"  (Effective September L, 1971) : .

Virgin Islands (February 16, 1973)

P

2

"In all ecivil Jury cases the Jury shall cons:Lst of six (6) members." (Effective g
O k = R

March 1, 1973)

N

FQURTH CIRCUIT | S g R ER TR e A I e -

Méryland (J\'Jne‘:‘,lﬂ,ylwl) P k - SO E O R L

s

Jurors, as the court may deem necessary. A Thls rile bhall apply to i

- fried on or after the date-of th,ls order, ei’fentlve August 20, 1973 e ST

. \ : ) :r,

North Larol:ma, Mlddle (October lLL 1971) i

I;m O

i =

n{a) Number of Jurors{,*:m C1v11 Jury Cages. In all civil Jury Dases ‘the Jury
shall’ con51st of six (6) members.‘,’ (Effectn.ve J anuary l "1 72)

e
b
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North Carclina, Western (January 1974)

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members."
(Effective. January 1, 1974)

South Carolina (December 29, 1972) '

"Ordered that, in all civil jury cases tried on or after January 1, 1973 in
this Court, the jury shall consist of six {6) members.”

Virginia, Eastern (May 22, 1972)

"The jury in any civil case shall consist of six. The number of peremptory
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
Rula 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 Virginia, Southern (February 15, 1974)

Ay

"In civil dctions 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.”
(Effective July 1, 1973, amended February 15, 1397)

~ EIFTH CIRCUTIT

Alabamaﬂ Northern (May 10, 1972)

Y"Effective July 1, 1972, in all eivil jury cases, the jury shall consist of
six members.”

Alabama, Middle {uly 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 eivil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members.”

Florida, Northern (June 29, 1972)

YA jury for the trial of eivil cases shall consist of six persons plus such
alternate jurors as may be impaneled."

Florida, Middle (June 27, 1972)

"Rule 11A. A jury for the trial of civil cases shall vonsist of six persons
plus. such alternate Jjurors as may be imp.neled.” - (Effective July 17, 1972)

Florida, Southern (February 8, 1971)

v, . all eivil jury cases, jurisdiction for which is based upon 28 U.S.C.
§1332, H5 U.8.C. §51, and 46 U. S.C. §688, shall be tried to a jury which
shall corsist of six members.” CEffective March 1, 1971)

Georgia, Northern

MAll civil actions.shall be tried to a juwy of six members and challenges
shall be in accordance with Title 28 U.S.C. §3870."

. Louisisna, Bastern (April 20, 1971)

"Tn all-civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six (6) members."
CEffectlve May 1, 197l)
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Louisiana, Middle

"In all ecivil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members."
(Effective April 16, 1972)

Louisiana, Western (April 9, 1971)

YIn all civil jury cases, jurisdiction for which is based on 28 U.§.C." §1332, L
45 v,s.C. §51, and 46 U,S.C. $688, the jury shall consist of six members, Lo
with three peremptory challenges allowed ta each opposing party. One alter- Sl e
nate juror, in lengthy cases, will be empamelled, with one peremptory : :
challenge allowed to each of’the op9051ng parties." (Effective April 15,
1971) g

Mississippi, Northern (September 27, 1872)

"The District Judges. for the United Stateés District Court for the Northern

District of Mississippi do hereby adopt a local rule 6f court to provide

that in all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six membevrs, with . )
three peremptory challenges allowed to each opposing party. In its discretion Tl

the court may impanel two alternate jurors, with ome peremptory challepge Y ;

allowed each of the opposing parties.'" (Effective Jamuiary 1, 1973) .
Texas, Eastern (December 3, 1973) ’ : , , ‘\‘-\\he;«;%” L e

"... in all eivil jury cases, except as may be otherwise required by law, thek "

jury shall consist of six members, however, it shall be optlonal with 4-he Presiding. 5

Judge to require a twelve-member civil Jury~,r1al rather than six members.™ ,

(Effective January 1, 1974) o ) : =

Texas, Southern (July 27, 1973) k ' : ;V; R

A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six (6) persons, plub
such alternmate jurors as may be impaneled." (Effective July 30, 1973) i

Texas, Western (May 1, 1971) : - L
T all civil jury cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required by, .

law or: controlling rule, the jury shall comsist of six members." : v ‘ s
(Effective July 1, 1971 (As amended July 1, 1971)

SIXTH CIRCUIT
Kentucky, Western (April 24, 1972)

"Th o all eivil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) menbers "
{Effective May 1, 1972}

Michigan, Western (July 17, 1971

YA Jury for-the trial of civil cases shall con51s+ of six persons plus euch
alternate jurors as may be impanelled,” B

iy

i
)

Chio, Northern (March 24, 1972)
"In all civil trials, juries shall consist of six members;"

Tennessee Eastern (October 13, 1971)

#Tn all ecivil jury cases except ‘as may be otherwise expressly requlred by
law; the jury sha]l ‘consist of not less than six fﬁ) members m o

)

Temmessee, Mlddle (March 23, 1972)

WTE is- therefore ORDERED that from and after\May l 1972, Ancall civil Jury
cases the Jury shall consist of.six pevsons, excludlng alternates. :

RS

fe

Tl " | g 267 o . O : E:f: ;u.“‘ P




- Tennessee, Western M4arch 9, 1972)

"It is therefore ORDERED that from and aftér April 1, 1972, in all civil
Jjury cases the jury shall consist of six persons, excluding alternates.®
- (April 1, 1972)

SEVENTH CIRCUIT

Illinois, Northern (May 18, 1971)

"Im all jury cases, except as may be otherwise expressly require by law or

controlling rule, the jury shall consist of six members.” (Effective
September 13, 1971)

Illinois, Eastern (Locember 10, 1970)

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six members." (Effec-
tive September 1, 1971)

Illinois, Southern (January 21, 1971)

"Tn all jury cases [ecivil], except as may be otherwise expressly required by
law or controlling rule, the jury shall comsist of six members.” (Effective
May 1, 1971)

Indiana, Northern (March 10, 1971)

"In all civil jury cases, jurisdiction for which is based on 28 U.S.C
§1332 (diversity of citizenship and amount in controversy), 45 U.S.C. §51
(Federal Employers' Liability Act), 46 U.S.C. $688 (Jones Act), and cases
involving condemmation of real and personal property under the power of
eminent domain under the laws of the United States, the jury shall consist
of six (6) juvrors." (Effective May 1, 1971)

Indiana, Southern (February 26, 1971)

"In all civil jury cases, jurisdiction for which is based on 28 U.S.C.
§1332 (diversity of citizenship and amount in controversy), 45 U.S.C. §51
(Federal Employers' Liability Act), 46 U.S.C. §688 (Jones Act), and cases
involving condemnation of real and personal property under the power of
eminent domain under.the laws of the United States, the jury shall consist
of six (6) jurors." (Effective May 1, 1971)

WisconsinLAEastern (July 26, 197l)'

"Tn' 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, Western (August 28, 1973)

uTn all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six members, plus
such alternate jurors as may be impaneled."

EIGHTH CIRCUIT

[

Jowa, Northern

"Po better serve the intervests of judicial economy and to davoid the calling
of alternmates in all civil jury cases the parties shall be bound by the
verdiet of ngt less than six jurors." (Effective November 30, 1971}

Iowa, Southern (July 28, 1972)

n"Civil cases shall be tried to a jury of six, except in those situations in

which it would ordinarily be advisable to select alternates. In such

gituations an additional juror or jurors may be selected who will par-

ticipate in the deliberations and verdict. Unless the parties stipulate

otherwise, no verdict may be returned by a jury composed of less than

six members. . Tn the abscence of a stipulation pursuant to Rule Y48, Federal
. Rules of Civil Procedure, the jury's verdict shall be unanimous.”
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Minnesota (November 12, 1970)

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

Missouri, Eastern (July 30, 1973) SRR

"(g) (1) A jury for the trial 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 court in a designated civil
action or consolidated actions, the juries shall consist of six members :
in all ecivil cases, including but not limited to complex cases.™ g

Nebraska (January 17, 1972)

"In all civil jury cases the juries shall consist of six membersg.?
(Effective March 1, 1972)

South Dakota

"In all civil jury cases the 3ury shall consist of six persans.” (Effective
July 30, 1973)

NINTH CIRCUIT

Alaska (October 1, 1973)

"(A) In all civil cases the jury shall comsist of six'(G) members.™. (Effective »
October 1, 1973) : ot

3

Arizona (October 1, 1971) ‘ i s : E

"In all ecivil Jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members.”

o

‘Califormia, Morthern (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 (October 22, 1971}

*In all cases in which a jury is demanded in edvil cases, frial of a cause e
shall be before a jury consisting of six (6) menbers." (Effective November'
5, 1971) : ,

California, Central (March 8, 1971) | ‘ '; RO

"In all cases in which 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) : e @4

California, Soﬁ%hern (March 19 19713

"In all cases in which a jury is demanded in civil’ cases, trial of the- S e
cause shall be before a,Jury eon31st1ng of six (G) jurors." AEffective - = st
April 15, 1971) . ) : v .

i

Hawaii (March 31, 1971) K o o :_ - “ k7 ;f,i‘ vfi%
Ty all eivil jury cases for which jurisdiction is based Dn 28 1.5 Lo Vg "
Section 1332, US United States Code, Section-51, and 46 United States - = =~ &

© Code, Sectlon 688, the Jury shall consist of six membergq' (Effectxve : ISR
~April 12, 1971) e , : e e
: R o - ; T 2. g T .
: o o .
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Montana (Filed July 14, 1971)

"(d) Jury Trials

(1) A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons
plus such alternate jurors as may be impaneled.”™

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)

Oregon (June 7, 1971)

"(a2) In all civil cases tried in this court to a jury the number of jurors
shall be six unless otherwise ordered by the court.

(1) This provision shall not alter the number of challenges available to
a party under 28 U.S5.C. Sec. 1870 or Rule U9 (b) Fed. Rules Civ. Proc.¥
(Effective July 1, 1971)

Washington; Eastern (June 15, 1972)~

"A jury for the trial of all civil cases shall consist of six jurors plus
such alternate jurors as may be impaneled." (Effective July 1, 1972)

Washington., Western (May 22, 1972)

A jury for the trial of c¢ivil cases shall consist of six jurors plus such
alternate jurors that may be impaneled.” (Effective July 1, 1972)

Guam
"In all cases in which a jury is demanded in civil cases, trial of ‘the

cause shall be before a jury consisting of six (6) members, unless
otherwise ordered by the Court.” (Effective September 1, 1973)

~TENTH CIRCUIT

Colorado (April 21, 1971)
WIn all civil jury,cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required
by law or controlling rule, the jury shall consist of six members.®
(Effective June 1, 1371)

Kansas (March 11, 1971)
"In all civil jury cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required
by law or controlling rule, the jury shall consist of six members.”
(Effectlve June 1, 1971)

New Mex1co (February 19, 1971)

Mn all eivil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members.”
(Effective May 1; 1971)

Oklahoma, Northerm CAugust 7, 1873)

T all civil jury cases the Jury shall consist of six (6) members. The
.challenges permitted shall vemain as provided in 28 U.,S.C. 1870 and Rule
47 (b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure." (Entered Ausust 7, 1973)

‘OKlahoma, Eastern (April 1i, 1972)

"(3) In all civil jury cases the jury shall comsist of six (6) members.
The challenges permitted shall remain as provided in 28 U.5.C. 1870 and

i“Rule 47 (b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.”  (Effective July 1,
1972) :
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Oklahoma, Western

%(g) In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members.
H The challenges permitted shall remain as provided in 28 U.8.C. 1870 and o
H Rule Y7 (b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.” [Added, effective » BN
i 8-1-73.]

Wyoming (February 25, 1971) ammended (August 21, 1972)

: "In all civil jury cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required by ,
; law or controlling rule, the jury shall consist of six members.™ (Effectlve =
; September 1, 1972)

Districts Using Less Than Twelve Member Civil Juries by Stipulaticn of Parties
(Rule 48, Fed.R.Civ.P.)

Virginia, Western (For a period of approximately two vyears.)

Utah (As of Maxch 23, 1971.)

g
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NATIONAL

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE — FY 1975 NATIONAL

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE —
FISCAL YEAR 1975

400, judgeships

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

y1,u21

546,627 | 328,445 | 88,228 | 129,954

100% 60.1 % | 16.1 %| 23.8 %

.2 813,853,200 8,325,800|2,230,400

REER L0

- GRAND JURY |

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period

N
—
o
o]
x
=
=
L]
P—l
=

LTOO% 43.0 % 57.0

Total Number of Months ¢f No Activity

I

g J

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers. _0 S
Juror Utilization
Fiscal % Not % Selected juror
Year Selected, or Usage
Serving or . | de“
Challenged Serving naex
32.9

30.0

28 .4

26.5

23.8
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