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FDREWORD 

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. S. 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-ll and JS-llG monthly repor·ts 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 pt'esenting 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 

jury 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 

g~and juror usage profile page presents summary data for the year on all g~and 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 profile 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 fiscal 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 I profiles also contain a 1't;omml!!ntll appearing at the bottom of the grand 



juror profile page. These comments are derived from information submitted on the monthly 

reporting forms (JS-ll & JS-llG) and communications between indivtdual 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 district1s 

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 district1s juror utilization performance, especially where the data has been adversely 

affected due to unusual circumstances. 

In reviewjng a district1s 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 statistics for the first time this 

year is the initial step in determining what can be done to improve tlie 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. 

October 1975 

2 

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 mOre 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 characteridtics for the Federal grand jury system could be devel­

oped. As a result of this action, the Grand Jury Reporting System for the Un:i.ted States Dis-

trict Courts was instituted in "January 197~ by the Committee on the Operation of the Jury 

System, a committee of the Judicial Conference. Testing of this program was conducted in all 

distl'ict courts from January through June 197~, with full implementation occurring at the 

beginning of fiscal year 1975 (July 1, 197~). With the close of fiscal year 1975, a complete 

year 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-IIG 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 ~2 grand juries in New York Southern to a low of 

one in six of the 922 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 yeal' 291 gl:'and 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 j1)T'ies were in existence at some time in the 1.2 month period. Although 

lRegular grand jurie~ 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 p(g) , F.R.Crim.P.) 

2The districts of Virgin Islands and Canal Zone reported no grand jUries in existence during 
fiscal year 1975. 

3 



District 

Total All Districts •• 

District of Columbia •••.•• 

First Circuit 

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

Second Circuit 

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

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

Vermont •.•.••.•••••••.•••• 

Thi::d Circuit 

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

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

*Virgin Islands •••••••.•••• 

Fourth Circuit 

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

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

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

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

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

Fifth Circuit 

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

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

Georgia: 
Northern •.••.•.••••••••• 
Middle •••••••••••••••••• 
Sot.:tl:~rn ••••••••.•••••.. 

Louisia.Jv.: 
Eastern ••••••••••••••••• 
Middle •••••••••••••••••• 
Western ••••••••••••••••• 

Mississippi, 
Northern •••••••••••.•••• 
Southern ••.••••••••.•••• 

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

*Canal Zone ••.••••••••••.•• 

TABLE 1 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 

FISCAL YEAR 1975 

Number 
on 

July 1, 
1974 

279 

12 

2 
7 
1 
3 
2 

5 

1 
10 
19 

3 
2 

2 
8 

5 
3 
4 

4 

1 
1 
2 
1 

3 ., 
1 
2 

1 
1 
1 

2 
6 
7 

3 
1 
2 

6 
2 
1 

1 
1 

6 
1 
6 
7 

Number 
Impaneled 

in the 
12 month 
period 

291 

7 

3 
1 
1 
1 

3 

5 
20 
23 

5 
2 

2 
4 

4 

3 

6 

2 
1 
2 
1 

8 
8 

1 
3 

3 
1 
1 

2 
6 

15 

7 
2 
2 

3 
3 
5 

1 
1 

4 
1 
5 

10 

4 

Number 
Discharged 

in the 
12 month 
period 

265 

9 

2 
3 
1 
2 
2 

5 

5 
17 
13 

4 
1 

2 
6 

4 
1 
2 

3 

2 
1 
2 
1 

4 
3 

1 
2 

3 
1 
1 

2 
5 

13 

5 
1 
3 

4 
3 
2 

1 
1 

3 

4 
7 

Number 
on 

June 3u, 
1975 

305 

10 

1 
2 
1 

3 

1 
13 
29 

4 
3 

2 
6 

2 
5 

7 

1 
1 
2 
1 

7 
8 

1 
3 

1 
1 
1 

2 
7 
9 

5 
2 
1 

5 
2 
4 

1 
1 

7 
2 
7 

10 

Total 
Number 

in 
Existence 

in the 
12 month 
period 

570 

19 

2 
10 

2 
4 
3 

8 

6 
30 
42 

8 
4 

4 
12 

9 
3 
7 

10 

2 
4 
2 

11 
11 

2 
5 

4 
2 
2 

4 
12 
22 

10 
3 
4 

9 
5 
6 

2 
2 

10 
2 

11 
17 



, 
I 

District 

Sixth Circuit 

Kentucky, 
Eastern. ~ . " ." .................... .. 
Western •••••••.•••••.••. 

Michigan: 
Eastern ..... ~ .................. " .. .. 
Western ............................. .. 

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

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

Seventh Circuit 

Illinois, 
Northern ••••••• ~~ ••••••• 
PasteJ::'n ...... ,. ...... 'Oo ............ " ..... 

Southern •••••••••••••••. 
Indiana: 

Northern,., ....... '" .. " ................ .. 
Southern •••••••••••••••• 

Wisconsin: 
Eastern ................. " .. ~""""" 
Western ••••.•••.•••.•• f. 

Eighth Circuit 

Arkansas: 
Easts:rn ........... " .. " ...... "" .... .. 
weste:rn.""""" .. " ...... J," .. " .. .. 

Iowa, 
Northern •••••••••••••••• 
Southern •••••••••••.•••• 

Minnesota ....•....•.•.•..• 
!.fissouri: 

Eastern ........... """ .... "" .. ,, ~" 
Western ••••••••••.•• , ••• 

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

Ninth Circuit 

Alaska •••••••••••••••.•••• 
Arizona, .. ~ ... ,. .......................... .. 
California: 

Northern. 0 •••••••• 0 ••••• 

Eastern ~ ...... " ...................... .. 
CentraL ••••••••••.••••• 
Southern ......... .................... .. 

Hawaii ••• ~ .... ,. •••••• " ••••• 
Idaho ...... ,. 0 ••••• ' •••••• 

Montana .................. . 
Nevada ..... " ....................... . 
Oregon ............................. . 
Washington: 

Eastern ....... -# .. ,. .................. .. 

Western ................ . 
Guam ......................... '" ............ .. 

'l'enth Circuit 

Colorado •••••••••••••••••• 
l<ansas ................... . 
New Mexico .......... .; ............ -. .... .. 
Oklahoma: 

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

utah ..................... . 
''<yoming .................. . 

TABLE 1 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

UNITEO STATES DISTRICT COURTS 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

(concluded) 

Number Number 
Number Impaneled Discharged 

on in the in the 
July 1, lZ month 12 month 

1974 pet:iod period 

3 3 3 
5 2 3 

6 6 7 
1 1 

5 4 3 
5 2 4 

4 2 2 
1 1 1 
2 2 2 

].D 14 17 
2 1 2 
2 2 1 

2 2 2 
1 3 2 

2 1 1 
1 1 2 

1 1 1 
1 1 1 

2 
1 1 1 
1 1 1 

2 2 2 
3 1 1 
1 1 
1 1 1 
1 2 1 

1 1 1 
:3 3 3 

4 5 5 
2 1 

12 14 15 
9 5 6 
1 
1 1 1 
1 1 1 
2 2 1 
:3 1 

1 
1 2 1 
1 1 1 

1 1 1 
3 2 :3 
2 3 2 

1 1 1 
1 1 1 
1 1 

2 
1 

Total 
Number 

in 
Number E>(ilOtenca 
on in the 

June 3D, 12 month 
1975 period 

3 6 
4 7 

5 12 
1 

6 9 
3 7 

4 6 
1 2 
2 4 

7 24 
1 3 
3 4 

2 4 
2 4 

2 3 
2 

1 2 
1 2 

2 2 
1 2 
1 2 

2 4 
:3 4 

1 
1 2 
2 3 

1 2 
3 6 

4 9 
3 3 

11 26 
8 14 
1 1 
1 2 
1 2 
3 4 
2 3 

1 1 
2 3 
1 2 

1 2 
2 5 
3 5 

1 2 
1 2 

1 
2 2 
1 1 

*The Districts of Virgin Islands and Canal Zone reported no grend juries in e~istence 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 juri'2s 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-

vE:!ned sessions, and the total number of hours of convened sessions. New York Southern report-

ed the greatest number of sessions convened 949, 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 sesBions 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 

morR sessions during the 12 month period. This is an average of at least one session per wee1_ 

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 wit~in a district3 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 

22.4 jurors per session for fiscal year 1975. Average hours per session 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 policy that grand jury sessions should be scheduled 

When there is a sufficient accumulation of business to fully occupy the grand jury's day. 

(Conf. Rept., April 1973, p.12) 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. AttorneyTs office to maintain the efficient operation of the grand jury system. 

The table, "Proceedings by Indictment and Grand Juror Usage", gives a breakdo\'m by dis-

trict of the numbel' 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 G(a), F.R.Crim.P.) 
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District 

Total All Districts .. 

District of Columbia .•••.• 

First Circuit 

Maine •.•..••••..••••...••. 
Massachusetts ....•.••.•••• 
Ne,~ Hampshire .•.•..•.••... 
Rhode Island .............. 
PUerto Rico .......................... 

Second Circuit 

Connecticut ............... 
Ne>! York: 

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

Vermont ••...•••.......•••• 

Third Circuit 

Dc1a>Tare •••.•..••...•••.•• 
Ne>! Jersey .•.•..•..•..••.• 
Pennsylvania: 

Eastern ............................... ;I 

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

*Virgin Islands •.••••.•. '" 

Fourth Circuit 

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

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

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

Eastern •.•...•..•...•••• 
West.ern ••••.••••••.••••• 

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

Fifth Circuit 

1'1abama: 
Northern ..•••..•.•...••• 
Middle .................. 
:::outbern •••.••••.• , .• , •• 

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

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

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

Mississippi: 
Northern •••••••.•.•••••• 
southern ••••••••••.••••• 

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

*Cana1 Zone •••••••••••••••• 

TABLE 2 

GRAND JUROR USAGE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 

FISCAL YEAR 1975 

Number of: 

Sessions Jurors in Hours in 
convened session session 

7,846 156,167 41,421 

581 11,613 2,155 

11 222 68 
274 5,280 1,411 

5 100 33 
38 767 208 
29 568 185 

85 1.622 510 

57 1.158 233 
45~ 8.928 2.108 
949 19,493 3.644 
175 3.355 989 
44 919 157 

65 1,311 291 
267 5.050 1.392 

178 3,654 789 
24 461 12B 

110 2,074 681 
- - -

153 3,085 654 

34 761 196 
8 154 50 

10 179 70 
12 251 B6 

<is 2.044 660 
26 49B 170 

16 353 123 
41 835 304 

24 536 164 
11 212 64 
1B 341 122 

14 2B3 82 
168 3,282 961 
162 3,300 885 

III 2.193 709 
45 946 323 
15 270 81 

115 2.343 6fi1 
55 1,133 384 
62 1.246 422 

15 325 83 
11 238 70 

100 2,015 644 
14 299 82 
53 1,048 288 

113 2,362 500 
- - ~ 

7 

Average Average 
l")Umber of number of 
jurors per hours per 
session session 

19.9 5.28 

20.0 4.74 

20.2 6.18 
19.3 5.15 
20.0 6.60 
2ll.2 5.47 
19.6 6.38 

19.1 6.00 

20.3 4.09 
19.5 4.60 
20.5 3.84 
19.2 5.65 
20.9 3.57 

20.2 4.48 
18.9 5.21 

20.5 4.43 
19.2 5.33 
18.9 6.19 

- -

20.2 4.27 

22.4 5.76 
19.2 6.25 
17.9 7.00 
;>(;.'1 7.17 

20.9 6.73 
19.2 6.54 

22.1 7.69 
20.4 7.41 

22.3 6.83 
19.3 5.82 
18.9 6.78 

20.2 '5.86 
19.5 5.72 
20.4 5.46 

19.8 6.39 
21.0 7.19 
18.0 5.40 

20.4 5.75 
20.6 ,<';.9B 
20.1 6.81 

'.J 

21. 7 5.53 
21.6 6.36 

20.2 6.44 
21.4 5.86 
19.8 5.4:3 
20.9 5.31. 

- -



District 

Sixth Circuit 

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

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

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

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

Seventh Circuit 

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

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

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

Eighth Circuit 

Arkansas: 
Eastern ••...•.•••.•••••• 
Western .... ,I .......................... .. 

Iowa: 
No"thern •.•.••••..•••••• 
Southern •••••.•..•.••••• 

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

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

NeQraska .••••••••••.•••••• 
North Dakota •••••••.•.•••• 
South Dakota •••..•••...••• 

Ninth circuit 

Alaska .••...••..••.•.•••• 
A:t;'izona ................................. .. 
Cali fornia: 

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

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

Eastern. '"' ............................ . 
western ••••.•.••.•••.••. 

Guam ................................. ~ ...... .. 

Tenth Circuit 

Colorado •••••••••.••.••••• 
Kansas ...................................... .. 
New Mexir.:? •••••.•••.•••.• 
Oklahoma: 

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

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

TABLE 2 
GRAND JUROR USAGE 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

(Concluded) 

Sessions 
convened 

29 
51 

205 
14 

88 
59 

8 
15 
59 

330 
36 
76 

40 
70 

53 
15 

16 
7 

28 
18 
46 

71 
94 
23 

9 
35 

17 
92 

108 
50 

494 
192 

35 
26 
15 
86 
54 

8 
48 
11 

48 
30 

100 

7 
20 
14 
39 

3 

Number of: 

Jurors in 
session 

602 
1,048 

4,192 
280 

1,762 
1,117 

164 
293 

1,243 

6,598 
668 

1,438 

805 
1,406 

1,037 
269 

355 
152 

551 
370 
947 

1,434 
1,723 

477 
185 
654 

333 
1,786 

2,127 
1,019 
9,555 
3,542 

675 
531 
334 

1,622 
1,060 

157 
995 
203 

955 
597 

2,055 

133 
436 
263 
846 

66 

Rout's in 
session 

177 
280 

1,182 
77 

486 
403 

45 
87 

412 

1,686 
243 
492 

273 
461 

252 
62 

119 
42 

211 
122 
294 

401 
627 
154 

51 
221 

96 
584 

628 
191 

2,571 
866 
183 
170 

95 
351 
273 

47 
331 

34 

305 
204 
623 

55 
136 

91 
188 

19 

Average 
number c.f 
jurors per 
session 

20.8 
20.5 

20.4 
20.0 

20.0 
18.9 

20.5 
19.5 
21.1 

20.0 
18.6 
18.9 

20.1 
20.1 

19.6 
17.9 

22.2 
21. 7 

19.7 
20.6 
20.6 

20.2 
18.3 
20.7 
20.6 
18.7 

19.6 
19.4 

19.7 
20.4 
19.3 
18.4 
19.3 
20.4 
22.3 
18.9 
19.6 

19.6 
20.7 
18.5 

19.9 
19.9 
20.6 

19.0 
21.8 
18.8 
21.7 
22.0 

Average 
lI1lmber of 
hours per 

session 

6.10 
5.49 

5.77 
5.50 

5.52 
6.83 

5.62 
5.80 
6.98 

5.11 
6.75 
6.47 

6.82 
6.59 

4.75 
4.13 

7.44 
6.00 

7.54 
6.78 
6.39 

5.65 
6.67 
6.70 
5.67 
6.31 

5.65 
-G.35 

5.81 
3.82 
5.20 
4.51 
5.23 
6.54 
6.33 
4.08 
5.06 

5.88 
6.90 
3.09 

6.35 
6.80 
6.23 

7.86 
6.80 
6.50 
4.82 
6.33 

* ~'he Dist.ricts of virgin Islands and Canal Zone reported no grand juries in existence during 
fiscal year 1975. 
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TABLE 3 

PROCEEDINGS BY INDICTMENT AND GRAND JUROR USAGE 
UNITED STATES O!STRICT COURTS 

Fiscal Year 1975 

Proceedintjs commenced P-roceedi-pgo Commenced 
by Indictment by Indictment 

Grand Grand 

Cases I Defendants 

J·ury liours 

Cases I 
Jury Uours 

Sessions in Sessions in 
District Comrened Sesffion District Defendants Con\.~ened Session 

National Total ••••••• 26,775 40.038 7,846 41.421 Sixth Circuit 

District of Columbia •••••• 614 768 581 2.755 Kentucky: 
Eastern ............... f''' ~ ........ 3S2 524 29 177 

First circuit WesteJ:'n ....... '"' ...... ~ .. f ........ 27Q 390 51 280 
Michigan: 

Maine ............. " .. ~ ..................... 54 8~ 11 68 Eastern .............................. 1.057 1.597 205 l,l82 
Massachu 'iletts ........................... 417 724 274 1.411 Western ........... ~ .............. 105 167 14 77 
Net." Hampshire .......................... 31 54 5 33 Ohio: 
Rhode Island ............................ 93 112 38 208 Northern ......................... 470 597 B8 486 
Puerto Rice .......................... 182 272 29 185 Southern .......................... 1Bl 266 59 403 

Tennessee: 
Second Circuit Eastern ........... ~ ............ 134 ln a 45 

Miild1e •••••••••••••••• 139 loa 15 87 

Connecticut.~ ••••••••••••• 233 346 8S 510 Western ................... " ...... 166 311 S9 412 
New York: 

Northern t ....................... ,. .... 67 % 57 233 Seventh Circuit 
Eastern ............................. 415 920 45B 2,10B 
Southern ..................... ,.. .... " ... 862 1,926 949 3,644 Illinois: 
Western ................................... 143 229 175 989 N'orthern .......................... 572 946 no 1.686 

Vermont ............................ * ... 69 100 44 157 Eastern ............................. 157 234 36 243 
Southern ... f ............ " .......... 106 147 76 492 

Third Circuit Indiana: 
Northern ........................... 368 533 40 273 

Delaware ................................. ., 138 169 65 291 Southern ........................ 23l 397 70 461 
New Jersey .......................... 362 654 267 1,392 WisconsiItJ 
Pennsylvania: Eastern ... " .................. "' .. 157 253 S3 252 

'Eastern .......... ~ ..................... 710 1,120 178 769 westnrn .................... "'. Sl 55 15 62 

Middle .................. 114 179 24 128 
Western .................. f ...... 306 541 110 691 :B'-9hth Circuit: 

Virgin Islands ......... "' ........ 
Arkans;;15 : 

Fourth Circuit EastElrn ............... " 252 322 1'; 119 
Western ••• ., ............... f" 91 109 7 42 

Haryland ••••••••••• , •••••• 563 861 153 654 Iowa: 
North Carolina! Northern ••••••••••• ., • 53 88 28 211 

Eastern ................ ~ .. " .. "- ...... "- 229 339 34 196 Soutbern .................. '" ...... 107 116 18 122 

Middle ••••••••• , •••••••• 330 432 B 50 Minnesota ................ ~ ..... 281 396 46 294 

Western ......... J> ............... 248 366 10 10 Missour;i.:-
South Carolina.,. ................ 485 706 12 86 Eastern ...................... " ...... 302 389 71 401 

Virginia: Western .......... " ...... ~ ..... 249 361 94 627 

Eastern .......... " ............ 744 933 98 6bO Nebrask.s .............. /> .. ~ .... 129 168 23 154 
Western ......... , .......... 239 330 26 170 North Dakota ........... ~ ... 63 80 9 Sl 

West Virginia: south Dakota •••••••••••• 267 301 35 221 

Northern ........... " ........ ,. .......... 21 37 16 123 
Southern ........ ~ ............... .J5 292 41 304 Ninth Cjrcuit 

Fifth Circuit Ala.slt, .................... ~ .. .......... ""- III 154 17 96 
At'izona: .. " ................ "- ~ ............ 1.0I6 1,568 92 584 

Alabama: California: 
N'orthern. />. f .................. 408 619 24 164 Northern ........... ~ ........... 461 676 108 628 

Middle •••••••••••••••••• 192 267 11 64 Eastern ....... ~ ............ '" 524 659 SO 191 

southern ...................... 98 162 18 122 Central ... ,. .... ~ .............. 1,432 ? 090 494 2,571 

Florida: Southern ...... ~ ............... l,lB3 ',192 192 866 

Nort:hern .. ~ ..................... 136 114 14 82 Hawaii ........ /> ........ ., ............ 96. 151 35 183 

Middle •••••••••••••••••• 383 627 168 961 Idaho ................... 70 91 26 170 

southern ......................... 649 977 162 885 Mvntand ..... ,. ........................ " 81 89 15 9S 

Ceorryia: Nevada .............................. 181 247 86 35), 

Northern ............................ 454 655 111 709 Oregon ..... ~ ................... .. 210 311 54 273 

Hiddle .................. 142 214 45 323 ~vashin9ton : 
Southern ......................... 154 182 15 81 Eastern. ~." ..... '" ............ 112 ].23 B 41 

Louisiana" Western. ~,. ................. 0-. 319 484 48 331 

Eastern ... ~ .................. ",.". 388 590 115 661 Guam •••• ~ ................ ~ 24 45 11 34 

Middle .................. 56 104 S5 384 
western .......................... 176 214 62 422 Tenth Circuit 

Mississippi: 
Northern ............... __ . " .... 121 159 15 83 Colorado ................... ". ~ 25~ 328 48 305 

Sou1:hern •••••••••••••••• 88 140 11 70 Kahsas"' ..................... , 255 372 30 2Q4 

Texas: New Mexico .............. ~ .. " 231 327 100 u23 

Northern .............. ,.. ........ 479 624 100 644 Oklahoma: 
'Eastern .................................. B2 96 14 82 Northern .............. 111 149 7 55 
Southern. ,_ .................. "'" . an 1,393 53 288 Eastern ............... " '" II ... 45 77 20 136 

Western ................. "." ..... o- 569 8213 113 600 Western .............................. 158 222 14 9], 

Canal Zone ... ~ ...... />-. " ......... 
Utah .................... 32 45 39 189 
Wyoming ...................... " .• 12 13 3 19 
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fl~m 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 providc~. 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, 

ColoradoTs 48 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 proceedE'd 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 courtTs grand jury program as 

"the grand jury time required to obtain any number of indictments depends on the natur,,: of the 

activity. the nlllriber of participants involved, and the guidance of the U.S. Attorney in any 

mattel' which a grand jury is investigating. However, this data should enable a district to ob-

tain a cleal'er 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 yeal' 1975. 

The fourth table, TTMonths 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 exi.stence 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 " 

~very mon"th "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 individual 
was aX'rested or served wii:h a summons in connection with such charges. J;f 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 be extended an additional thirty days. 

This data helps to indicate those distri.cts which would have been able to meet the 30-day 

requirement for filing of the indictment in fiscal yea~ 1975 by revealing those districts which 

had almost continuous grcmd jury activity. It also points out those districts which would 

have had diffic',llty in meeting the l:'equirement due to large amounts of time during which no 

10 

I 
I 
i 

,. 



---~-

TABLE 4 
MONTHS OF NO ACTIVITY FOR GRAND JURIES 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 
FISCAL YEAR 1915 

Total Number 
of Grand Number of 

Juries in Number of G;rand Juries 
Existence Grand Juries Having Numbe-r of Gralld Juries with the Indicated Number of 

in the Having No One or More Months of No Activity: 
12 Month Months of Months of I I 3 I 4 I 5 I I I B I 9 I 10 I Di12trict l?eriod No Activity No Activity 1 2 G 1 11 \ 12 

Total All Districts ••• 570 215 355 88 62 55 42 24 17 27 9 7 10 5 '3 

District of Columbia .. j ...... 19 9 10 1 3 2 1 2 1 

First Circuit 

Maine •••••••••••••••••••••• 2 2 1 
Massachusetts ...................... 10 4 6 2 2 2 
New Hampshire •••••••••••••• 2 2 1 1 
Rhode Island ••••••••••••••• 4 4 3 1 
Puerto Rico .... of • ................ II 3 3 1 2 

Second Circuit 

connecticut ......................... 8 ) 3 1 1 
New York: 

Nortlternoo ... oo .................... 6 5 1 1 
Eastern ......................... 30 22 B 1 2 2 1 1 1 
SOltthern. ........................... 42 15 27 5 2 3 2 3 1 1 3 2 
Westerh ...... oo of .................. 9 7 1 1 

vermont ............ oooo .............. 4 2 2 1 1 

Third Circuj.t 

Delaware .......................... 4 4 
New Jersey ••..•..••.•.••.•• 12 8 4 1 2 1 
Pennsylvania: 

Eastern ................................... 9 6 3 1 1 1 
Middle ••••••••••••••••••• 3 3 1 1 1 
Wasternoo ............ .- ..... I< ...... 7 1 

~ 
2 1 1 1 1 

*virgin Islands ............... 

Fourth circuit 

Maryland ••••••••••••••••••• 10 5 5 1 3 1 
North Carolina: 

Bastern .................................. 3 3 1 1 1 
Middle ••••••••••••••••••• 2 2 1 1 
Western ...................... 4 4 3 1 

South Carol;"\a ....................... i 2 2 
Virginia.: 

Eastern ............... ~oo."".". II 3 8 2 4 1 1 

Western ................... " .... of'-. 11 1 10 1- 1 2 1 1 1 2 1 
west Virginia;. 

Nort..;'ern .................. " ......... 2 2 1 l 
Soutllern .. ,. ..................... S 1 4 2 1 1 

Fifth Circuit 

Alabama: 
Northern .... "- ........................ 4 1 3 1 1 1 
}!iddle ••••••••••••••••••• 2 2 2 
Southern ........................... "" ..... 2 2 1 1 

Florida: 
Nortnern ........................... 4 4 3 1 
Middle ••••••••••••••••••• 12 4 8 4 3 1 
Southern .......................... 22 13 9 3 3 3 

Georgia: 
Nortllern .......................... 10 3 7 1 1 

Middle ................... 3 3 1 1 1 

Southern ................... oo 4 1 3 1 1 1 
Louisiana,: 

Eastern ....................... 9 3 6 J. 1 3 1 

Middle ................... 5 2 3 2 1 

Western ..................... 6 2 4 1 2 1 
Mississippi: 

Northern ...................... 2 2 1 1 
Southern ................... 1> ....... 2 2 2 

Texas: 
Northern ......................... 10 l 

I 
9 2 1 1 2 1 1 1 

Eastern ...................... 2 2 2 
Southern ................... '* ...... I. II 4 7 1 2 2 1 1 

WesterI! ................ oo ... ,. ....... 17 5 12 5 1 2 1 2 1 

*canal Zone ........................... 
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TABLE 4 
MONTHS OF NO ACTIVITY FOR GRAND JURIES 

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 ..,ith the rndicated Number of 
in the Having NO One or More Months of No Activity: 

12 Month Months of Nontlls of I 2 I I I 5 I 6 I I I 9 I 10\ 11\ ,1: 
Period No Activity No Activity 1 3 4 7 a 12 

Sl.l<th Circuit. 

Kentucky: 
Eastern ................................... 6 1 5 1 2 1 1 
Ireste>::! •••••••••••••••••• 7 1 6 2 1 1 1 1 

Michigan: 
Eastern ............................... 12 7 5 3 
Western .................................. 1 1 1 

Ohio: 
NOl;'thern ............................ '" .... 9 1 8 2 2 1 
Soutl'lern ...... ~ .......................... 7 1 6 1 1 1 1 

Tennessee: 
Eastern ........... ., ..................... 6 6 1 1 1 1 1 1 
Middle ••••••••••••••••••• 2 1 1 1 
Western •••••••••••••••••• 4 2 

Seventh Circuit 

Illinois: 
Northern ............................. ~~ 16 8 1 2 2 1 
Eastern ............................... 3 3 1 1 1 
Southern ............................... 4 2 2 2 

IndiatJa: 
Northern ••••••••••••••••• 4 1 2 1 
Southern ............................... 4 4 

Winconsin: 
Eastern ... " .......................... 3 2 1 1 
Western ........... It ...................... 2 1 1 1 

Fighth Circuit 

Arkansas,; 
Eastern .................................. 2 2 1 1 
Western ................................... 2 2 1 1 

r~"':ia: 
,.q'"orthern ................... 2 2 1 1 
Southern ••••••••••••••••• 2 2 , 

1 1 
Minnesota •••••••••••••••••• 2 2 1 1 
Missouri: 

Eastern .......................... 4 1 3 3 
Western ................................... 4 4 1 1 1 1 

Nebraska ••••••••••••••••••• !. 1 1 
North Dakota ••••••••••••••• 2 2 1 1 
South Dakota ••••••••••••••• 3 3 1 1 1 

Ninth Circuit 

Alaska ••••••••••••••••••••• 2 2 
Arizona ..................................... 6 5 1 1 
California, 

Northern ............................. 9 8 1 1 
Eastern .... ~ .......................... 3 2 1 1 
Central •••••••••••••••••• 26 8 18 7 3 1 2 1 
Southern ••••••••••••••••• 14 5 9 3 1 2 1 2 

nawaii ••••••••••••••••••••• 1 1 1 
Idaho •••••••••••••••••••••• 2 2 
Montana ..................................... 2 1 1 1 
Nevada •••• " •••••••••••••••• 4 3 1 1 
Oregon ..................................... 3 2 1 1 
Washington, 

Eastern ................................. 1 1 1 
Western ................................ 3 1 ? 2 

Guam •••• , .................... 2 2 1 1 

Tenth Circuit 

ColQrado ••••••••••••••••••• 2 2 
Kansas ......................................... 5 5 1 1 1 1 
New Mexico .............................. 5 5 1 1 1 
Oklahoma. 

Northern ••••••••••••••••• 2 2 1 1 
Eastern ................................. 2 2 1 1 
Western ................................ 1 1 1 

Ptnh ••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 2 1 1 
Wyoming •••••••••••••••••••• 1 1 1 

* The Districts of Virgin Islands "nd Canal Zone reported no grand juries in eKistence during fiscal year 1975. 
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grand jury sessions were held a,'ld where there might be the need for increasing grand jury 

activity in the upcoming fiscal year. If grand jury activity is maintained at the same level 

as in 1975 in fiscal year 1976, these figures also indicate those districts which will possibly 

have to invoke tne 3D-day extension period provided for in the Act. For example, Wyoming 

had one grand jury in existence and it recorded 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 JUl"y 

The beginning of fiscal year 1975 (July 1, 197~) saw the implementation of the first 

major revision of the Petit Juror Usage Instructions since the commencement of the Petit 

Juror Usage (JS-ll) 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 lS74- and the 

many comments and suggestions by district 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-ll 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-ll 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-l97~, only sworn jurors for specific case trials were to be reported 

as serving. '1'his 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 alter­

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, 197~, 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 resulted from the counting of a jury in trial depending on whether a judge 

chose to swear all juries immediately following a multiple selection of juries, or whether he 

chose ,to swear each jury just prior to the star:!: of the trial. 

The effect of this change on the statistics is to decrease the number 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 selections requiring more than n~m Ga.y to complete. This will result in an 

increase in the Juror Usage Index for these distt'icr1's as the number of juries in trial is 

reduced (the Juror Usage Index is calculated by ~ivid1ng the total number of persons available 

by the total number of juries in trial, giving an av~rage number of persons required for eacll 

jury trial day). 

These were the major changes in the instructions for JS-ll reporting which had some effect 

en the yearly compilation of data. The changes should be kept in mind when reviewing each 

district! s figures, especially wh:'n making compal.'isol1s between a prior year's data and that 

for the current fiscal year 197:'. 

The follm-!ing presentation of sum;l1ary st:;d:istics on petit juror utilization includes 

statistics for fiS(lal year 1975 as Null as comparisons of this data with utilization figures 

for fiscal years 1971 - 1974. 

National Over'Vie'lil of Petit .Jure "s 

The national Juror Usage Index or JUI (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 sJ,ight increase over the fiscal year 1974 JUI 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 reportin~ 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, r.here has been a decrease of l7.l~b in 

the JUl. Thus, in the five year period the efforts of judges and court personnel have result­

ed in approximately 4 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 jury trials has again shown an increase with 60.1% of all total available persons 

so cate~orized in fiscal year 1975. In fiscal year 1971~, 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 increase in the percentag~ 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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TABf..E 5 
PETIT JUROR USAGE - FISCAL YEARS 1971.1975 

-
I 

Petit jurors 19H 1972 1973 1974 

ToL .. l available •••••••••• 512,553 547,821 573,150 540,628 

Selected or Serving •••• 277,878 304,178 324,038 315,419 

Percent .•..•••..•.••• 54.2 55.5 56.5 58.3 

Challenged ••••••••••••• 66,314 79,501 86,520 82,152 

Percent •••••••••••••• 12.9 14.5 15.1 15.2 

Not Selected, Serving 
or Challenged •••••••••• 168,361 164,142 162,592 143,057 

Percent •••••••••••••• 32.8 30.0 28.4 26.5 

Jury TriaL Days •••••••••• 21,990 26,176 28,425 28,274 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

P€RC€NT 

1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 
SELECTED OR 

SERVING 

FISCAL YEARS 1971-1975 

19." 1972 1973 1974 1975 

CHALLE;NGE;D 

15 

1975 over 

Increase 
1975 (Decrease) 

546,627 5,999 

328,445 13,026 

60.1 -
88,228 6,076 

16.1 -

H9,954 (13,103) 

23.8 -
28,293 19 

1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 

NOT SELECTED, SERVING, 
OR CHALLENGED 

1974 

Percent 
Change 

1.1 

4.1 

-
7.4 

-
-9.2 

-
0.1 





call at the 1971 rate (Juror Usage Index) is shown along with the actus.l number of persons 

reporting each year. The tTsavingsll in juror days since 1971 to the end of fiscal Y:'::Jr 1975 (a 

five year periud) has been a total of 383,101 juror days. This is 1!tn estimated II savings" in 

juror attendance fees alone of $7,r,62,020 and does not take into account the large amounts of 

"savingslT 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 nee~s. 

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-ll reports on petit juror activity 

(I 
/ 

within each district which are submitted monthly to the Admini~trative Office of the U.S. Courts 

and compiled semi-annually and annually. 

The first table, ITJuror Usage Reports -- Totals lT , 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 district 

is given showing the aVi'!X'age number of jurors required by a district to conduct each jury trial 

day. Further, it shows that at this time 82 of the 9'+ districts have instituted use of the 

less than 12-member civil jury by change in local rules, court order, or frequent st:tpulation 

by counsel. 

ITA Comparison of Juror Usage Rankings ll is a compilation of the five individual ranking 

tables which follow and provides an overview of each district's various l'anldngs. A r;}ompaX'-

ison ranking is given to each district according to its (1) Juror Usage Index, (2) percentage 

of jur~rs selected or serving, (3) percentage of jurors challenged, (4) percentage of jurors 

not selected, seX'ving or challenged, and (5) percentage of jUrors not selected and not serving 

(a combination of categories (3) and ('+)). 

When reviewing this table, as well as the five individual l.'anking tables, the reader should 

keep in mind that there is sometimes a special problem within a district or an unusua.l se t of 

circumstances (e.g. one or more notoriety cases requiring large juror panels for selection, 

particQlar practices as to use of challenges, a heavy criminal caseload, or long distances 

jurc:::'.s must travel to the place of holding court) \vhich 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 conjlU1ction with any special conditions which may have existed to affect its standing 

in comparison to other districts. 

The individual I'anking tables each show a distribution of one of the five ranking cat-
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Total 
District Available 

Total all districts 546,627 --
District of Columbia •••••• 16,836 

First Circuit. 

Maine ••••••••••••••••••••• 956 
Massachusetts ••••••••••••• 7,945 
New Hampshire ............. 1,454 
Rhode Island •••••••••••••• 1,894 
Puerto Rico .... ~ ........................ 3,324 

Second Circuit 

Connecticut ••••••••••••••• 3,273 
New York: 

Northern ........ ~ .................... 1,651 
Eastern ................. 20,456 
Southern ••••••••••.••••• 47,844 

*Western .... ,. .. ., ........................ 4,574 
Vermont ................... 2,599 

Third Circuit 

Delaware ..... __ .. 'O .................. 1,528 
New Jersey ................ 13,927 
Pennsylvania: 

Eastern .................................. 29,273 
Middle •••••••••••••••••• 5,722 
liestern ••••••••••••••••• 15.030 

Virgin Islands •••••••••••• 4.760 

Fourth circuit 

Maryland .................. 8,145 
North Carolina: 

*Eastern. e ............................ 2.493 
Middle .................. 1,439 
Western ........ '" •••••• 3,044 

South Carolina •••••••••••• 7.751 
Virginia: 

Eastern .................................. 7.242 
Western ............................. .. 997 

west Virginia: 
Northern .............. ,. 971 
Southern ................ 2,395 

Fifth Circuit 

"labama: 
Northern .............. ,. 5.310 
Middle .................. 2,376 
Southern •••••••••••••••• 1.755 

Fludda: 
Northsrn ............................. 1,182 
Middle •••••••••••••••••• 9.182 
Southern ................ 11,756 

Georgia: 
Northern ................ 10,677 

*Middle .................. 3.826 
*Southern ••••.••••••••••• 3.210 

Louisiana: 
Eastern ................. 9,004 
Middle .................. 510 
Nestern ••••••••••••••••• 4.308 

Mississippi: 
Northern .............. , • 2.479 

·Southern ................ 4.035 
Texas: 
*Northern ................ 8,833 

Eaotel'n ................................ 3.880 
Southern •• , ............. 9,054 
liestern ................. 6.202 

*Canal Zone ••.•..•••.••.••• 414 

TABLE 6 

JUROR USAGE REPORTS - TOTALS 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

Number of Jurors 

Selected Not Selected, 
or Serving or 

Serving Challenged Challenged 

328,445 88,228 129,954 

10,623 2,277 3,936 

786 138 32 
5,240 953 1,75'< 
1,050 194 21' 
1.484 102 308 
1,713 498 1,113 

2,351 628 294 

1,070 182 399 
12,448 3,111 4,897 
23,321 7,B34 16,689 
3,237 444 893 
1,430 395 774 

958 446 124 
10,252 1,688 1,987 

16,454 4,980 7,839 
4,406 806 510 
8,335 2.355 4.340 
2.369 1,123 1,268 

5,108 1,598 1.439 

1,581 281 631 
917 255 267 

2,271 275 495 
4,916 1,472 1,363 

3,504 2.377 1,361 
511 343 143 

613 220 138 
1.061 573 761 

3,769 948 593 
1,858 200 318 
1.288 286 181 

811 165 206 
6,064 1.181 1.937 
6.680 1.722 3,354 

6,346 2,339 1.992 
2,510 920 396 
2.337 668 205 

5,362 2,048 1,594 
144 117 249 

2,633 774 901 

1.760 491 228 
2.342 611 1.082 

5.756 1,444 1,633 
2,565 734 581 
6.790 1.115 1.149 
3,924 1.262 1.016 

227 66 121 

18 

D~vs of Jury Trial 

Juror 
Usage 

Total Civil Criminal Index l. 

28,293 12,475 15,I'!18 19.32 

863 378 485 19.51 

61 26 35 15.67 
451 152 299 17.62 
110 102 8 13.22 
151 100 51 12.54 
172 108 64 19.33 

196 94 102 16.70 

94 40 5~ 17.56 
992 325 667 20.62 

2,027 847 1,180 23.60 
250 87 163 18.30 
163 125 38 15.94 

87 32 55 17.56 
775 247 528 17.97 

1,555 l .032 523 18.83 
330 n4 116 17.34 
730 271 459 20.59 
162 55 107 29.38 

460 184 276 17.71 

120 39 81 20.78 
97 52 45 14.84 

196 113 83 15.53 
415 227 188 18.68 

374 179 195 19.36 
60 44 16 16.62 

53 21 32 18.32 
96 26 70 24.95 

407 258 149 13.05 
150 70 80 15.84 
113 53 60 15.53 

61 15 I 46 19.38 
459 100 359 20.00 
626 276 350 18.78 

630 297 333 16.95 
198 113 85 19.32 
151 91 60 21.26 

552 331 221 16.31 
18 12 6 28.33 

238 133 105 18.10 

131 61 70 18.92 
180 118 62 22.42 

458 272 186 19.29 
244 199 45 15.90 
475 168 307 19.06 
283 100 183 21.92 

19 - 19 21.79 



TABLE 6 

JUROR USAGE REPORTS - TOTALS 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 (concluded) 

Number of Jurors Days of Jury Trial 

Selected Not Selectel'!, 
Total or Serving or 

District Available Serving Challenged Challenged Total civil 

Sixth cil'cuit 

Kentucky: 
Eastern ..................... ,. ............ 7,194 3,920 701 2,573 266 45 
Western ................... " ............ 2,945 1,308 454 1.183 126 52 

Michigan: 
*Eastcrn .................... ~ ............ 19,409 12,497 1,471 5,441 942 278 

Western. ~ ............................. 1,779 1,448 183 148 121 81 
Ohio: 

Northern •••••••••••••••• 9,853 5,334 910 3,609 478 225 
*Southern •••••••••••••••• 5,295 3,588 677 1,030 281 160 

T~nnessee: 

Eastern ................................ 3,706 2,412 429 865 219 136 
Middle •••••••••••••••••• 2,983 1,605 433 945 151 73 
Western .............................. 5,314 3,524 1,072 718 316 118 

Seventh Circuit 

Illinois. 
Northern •••••••••••••••• 16,663 10,591 1,870 4,202 988 436 
Eastern ................................. 2,728 1,551 591 586 120 26 
Southern •••••••••••••••• 1,91B 1,05B 265 595 87 17 

Indiana: 
Northern •••••••••••••••• 5,892 2,901 1,106 l,B85 229 74 
Southe:r;n ......... ,. ................. 3,197 1,936 681 580 202 109 

Wisconsin: 
Eastern ........... ~ .................... 3,372 2,036 588 748 188 80 
Western ••••••••••••••••• B93 650 165 78 57 30 

Eighth circuit 

Arkansas: 
*Eastern ................................. 2,978 1,630 791 557 136 59 
*Western ....... ~ ................ ~ ...... 2,652 1,409 675 568 105 79 

Iowa: 
Nortbern ...... <f .......... -.. ............ 1,204 744 233 227 77 38 
Southern ...... ~ .......................... 1,791 894 336 561 82 37 

Minnesota ....... # ........................ 8,198 5,853 1,211 1,134 467 291 
Missouri: 

Eastern .................................. 5,752 3,416 1,243 1,093 335 141 
Western ••••••••••••••••• 6,081 2,768 1,385 1,928 228 60 

Nebraska •••••••••••••••••• 4,751 2,465 843 1,443 239 115 
*~orth Dakota •••••••••••••• 2,863 1,652 552 659 139 61 

South Dakota .......................... 2,297 970 493 834 95 42 

Ninth Circuit 

l\.laska ••••••••.••••••••••• 1,296 642 184 470 51 10 
Arizona ....... "' .................. .o. ........ 7,635 4,116 1,899 1,620 347 66 
Cali fornia: 

Northern .................. 10,063 6,618 1,316 2,129 630 363 
Eastern ................. ~ .............. 4,151 2.301 491 1,359 :l02 43 
Central ................................... 19,454 12,054 1,923 5,477 934 191 
Southern ........ _ .. .I ............... 10,294 5,519 2,144 2,631 435 23 

Hawaii ..... ~ ............................ 2,232 1,298 637 297 112 38 
.daho ••••••••••••••••••••• 1,370 829 180 361 a9 55 
Montana ••••••••••••••••••• 1,855 946 345 564 94 67 
Nevada •••••••••••••••••••• 3,862 2,287 572 1,003 ).84 32 
Oregon ........................................ 3,190 1,740 600 850 196 134 
Washington: 

Eastern .... _ .................. __ .... 1,373 791 309 273 80 35 
Western ................................ 4,942 2,764 908 1,270 253 77 

Guam .............................. 928 526 163 239 49 14 

~~ 

Colorado •••••••••••••••••• 5,221 3,383 988 850 346 135 
Kansas .............. ,. .................. 8,120 5,159 1,282 1,679 409 118 
New Mexico ............................ 3,305 l,969 731 605 198 126 
Oklahoma: 

Northern .............................. 1,440 759 262 419 71 :13 
Eastern ••••••••••••••••• 1,388 759 252 377 79 II 
western ••••••••••••••••• 3,715 2,316 555 844 215 75 

Utah •••••••••••••••••••••• 2,892 1,877 400 615 154 no 
Wyoming ••••••••••••••••••• 677 454 90 133 58 49 

* 1 
rndicates those districts which have not yet adopted local rules reducing the si:<e of civ3.1 juries. 
Total available juror~ divided by total jury trial days. 
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Criminal 

221 
74 

664 
40 

253 
121 

83 
78 

198 

552 
94 
70 

155 
93 

108 
21 

77 
26 

39 
45 

176 

194 
168 
124 

78 
53 

41 
281 

267 
159 
743 
412 

74 
34 
27 

152 
62 

45 
176 

35 

211 
291 
.·.72 

38 
48 

140 
44 
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Bile Al'l'ENDIX C. 

Juror 
UsagG 
Index 30 

27.t'5 
23.37 

20.60 
14.10 

20.61 
18.84 

1:;.92 
19.75 
16.82 

16.87 
22.13 
22.05 

25.73 
15.B3 

17.94 
15.67 

21.90 
25.26 

15.M 
21.84 
17.55 

17.11 
26.67 
19.88 
21).60 
24.18 

25.41 
22.00 

15.97 
20.55 
20.83 
23.66 
19.93 
15.39 
19.73 
20.99 
16.7-8 

17.16 
19.53 
18.94 

15.09 
19.85 
16.69 

20.28 
17.57 
17.28 
18.78 
11.67 

II 



Rank 
by 

District JUI 

District of Columbia •••••• 56 

First Circuit 

Maine ••••••••••••••••••••• 12 
Massachusetts ••••••.•••••• 36 
New Hampshire ••••••••••••• 4 
Rhode Island ••••••••.••••• 2 
Puerto Rico ••••••••••••••• 53 

Second Circuit 

Connecticut ••••••••••••••• 23 
New York: 

Northern •• - ••••••••••••• 33 
Zastern ................................. 70 
Southern ••••.•••••.••••• 84 
Western •••.•••••.••••••• 41 

Vermont •••.••••••.•••••••• 17 

Third Circuit 

Delaware •.•••••••••.•••••• 33 
New Jersey ••••.••.••..•••• 39 
Pennsylvania: 

Eastern .•• " •.••••••.••• 46 
Middle .................. 31 
Western ••••••••••••••••. 66 

Virgin Islands •••••••••••• 94 

Fourth Circuit 

Maryland •.•••.•.••••••.••• 37 
North Carolina: 

Eastern ................. 71 
Middle ••••••••••.••••••• 6 
Western ................. 9 

South Carolina •..•.••••.•• 43 
Virginia: 

Eastern •..•••••••.•••••• 54 
Western •••••••••••.•.•.• 21 

West Virginia: 
Northern ..•••••.••.••.•• 42 
Southern •••••••••••.•••• 87 

Fift.~ Circuit 

Alabama: 
Northern ••.••.•••.•••••• 3 
Middle ••••.•••.••..••••• 15 
Southern ................ 9 

Florida: 
Northern •••••••••.•••••• 55 
Middle •••.••••.••••••••• 63 
Southern ••••• '" ..•••••• 44 

Georgia: 
Northern •••••••••••••••• 27 
Middle ••••••••••.••.•..• 52 
Southern •••••••••••••.•• 74 

Louisiana: 
Eastern ......................... "! ...... 20 
Middle •••••••••••••••••• 93 
Western ••••••••••••••••• 40 

Mississippi: 
l'forthern. ,,, ............. 48 
Southern •••••••••••••••• 81 

Texas: 
Northern •••••••••••••••• 51 
Eastern ................. 16 
Southern •••••.•••••••••• 50 
Western ................................. 78 

Canal Zone ............................. 75 

TABLE 7 

A COMPARISON OF JUROR USAGE RANKINGS 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

Rank by 
Percentage Rank by 
of Jurors P£.'rcentage 

Selected or of Jurors 
Serving Challenged 

39 24 

1 30 
23 15 
12 22 

3 1 
81 36 

13 65 

30 10 
47 38 
88 46 
17 6 
68 3B 

41 92 
8 16 

63 47 
5 28 

65 41 
85 85 

41 68 

36 12 
33 50 

7 4 
36 64 

89 93 
8~ 94 

39 81 
92 86 

15 52 
4 3 
9 44 

18 27 
23 19 
61 32 

53 78 
26 87 
10 72 

51 81 
94 84 
46 53 

15 69 
57 37 

27 44 
22 62 

6 17 
38 71 
69 43 

20 

Rank by 
Percentage Rank by 

0':: Jurors Percentage 
Not Selected, of Jurors Not 
Serving or Selected and 
Challenged Not Serving 1. 

56 39 

1 1 
51 23 
20 12 
22 3 
87 81 

7 13 I. 

58 30 
57 47 
8B 88 
39 17 
77 68 

3 41 
18 8 

68 63 
6 5 

74 65 
66 85 

28 41 

60 36 
33 33 
22 7 
27 36 

36 89 
18 82 

17 39 
84 92 

11 15 
14 4 

9 9 

26 18 
45 23 
73 61 

34 53 
10 26 

2 10 

28 51 
94 94 
44 46 

8 15 
68 57 

32 27 
21 22 
12 6 
25 38 
76 69 



District 

Sixth Circuit 

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

Michigan: 
Eastern~ •••• ~~ •• 4C •••• _. 

Westerrt ••••.•.•••••••••• 
Ohio: 

Northern •••••••••••.•••• 
Southern .••••••.•••••••• 

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

Seventh Circuit 

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

Indiana: 
NortherrJ .. ", ~ .................. t ~ .. .. 

Southern .... ~ .................... " .. .. 
Wisconsin: 

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

Eighth Circuit 

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

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

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

Eastern ••••••.•••••••••. 
Western ............. ,. ........ ,. pO .... .. 

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

Ninth Circuit 

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

Northern ••••.••.•••••••• 
Eastern .................. " ...... .. 
Central ••••..••••••.•••• 
Southern •••••.•••• _ ••••• 

Hawaii ............... ~ .................... .. 
I;;laho .................... . 
Montana .................. " ............. .. 
Nevad" •••••.•.•..••.•.•••• 
Oregon .................. .. 
Washington: 

Eastern •••••.••••••••••• 
Western" .................... ~ .. ,. to .. .. 

Guam .......... " ................... ~ .... '"' .. .. 

Tenth Circuit 

Colorado ••.•••.•••••••••••• 
Kansas ............................ " ...... .. 
NeW ~lexico ••••••••••••••••• 
Oklahoma: 

Northern ••••.•••••••.•••. 
Eastern •••..••••••••••.•• 
Western .••••.• 00 ., ..... .. 

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

TABLE 7 
A COMPARISON OF JUROR USAGE RANKINGS 

FISCAL YEAR 1975 (concluded) 

Rank 
by 

JUI 

92 
83 

67 
5 

69 
47 

26 
59 
24 

25 
82 
80 

90 
14 

38 
12 

77 
8[; 

11 
76 
32 

29 
91 
61 
67 
86 

89 
79 

18 
65 
72 
85 
62 
a 

58 
73 
19 

28 
57 
49 

7 
60 
22 

64 
35 
30 
44 

1 

Rank by 
Percentage 
of JurorS 

Selected or 
Serving 

72 
91 

32 
2 

74 
19 

28 
76 
21 

34 
60 
67 

87 
48 

50 
10 

70 
78 

45 
84 
14 

53 
90 
80 
58 
93 

86 
75 

25 
66 
44 
77 
56 
49 
83 
55 
72 

59 
64 
62 

30 
35 
51 

79 
70 
43 
29 
20 

Rank by 
Percentage 
of Jurors 

Challenged 

6 
40 

2 
9 

5 
18 

13 
31 
70 

11 
77 
25 

59 
74 

48 
57 

90 
89 

67 
59 
33 

76 
83 
50 
66 
75 

29 
88 

20 
14 

8 
72 
91 
20 
58 
33 
59 

80 
56 
49 

62 
42 
79 

54 
54 
35 
25 
22 

l. ... rurors Challenged and juror", 'Jot Selected Serving or Challenged • 

.21 

Rank by 
Percentage 
of Jurors 

Not Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

89 
93 

71 
4 

92 
39 

55 
82 
15 

59 
50 
80 

85 
30 

52 
5 

34 
49 

3'J 
81 
16 

38 
82 
78 
54 
90 

90 
46 

46 
86 
72 
61 
13 
65 
78 
64 
66 

42 
62 
63 

22 
43 
31 

75 
70 
53 
48 
41 

Rank by 
Percentage 
of Jurors Not 
Selected and 
Not Servingl 

72 
91 

32 
2 

74 
19 

28 
76 
21 

34 
60 
67 

87 
48 

50 
10 

70 
78 

45 
84 
14 

53 
90 
80 
58 
93 

86 
75 

25 
66 
44 
77 
56 
49 
83 
55 
72 

59 
64 
62 

79 
70 
43 
29 

20 '_ 



egories for fiscal ye"'r 1975. The Juror Usage Index rankings range from Wyoming with a JUI 

of 1.1. 67 to the Virgin Is1ar • .is with a JUI of 29.38, representing a range of 17.71 index points 

between the two. Fifty-two districts recorded Indexes equal to or better than the national 

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 Louisi~la 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. 1+% of the total available jurors in Rhode Island to a high of 

34.4% in Virginia Western with the national average falling at 16.1%. The wide range in the 

TABLE 8 
RANI< OF DISTRICTS ACCORDING TO JUROR USAGE INDEX 

FISCAL YEAR 1975 

Index Index 
Usage Usage 

Rauk District Index l\ank District Index 

1 Ivyoming 11.67 4B Mississippi, N. 18.92 
2 Rhode Island 12.54 49 Guam 18.94 

Alabama. N. 13.05 50 Texas, S. 19.06 
4 Naw 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, Iv. 19.53 

11 Iowa, N. 15.64 58 Montana 19.73 
12 Maine 15.67 59 Tennessee, M. 19.75 
12 Wisconsin, w. 15.67 60 Kansas 19.85 
14 Indiana, S. 15.83 61 Nebraska 19.B8 
15 Alabama, M. 15.84 62 Hawaii 19.93 
16 Texas, E. 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 Oregon 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 Ohio, N. 20.61 
23 connecticut 16.70 70 New York, E. 20.62 
24 Tenn~ssce, ~:. 16.82 71 North Carolina .. E. 20.7B 
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 Geot'gia, 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 !;>enns 1yvania, M. 17.34 78 Texas, W. 21.92 
32 Minnesota 17.55 79 Arizona 22.00 
33 New York, N. 17.56 BO Illinois, S. 22.05 
33 Del..'-rare 17.56 81 MissisSippi, S. 22.42 
35 Oklahoma, E. 17.57 82 Illinois, E. 22.73 
36 Massachusetts 17.62 83 Kentucky, W. 23.37 
37 Maryland 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. IB.10 87 West Virginia, s. 24.95 
41 New York, W. 18.30 8B ArkansaF. W. 25.26 
42 West Virginia, N. 18.32 89 Alaska 25.41 
43 South CarC\lina 18.68 90 Indiana, N. 25.73 
44 Florida, S. 18.78 91 Missouri, W. 26.67 
44 Utah IB.78 92 Kentucky, E. 27.05 
46 Penns 1yvania , E. 18.83 93 Louisiana, M .. 28.33 
47 Ohio, S. 18.84 94 Virgin Islands 29.38 

22 
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category of challenged jurors is partially attributable to the various local cou:t't practices 

and traditions in regard to the use of pel'emptory challenges by counsel and the need for the 

cou:t't to exercise challenges for cause. 

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

who were either challenged or not selected, serving or challenged. 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 39.956. The distribution of the districcs in this table reveals that the majority of dis-

'tl:icts fall within a 20 percentage point range around the national average. 

Rank District 

1 ~laine 

:1 Michigan, W. 
3 Rhode Island 
4 Alabama, M. 
5 Pennsylvania, M. 
6 Texas, S. 
7 North Carolina, W. 
8 New Jersey 
9 Alabama, S. 

10 Georgia, S. 
10 Wisconsi"l, W. 
12 New Hampshire 
13 Connecticut 
14 Minnesota 
15 Alabama, N. 
15 Mississippi, N. 
17 New York" W. 
18 Florida, N. 
19 Ohio, S. 
20 Wyoming 
21 Tennessee, W. 
22 Texas, E. 
23 Massachusetts 
23 Florida, M. 
25 California, N. 
26 Georgia, M. 
27 Texas, N. 
28 Tennessee, E. 
29 Utah 
30 New York, N. 
30 Colorado 
32 Michigan, E. 
33 North Carolina, N. 
34 Illinois, N. 
35 Kansas 
36 North Carolina, E. 
36 South Carolina 
38 Texas, W. 
39 Distri~t of Columbia 
39 Wel3t virginia, N. 
41 Delaware 
41 Maryland 
43 Oklahoma, W. 
44 California, C. 
45 Iowa, N. 
46 Louisiana, W. 
47 New York, E. 

TABLE 9 

RANK OF DISTRICTS BY PERCENTAGE OF JURORS SELECTED 
OR SERVING ON JURY TRIALS - FISCAL YEAR 1975 

Percent-
age Rank 

B2.2 48 
Bl.4 49 
78.4 50 
78.2 51 
77.0 51 
75.0 53 
74.7 53 
73.6 55 
73.4 56 
72.8 57 
72.8 58 
72.2 59 
71.8 60 
71.4 61 
71.0 62 
71.0 63 
70.8 64 
68.6 65 
67.8 66 
67.1 67 
66.3 68 
66.1 69 
66.0 70 
66.0 70 
65.8 72 
65.6 72 
65.2 74 
65.1 75 
64.9 76 
64.8 77 
64.8 7B 
64.4 79 
63.7 80 
63.6 Bl 
63.5 82 
63.4 B3 
63.4 84 
63.3 85 
63.1 B6 
63.1 87 
62.7 aa 
62.7 89 
62.3 90 
62.0 91 
61.8 92 
61.1 93 
60.9 94 

23 

District 

Indiana, S. 
Idaho 
Wisconsin, E. 
Louisiana, E. 
New Mexico 
Georgia, N. 
MisSQu:=i, E. 
Ne':c;~da 

H?waii 
Mississippi, s. 
North Dakota 
wal3hington. E. 
Illinois, E. 
Florida, S. 
Guam 
Pennsylvania, E. 
Wasbington, \"1. 
Pennsylvania, W. 
California, E. 
Illinois, s. 
Vermont 
Canal Zone 
Arkansas, E. 
Oklahoma, E. 
Kentllclty. J;:. 
Oregon 
Ohio, N. 
Arizona 
Tennessee, M. 
California, S. 
Arkanl3as, W. 
Oklahoma, N. 
Nebraska 
Puerto Rico 
Virginia, W. 
Montana 
Iowa, S. 
Virgin Islands 
Alaska 
Indiana, N. 
New York, S. 
Virginia, E. 
Mil3souri, W. 
Kent.ucky, W. 
l'1est Virginia, s. 
South Pakota 
Louisiana, M. 

Percent-
age 

60.6 
60.5 
60.4 
59.6 
59.6 
59.4 
59.4 
59.2 
5B.2 
58.0 
57.7 
57.6 
56.9 
56.8 
56.7 
56.2 
55.9 
55.5 
55,4-
55.2 
55.0 
54.8 
54.7 
54.7 
54.5 
54.5 
54.1 
53.9 
53.8 
53.6 
53.1 
52.7 
51.9 
51.5 
51.3 
51.0 
49.9 
49.8 
49.5 
49.2 
48.7 
48.4 
45.5 
44.4 
44.3 
42.2 
28.2 

I 
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TABLE 10 

RANK OF DISTRICTS ACCORDING TO PERCENTAGE OF JURORS CHALLENGED 

FISCAL YEAR 1975 

Percent- Pe~:cent-

Rank District age Rank Di~ iige 

1 Rhode Island 5.4 48 Wisconsin, E. 17.4 
2 Michigan, E. 7.6 49 Guam 17.6 
3 Alabama, M. 8.4 50 North Carolina, M. 17.7 
4 North Carolina, W. 9.0 50 Nebrasj.a 17.7 
5 Ohio, N. 9.2 52 Alabama, N. 17.9 
6 New York, W. 9.7 53 Louisiana, W. 18.0 
6 Kentucky, E. 9.7 54 Oklahoma, N. 18.2 
8 California, C. 9.9 54 Oklahoma, E. 18.2 
9 Michigan, W. 10.3 56 Washington, W. 18.4 

10 New York, N. 11.0 57 Wisconsin, W. 18.5 
11 Illinois, N. 11.2 58 Montana 18.6 
12 North Carolina, E. 11.3 59 Indiana, N. 18.8 
13 Tennessee, E. 11.6 59 Iowa, S. 18.8 
14 California, E. 11.8 59 Oregon 18.8 
15 Massachusetts 12.0 62 Texas, E. 18.9 
16 New Jersey 12.1 62 Colorado 18.9 
17 Texas, S. 12.3 64 South Carolina 19.0 
18 Ohio, S. 12.8 65 Connecticut 19.1 
19 Florida, M. 12.9 66 North Dakota 19.3 

"-l 20 California, N. 13.1 67 Iowa, N. 19.4 
~ 20 Idaho 13.1 68 Maryland 19.6 

22 New Hampshire 13.3 69 Mississippi, N. 19.8 
22 Wyoming 13.3 70 Tennessee, W. 20.2 
24 District of Columbia 13.S 71 Texas, W. 20.3 
25 Illinois, S. 13.8 72 Georgia, S. 20.8 
25 utah 13.8 72 California, S. 20.8 
27 Florida, N. 14.0 74 Indiana, S. 21.3 
28 Pennsylvania, M. 14.1 75 SOl.\th D~kota 21.5 
29 Alaska 14.2 76 Missouri, E. 21.6 
30 Maine 14.4 77 Illinois, E. 21. 7 
31 Tennessee, M. 14.5 78 Georgia, N. 21.9 
32 Florida, S. 14.6 79 New Mexico 22.1 
33 Minnesota 14.8 80 Washington, E. 22.5 
33 Nevada 14.8 81 West Virginia, N. 22.7 
35 Oklahoma, W. 14.9 81 LOl.\isiana, E. 22.7 
36 Puerto Rico 15.0 83 Missouri, W. 22.8 
37 Mississippi, s. 15.1 84 Louisiana, M. 22.9 
38 New York, E. 15.2 85 Virgin lslands 23.6 
38 Vermont 15.2 86 West Virginia, s. 23.9 
40 Kentucky, W. 15.4 87 Georgia, M. 24.0 
41 PennsylVania, W. 15.7 88 Arizona 24.9 
42 Kansas 15.8 Average 89 Arkansas, W. 25.5 
43 Canal Zone 15.9 for all 90 Arkansas, E. 26.6 
44 Alabama, S. 16.3 Districts •••• 91 Hawaii 28.5 
44 Texas, N. 16.3 16.1 92 Delaware 29.2 
46 New York, S. 16.4 93 Virginia, E. 32.8 
47 Penhsylvania, E. 17.0 94 Virginia, W. 34.4 
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Rank 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
18 

"" 20 
01 21 

22 
22 
22 
25 
26 
27 
28 
28 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
34 
36 
37 
38 
39 
39 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
46 

TABLE 11 

RANK OF DISTRICTS BY PERCENTAGE OF JURORS NOT SELECTED, SERVING OR CHALLENGED 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

Percent-
District age Rank District 

Maine 3.3 48 Utah 
Georgia, S. 6.4 49 Arkansas, W. 
Delaware 8.1 50 Illinois, E. 
Michigan, W. 8.3 51 Massachusetts 
Wisconsin, W. 8.7 52 Wisconsin, E. 
Pennsylvania, M. 8.9 53 Oklahoma, W. 
Connecticut 9.0 54 North !:lakota 
Mississippi, N. 9.2 55 Tennessee, E. 
Alabama, S. 10.3 56 District of Columbia 
Georgia, M. 10.4 57 New York, E. 
Alabama, N. 11.2 58 New York, N. 
Texas, S. 12.7 59 Illinois, N. 
Hawaii 13.3 60 North Carolina, E. 
Alabama. M. 13.4 61 California, S. 
Tennessee, W. 13.5 62 Washington, W. 
Minnesota 13.8 63 Guam 
West Virginia, N. 14.2 64 Nevada 
New Jersey 14.3 65 Idaho 
Virginia, W. 14.3 66 Virgin IslandS 
New Hampshire 14.4 66 oregon 
Texas, E. 15.0 68 Pennsylvania, E. 
Rhode Island 16.3 68 Mississippi, S. 
North Carolina, W. 16.3 70 Oklahomn, E. 
Colorado 16.3 71 Michigan, E. 
Texas, W. 16.4 72 California, C. 
Florida, N. 17.4 73 Florida, S. 
South Carolina 17.6 74 Pennsylvania, W. 
Maryland 17.7 75 Oklahoma, N. 
Louisiana, E. 17.7 76 Canal Zone 
Indiana, S. 18.1 77 Vermont 
New Mexico 18.3 78 Nebraska 
Texas, N. 18.5 78 Montana 
North Carolina, M. 18.6 80 Illinois, S. 
Georgia, N. 18.7 81 Iowa, S. 
Arkansas, E. 18.7 82 Tennessee, M. 
Virginia, E. 18.8 82 Missouri, W. 
Iowa, N. 18.9 84 West Virginia, S. 
Missouri, E. 19.0 85 IndiO'Jla, N. 
New York, W. 19.5 86 California, E. 
Ohio, S. 19.5 87 Puerto Rico 
Wyoming 19.6 88 New York, S. 
Washington, E. 19.9 89 Kentucky, E. 
Kansas 20.7 90 South Dakota 
Louisiana, W. 20.9 90 Alaska 
Florida, M. 21.1 92 Ohio, N. 
Arizona 21.2 93 Kentucky, W. 
California, N. 21.2 94 Louisiana, M. 

Percent-
age 

21.3 
21.4 
21.5 
22.1 
22.2 
22.7 
23.0 
23.3 
23.4 
23.9 
24.2 
25.2 
25.3 
25.6 
25.7 
25.8 
26.0 
26.4 
26.6 
26.6 
26.8 
26.8 
27.2 
28.0 
28.2 
28.5 
28.9 
29.1 
29.2 
29.8 
30.4 
30.4 
31.0 
31.3 
31. 7 
31.7 
31.8 
32.0 
32.7 
33.5 
34.9 
35.8 
36.3 
36.3 
36.6 
40.2 
48.8 

Average 
for all 
Districts •.•••. 

23.8 



N 
0) 

Rank 

L 
2 

10-19.9% 

.Maine 
Michigan, w .. 

Rank 

L7.7 3 
18.6 4 

5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

La 
10 
L2 
13 
14 
15 
15 
L7 

20-29.95~ 

Rhode 'tsland 21.7 
Alabama, M. 21.8 
Pennsylvania, M. 23.0 
TeXas, S. 25 .. 0 
North carolina, 1<. 25.3 
New- Jersey 26.4 
Alabama .. S. 2G.6 
Georgia, S. 27.2 
Wisconsin, 1<. 27.2 
New Hampshire 27.7 
Co:tnecticut 28.2 
kinnesota 28.6 
Alabruna. N. 29.0 
MissiSSippi, N. 29.0 
New York, 1'1. 29.2 

t AVERAGE FOR ALL DISTRICTS 
39 .. 9";; 

TABLE 12 

RANK OF DISTRICTS BY PERCENTAGE 
OF JURORS NOT SELECTED AND NOT SERVING ON A JURY TRIAL 

OURING FISCAL YEAR 1975 

(Jurors Challenged and JUI::ors Not selected, Serving or Challenged) 

Rank 30-39.9% Rar.k 40-49.9% 

18 Florida, N. 31.4 5L I :Louisiana. E. 
19 Ohio. S. 32.3 51 }jl~ Mexico 
20 Wyoming 32.9 53 GeQrgia, N. 
21 Tennessee, 1<. 33.7 53 MiEBouri, E. 
22 Texas, E. 33.9 55 Nevada 
23 Massachusetts 34.0 56 Hawaii 
23 Florida. H. 34.0 57 MiElsiasippi, S. 
25 California, N .. 34.3 58 North Dakota. 
26 Georgia. M. 34.4 59 Washington. E. 
27 Texas~ N. 34.8 60 Illinois, E. 
28 T~nneasee, E .. 34.9 61 Floridn, S. 
29 Utah 35.1 62 Guam 
30 New York" N .. 35.2 63 Pennsylvania, E. 
30' Colorado 35.2 64 l'1ashington, W. 
)2 Michigan, E. 35.6 65 Pennsylvania, W. 
33 North Carolino., M. 36.3 66 California, E. 
34 Illinois, N. 36.4 67 Illinois, s. 
35 Kansas 36.S 68 \fermont 
36 North cal;'olina, E. 36.6 69 canal Zone 
36 South carolina 36.6 70 Arkansas, E .. 
38 Texas, 1'1. 36.7 70 Oklahoma, E. 
39 District of Columbia 36 .. 9 72 Kentucky, E ... 
39 liest Vlrginia, N. 36.9 72 Oregon 
4L Delaware 37.3 74 Ohio, N~ 
4L Haryland 37.3 75 Ari~ona 
43 Oklahoma, «. 37.6 76 Tennessee, ~!. 
44 California, c. 38.1 77 california, s. 
45 Iowa, N. 38.3 78 Arkansas, W .. 
46 Louisiana, w. 38.9 79 Oklahoma, N .. 
47 

I 
Ne,,,. York, E. 39.1 80 Nehraska 

48 Indiana, s .. 39.4 81 Puerto Rico 
49 Idaho 39.5 82 Virginia, 'i. 
50 Wisconsin, E. 39.6 B3 Hontana 

Rank 50-59.9% Rank I 60-71.9% 

40.4 84 Iowa, s. 50.L 94 I Louisiana" M. 71.7 
40.4 85 Virgin Islands 50.2 
40.6 86 Alaska 50.5 
40.6 &7 Indiana, N. 50.8 
40.8 88 New York, S. 51.3 
4L.8 89 Virginia, E. 5L.6 
41.9 90 Missouri, 'i. 54.5 
42 •• 91 Kehtuc:ky. W. 55.6 
42.4 sa {'lest Virginia, s. 55.7 
43.1 93 I Sou"i. Dakota 57.8 
43.2 
43.4 
43.8 
44.L 
44.!' 
44.6 
4~lB 
45.0 
45,1 
4~.3 

45.3 
05.5 
45.5 
45.8 
46.L 
46.2 
46.4 
46.9 
47.3 
48.1 
48.5 
48.7 
49.0 





Comparison of JUror 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 Indt!x has de­

clined f~om 57.5~ in fiscal year 1971 to 23.60 in fiscal year 1975. 

CirCUit 
and 

diatrict 1971 1972 1973 1974 

TABLE 13 
JUROR USAGE INDEXES FOR 

flSCAk YEARS 1911-1915 

1975 

Circuit 
and 

district 

Seventy-four of the 94 

1971 ).972 1973 1974 1975 

============+===F==9F==9===9==~============~===+==~==~==~===/ 
Nationnl Average ....... 23.31 20.9E> 20.16 19.32 Sixth Circuit 

District of Columbia ......... 25.34 24.44 22.05 19.51 Kentucky; 
r!olatern ........... ~ •••• , ..... .. 

First Circuit t·lcstcrn .............................. " 
Michigan; 

Mlline~ .................. .,........ 16.58 11.31 10.28 12.20 15.67 Eastern ..... " ....... ~ ........... ,.. 
MaSBachus~tts........... ....... 16.66 16.23 18.06 15 .. 87 17 .. 62" \i'esternA ......................... . 
NeW Hatnpahirc. H .......... 18.65 17.03 13 .. 87 13 f 12 13.~2 Ohio: 
Rhode Isltlnd.................. 1,8.12 15.60 18 .. 43 11.31 12.$4 Northern ..................... ,.." ... . 

__ P_U_"_,_to __ R_i_oc_._._ •. _._ •• _._._._ •• _._._. __ +-_2_6_.9_7 __ ~_2_8_._2a-4 __ 1_9_. __ 44 4-__ 18_._3_0-4 __ 1_9._3_3 __ .11 Southern ..... " ................. ~ ... . 
Tennessee: 

Second Circuit 

COllnecticut .................... ;' • 
Nc~ York: 

J':lortllcrn ... ~ .... " ............. .. 
f!astern ................................ . 
Southern .. .., ............. . 
We~te'tn ................. ~ " •• 

Vc:nnont ................... ~ •• 

Third Circuit 

Pelawarc. ~."'."'O." "' ... ""'. 
New Jorsey ............. ~ ........ . 
!?ennsylvanin: 

EaGtcrn~ ............... f ..... ~. 

Middle ........................ . 
Western ........................ .. 

Virgin Islands ........... " .. ... 

Fourth Circuit 

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

Eastern ................ . 
Middle ........ ~ .......... .. 
Hcotern ........ ~ •.• ~ .... . 

South carolina .............. .. 
Virginia: 

E<lstcrn .................. . 
"lestern ...................... ... 

Heat Virginia; 
Nort'ht"rn .... " •• 0'. ~ ...... ". 
SDuthorn .................. . 

E'!fth Citcui t 

Alnl:1:mta! 
Northern ................... .. 
Miudle.'O .... ~."." ......... .. 
SOuthern. ~ ... " ........... 4''' 

Flerlila: 
Nor';horn-••• ~ .............. .,. 
Middle ...... " ........... ". 
South'·'!'n .... " ................... . 

Georgia: 
NortnerI'l ............................ .. 
Middle •• t .. ~ ...... 0-. ~ ~"" .. .. 
-SQuthern~ ........ "" • ~ ..... . 

t.ouisiana"; 
Eautern ................ " .... .. 
H,idd1e .... ~ .................. .. 
lvestern • ..- ..................... .. 

.Mississippi; 
Northern .......... ~ ......... .. 
Southern .................. ... 

Texan:. 
Northern ................. . 
Eantc;t"n ................... .. 
Southern ..................... .. 
Wentcrn ............. ..-~ ....... .. 

canal Zone .................. .. 

19.65 

20.01 
36.06 
57.54 
1a.S& 
19.27 

24.21 
19.B8 
21.51 
27.12 

41.12 

27.01 
20.4a 
18.28 
20.86 

26.81 
22.60 

26.10 
28.65 

28 .. 33 
25.46 
29.68 

22.52 
22.35 
22.-68 

21.26 

26.81 

25.75 
31 .. 58 

19.24 
16.63 
22.13 
15.34 
18.33 

17.55 

23.12 
35.22 
31.69 
la.aa 
15.80 

2a.12 
16.28 

18.63 
21.12 
18.04 
32.07 

18.95 

20.06 
19.39 
16.50 
19.41 

2!J~44 

18.4Q 

26.95 
26.04 

15.87 
18.46 
22.01 

23.97 
23.35 
25.20 

20.55 
20.68 
23 .. 66 

1'6.96 
30.74 
~3.19 

26.79 
27 .. 05 

11.64 
15.43 
19.17 
17.78 
25.33 

20.80 
27.82 
27.23 
2Q.16 
19.32 

22.22 
17.07 

19.89 
14.21 
20.74 
41.43 

18.70 

2l.n 
lS.).a 
15. '18 
ld.42 

21.95 
17.31 

25.83 
24.32 

13.45 
18.54 
).8.88 

14.92 
21.84 
20.82 

19.94 
n.02 
21.30 

15.35 
21.57 
24.40 

21.70 
30.63 

1~.34 

15.65 
1S.2) 
17.89 
29.11 

14.70 

18.26 
23.62 
27.85 
21.62 
15.46 

19.77 
16.18 

20.15 
12.62 
17.25 
30.00 

19.68 
15.05 
15.49 
11.65 

~3.32 
18.03 

19.83 
20.42 

13.63 
12.78 
15.15 

18.24 
17.74 
19 .. 02 

17.86 
22.06 
19.60 

16.10 
31.22 
16.48 

12.71 
21.06 

19.26 
13.42 
15.46 
14.20 
27.54 

16.10 

17.56 
20.6a 
23~60 

18.30 
15.94 

17.56 
17.91 

18.83 
17.34 
20.59 
29.38 

17.71 

20 .. 78 
14.84 
15.53 
18.68 

19.36 
16.62 

19.32 
24.95 

13 .. 05 
15.84 
).5.53 

U.38 
20.00 
IS.78 

16.95 
19.32 
21.~6 

16.31 
28.33 
18.10 

18.92 
22.42 

~9.29 
15 .. 9a 
19.06 
21.92 
21.79 

Ea,atern ........................ 'O. ~ •.• 
l-uddle ........................... .. 
Wcotcrn ............... " ........ ~ .. 

SeVenth Cireui t 

Illinois: 
northern ........................ . 
Eastcrn. __ ............... ~ •••• '" 
Southern .... -.. .......................... .. 

Indiana: 
Nortl\ern ....... ~ .. ~ .......... " ........ .. 
Southern ........ " .................... .. 

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

Eighth Circuit 

Arkansas; 
Eastern ............. " .............. . 
lies tc.('n ..................... " ....... . 

Iow;l, 
Northern .... " .' ........................ .. 
South,ern ............... J. ......... .. 

Minnesota ...................................... .. 
Miaoouri: 

Boste:rn.f ....................... . 
l·:ontcrn ........ '" ............. , .... .... .. 

Nebraska ...... ~ ............... " ........... . 
North Dakota ........... " .............. .. 
South Dakota ... " ....................... .. 

Ninth Circuit 

Alaskn ............... "' ........ " .. .. 
Arizoni:l~ ............................ . 
California: 

Northorn ......... ~ ................ . 
Eastern ........................ " .. . 
Ccntral ••• \ •••• ~ ............... . 
Southern .......... ~ ................. .. 

l1a.waii ........................ ... 
Idaho ................ ,,"' ................ ,.. .... .. 
Montana ............ " ............. "' .. .. 
'Nevada ........... ,. ... ~ .............. .. 
o("egQn ......... ~'"' •••••••• ~ ..... . 
'I'Iash;lngton: 

Eaatct"n ............................ .. 
Western ....... ~"""" ............ . 

Guam ................... .., ....................... .. 

T~nt.h Circ.\li t 

.. ~Dlorado •• ~~ .......... ~ •• ~ ••••• 
KllniJolS ....... ~ ........... ~.~., ..... . 
Nt):W" Mc)tico ...................... .. 
Oklahoma: 

ffo:t'thcrn.~ ..... ~ ......... "' •••• 
Eauto:r::n ...... "' ..... ., ........... ~ ....... ,. t .. 

Nestern ............. "' ... ~" ............ .. 
utab ................ "' .... ~ ......... ,. 
l'lyoming ..... '" .... __ ..................... ~ .. 

27 

21.78 
25.91 

la.92 
1,.03 

24.93 
la.46 

19.96 
30.74 
17.39 

24.58 
19.62 
26.48 

22.01 
18.82 

20.29 
23.40 

20.23 
25.64 

20.16 
18,26 
18.43 

21.42 
25~B7 
22,48 
18,56 
26 .. 07 

).9.59 
24.42 

17.07 
1B.66 
18.85 
25.50 
21.55 
20.95 
19.22 
50.13 
22.33 

17.94 
2~.14 
39.55 

14.83 
18.15 
ZO.a5 

25.19 
26.64 
21.73 
24.22 
15.44 

21.96 
2,.38 

16.97 
15.16 

20.04 
18.S0 

17.88 
24.10 
16.85 

17.71 
1~.39 

23.92 

17 ... 34 
16.75 

14 .. 3oi 
19.43 

19.99 
2$ .. 19 

lij.34 
2U.33 
16,24 

19.75 
25.25 
19.65 
20.57 
24.66 

23.11 
n.as 

18.78 
15.27 
19.15 
2<;.98 
15.98 
17.12 
17.a8 
~3.u1. 
16.31 

15.17 
17.72 
26.22 

14.06 
).5.10 
19.29 

20.31 
26.66 
la.29 
al.ll 
14.50 

21.43 
20.88 

16.:;'6 
B.97 

15.43 
23.08 
15.86 

18.41 
22.22 
25.0S 

17 .. 44 
26.72 

19.69 
22.33 

14.71 
15.8B 
16.15 

20.42 
25.51 
17.93 
18.87 
26~'O 

20.31 
21.5, 

18.01 
20.79 
20.44 
27.24 
22.29 
20.65 
18.52 
21.87 
14.56 

19.18 
18.74 
25.46 

21.05 
19.61 
21.66 
24.42 
12.19 

22.36 
20.60 

17.02 
18 .. 74 

17.07 
18.43 
15.79 

).6.75 
25.03 
22~8B 

23.53 
16.24 

19.81 
12.25 

22.),7 
25.27 

14.84 
14.93 
18.52 

18.58 
24.76 
16.74 
16.88 
22.39 

22.77 
23.81 

16.15 
18.86 
aO.oa 
24.54 
22.01 
16.05 
17.45 
20.28 
16.05 

15.06 
20.45 
:>.0,01 

14.<>3 
15.83 
15.93 

21.~2 
21.911 
15.S) 
2'-.40 
u.ao 

20.60 
14.7Q 

16.92 
19.75 
16.82 

16.87 
22.73 
22.05 

25.13 
IS.83 

17.94 
15.61 

21.90 
25.26 

15.64 
21.94 
17.55 

17.17 
26.67 
19,.ra 
20..,.GO 
24.1a 

25.41 
22.00 

15.~7 
20.55 
20.S3 
2~.66 
19.93 
15.39 
19.73 
20.99 
16.~a 

17.16 
19.53 
18.94 

15,09 
19.e5 
16.6~ 

20.26 
17.51 
17.28 
18,79 
11,61 



districts have shown improvement in their JUlls 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 of 34-.6 percent-

age points. In the category of not selected, serving or challenged Maryla.nd again has shown 

TA8LE 14 
llERCENTAG!: OF JURORS SELECTee FOA OR SERVING ON 

JURY TRIALS FOR FlstAL YEARS 1971-1975 

Circuit 
and 

ditltdct 1971 

54.2'";( 

1972 

55S'{' 

1973 1974 1975 

56.5% 58.3% 60.1% 

:n=i="t=r=i=C:"=O=£=C=O=1:um=b=i=a~ .. ~.~.~.~ .. ~.~.~ .. ~~ __ :5=6~.7~~-=5=2.~1~~~5_7._S __ ~ __ 54_._8-4 __ 6_,_._1~ 
E!.~!t...~ 

t1lline .................. ~ ........... . 
Ha9SD:chuDottn .................... .. 
New nampshire ........................... . 
Rhodo Ioland ............................. .. 
Puerto Rico ........................... . 

5a~ond Circuit 

Connoct;icuit ............... A"'" "' ... . 
NC\r1 York! 

71.4 
76.1 
69.0 
70.4 
48.5 

76.8 
76.9 
55.6 
58.4 
43.3 

70.8 

73.5 
67.B 
69.2 
62.2 
54.5 

71.4 

82.7 
62.6 
7.2.2 
BO.B 
54.7 

73.6 

87.2 
66.0 
72.2 
79.4 
51.5 

71.B 

Northern ..................... " 45.2 54.7 60.0 61 .. 2 64 .. 8 
t:ilatcrn ••••••••••••••••• "'.... 36.9 39.1 48.8 57 .. 5 60.9 
Gouthcrn ..... "................. 21.1 41.8 47.4 43 .. 4 48.7 
t·,t:!lItcrn ...................... " 71.5 72.4 68.0 64.7 70.8 

Vermont ••••••• " c. .. ..: • ..c. ,;.,,,c:.~. __ • c.' '..:'..c',;.,' '+_;..5~3~. 3=-f-~6~1.c:l_~~62_._3_f-_5_4_._7 + __ 55_._0~ 
Third Circuit 

Delaware ........................... " 
.New Jersey .......................... . 
Pennoylvnni.o.: 

EtlDtern ...................... . 
1>1iddlo ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Neatorn.,.." .................. . 

Virtjin Inlnndo ....................... .. 

Fourth Circuit: 

to!ilrylar:td .............. ~ .. ~ ................. .. 
NCI;r;'th Cilrolin<l: 

Enotern ........................... .. 
Hiddlc ............................. . 
W·catern ............................. .. 

South enrol!nil .... " .................. .. 
Vir9'inia,~ 

l:1ilotctn ............................ . 
i-lclltcrn .................. ~ .......... .. 

HOllt Virginia: 
Northern ................... " ..... . 
Southorn .......... " ...... * .... " .... . 

.Fifth Circuit 

Alabanm;: 
Northern ................. " ....... . 
MiCldle ................................ . 
Southern ........................... . 

tloriotl~ 
Norlhorn ...... 'O ....................... . 

}1iddlc ... ~ ...................... . 
Southorn ......................... . 

Geor'11tu 
Notth(lrn ....................... . 
Middlil .......................... . 
S()uthcrn~ .................. ,. ........ .. 

Lou!tr!an<t , 
~natl:lrn ...... " .......... " ••••• " 
Jlltdc311i1 •• 4 ....................... . 

t:'Qotorn ....................... 0- ..... ~ •• 

MiooitJ(lippi: 
NorthQrn ....................... . 
southorn ••• 'O ................... . 

Toxas, 
Northern .......... ~ .......... " ...... . 
J;:llotcrn. ~" ••• ""'''''''''''''' .". 
Soutl1crn,. •• ~ ...... ~""" •• " •• "" 
WCIJ.t:.ern ....................... . 

C'ani11 Zone ••• ~ ........... ".O' ..... . 

50.7 
69.6 

52.B 
66.4 
57.3 
4Q.2 

28.1 

45 .. 2 
50.4 
63 .. 3 
63.1 

45.1 
52.1 

47.8 
45.0 

68.3 
58.5 
51,.9 

42.9 
51.9 
42.6 

55.6 
55.1 
53.3 

57.6 

40.9 

52.9 
37.1 

63.4 
71. 7 
55.8 
65.5 
65.5 

45.1 
69.9 

56.7 
61.5 
44.3 
40 .. 3 

67.7 

61.2 
59.2 
67.9 
66.7 

47.9 
55.8 

48.3 
48.3 

72.9 
55,.4 
4 1 

50.9 
52.4 
44.6 

63.5 
58.3 
51.8 

53.3 
28.8 
48.7 

51.2 
45.2 

60.3 
76.7 
62.8 
52.5 
38.2 

Sl.6 
74.5 

5t.7 
76.3 
45.3 
29.7 

64.2 

55.3 
60.4 
70.1 
60.5 

43.4 
53.8 

41.2 
50.8 

64.8 
59.9 
54.8 

68.1 
54.0 
54.1 

61.4 
5-7.4 
56.7 

56.5 
35 .. 8 
38.4 

5~ .. '1 
40.5 

65.5 
75.8 
65.0 
55.8 
41.2 

56.3 
74. '3 

51.5 
78.2 
56.2 
49.4 

67.6 

62.5 
67.1 
74.7 
56.0 

43.7 
48.6 

59.3 
SS.6 

GO.O 
B1.9 
'72.8 

68.3 
69.1 
59.4 

64.5 
57.2 
57.2 

56.4 
30.6 
53.5 

71.5 
59.2 

G3.6 
72.1 
67.1 
69.1 
43.6 

62.7 
73.6 

56.2 
77 .. 0 
55.5 
49.8 

62.7 

6').4 
63.7 
74.7 
63.4 

48.4 
51.3 

63.1 
44.3 

71.0 
78.2 
73.4 

68.6 
66.0 
56 .. 6 

59.4 
65.6 
72,.8 

59 •• 
28.2 
61.1 

71.0 
58.0 

65.2 
66.1 
15.0 
63.3 
54.8 

Circuit 
ano 

district 

Sixth circuit 

}{entucky: 
Ellstcrn .......................... . 
'·jestern .......................... . 

Hichigan; 
Eastern ........................... .. 
1'1eStcrn .................. " ••••••• 

ohiOt 
.Northern ......................... . 
Southern .......................... . 

Tenne!lsee: 
Eastern ......................... . 
Hidd1e ......................... .. 
Western ...................... o. 

Seventh Circui t 

Illinois~ 
Northern ............. O' ......... . 

EaGtern ........................ .. 
Southern ......... 10 .............. " •• 

Indinna; 
Northern ••• , .................... . 
southern ........................ . 

l'liscon!! in: 
Eilstern ............ 0- ............. .. 

Western ......................... . 

Eighth Circuit 

Arkansas ~ 
Ealltern ........................... . 
liestern .......................... .. 

Iowa.; 
Northern ........................... .. 
Southern .......................... .. 

MinncDota .......................... . 
Missouri: 

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

Nebraska ............................ . 
North Dakota ...................... . 
f:iouth Dilkota ....................... . 

Ninth Circui t: 

Alaska •••••• 0 .................... . 

~ri-zona .................. .o ....... .. 

C.Jlifornia: 
Northern .. " ...................... , •• 
Eastern ......................... . 
Central .......................... ~ 
Southern ........................ .. 

HawaiI ............................. . 
Idaho ................................. . 
Montana .............................. . 
Nevada .......... " ................. , 
Oregon .................. , ..... " .... , ' ... 
Hash!ngton! 

Eilstern ........................ .. 
WcDtcrn ............................. . 

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

Ttmth circui t 

Colorado ........................ . 
Kangas .................................... . 
New Mexico .......................... .. 
Olclahomar 

Northern ........................ . 
E;)stern ............. ~ ............. .. 
'iestern .............. ~ ............ .. 

Utah .............................. . 
l'lyoming ••• ~ .......... o- ........... . 

28 

1911 

61.2" 
37.5 

n . .l 
BO.7 

52.B 
71.3 

63.1 
43.2 
73 .. 8 

55.3 
50.6 
4~.7 

52.0 
66.9 

61.6 
49.6 

58.3 
52.3 

6n.5 
82 .. 1 
59.0 

58 .. 7 
46.0 
54.0 
69.7 
47.3 

65.9 
66.7 
68.9 
49.0 
59.9 
61.3 
60.5 
25.8 
48.6 

67.6 
59.0 
30.7 

66.6 
6&.9 
63.1 

47.5 
46.1 
56.1 
53.0 
72.4 

1972 

61.3% 
41.0 

60.4 
74.3 

54.4 
68.1 

63.7 
54 .. 7 
72.S 

58.3 
53.3 
44.2 

S4.4 
66.6 

56.9 
63,7 

59 .. 8 
52.2 

66.1 
74.6 
51.7 

60.5 
47.9 
56.8 
61.7 
50.8 

58.6 
46.9 

64 .. 5 
66.9 
66.3 
46.8 
57~6 
71. 7 
61.1 
54.2 
52 .. 1 

63.9 
69.0 
45.6 

65.9 
61.4 
59.6 

60 .. 2 
48.5 
65.1 
61.0 
65.4 

1973 

48.7% 
54 .. 3 

60.1 
84.8 

61.4 
46 .. 8 
71.B 

54.9 
51.2 
40.2 

49.3 
51.2 

58.2 
47.1 

62.3 
60.3 

79 .. 3 
70.2 
64.0 

56.1 
45.3 
50 .. 2 
66.0 
46.8 

66.6 
47 .. 5 

64 .. 6 
57.0 
63.2 
43.0 
48.2 
61.1 
66 .. 7 
58.5 
56.7 

sa.s 
55.4 
46.6 

71.0 
62.8 
53 .. 4 

57.8 
49.2 
57.3 
51.9 
77.2 

1974 

5L3~~ 
45.7 

63.1 
88.S 

61.2 
66.5 

63.3 
53.4 
71.5 

64.5 
48.3 
54.5 

45.6 
63 .. 1 

5&.6 
67.7 

55.3 
53.7 

65.4 
74.1 
56.9 

50.6 
47 ... 2 
53.8 
74.5 
46.3 

51.1 
50.5 

67.6 
58.4 
61.0 
50.1 
54.4 
70.9 
50.0 
5a.4 
56.3 

60.7 
53.7 
51.2 

68.2 
67.5 
64.7 

1975 

54.5% 
44.4 

64.4 
01.4 

54.1 
61.8 

65.1 
53.8 
66.3 

63 .. 6 
56.9 
55.2 

49.2 
60.6 

60.4 
72 .. 8 

54.7 
5].1 

61.8 
49.9 
71.4 

59.4 
45.5 
51.9 
57.7 
42.2 

65.0 
55.4 
62.0 
53.6 
58.2 
60.S 
51.0 
59.2 
54.5 

57.6 
55.9 
S6.7 

52.7 
54.7 
62.3 
64.9 
67.1 

~ I . 



the greatest amount of improvement reducing its 55.896 not selected, serving or challenged in 

fiscal year 1971 to 17.7% in 1975. Further, 70 districts have shown improvement in this area 

from 1971 to 1975 resulting in the overf.Lll national average decreasing from 32_8% in 1971 to 

23.8% in 1975, the lowest national figure yet recorded for this category. 

circuit 
and 

district 

National Average ....... 

District df Colwnbia .......... 

1971 

32.8% 

31.2 

1912 

30.em 

30.1 

TABLE 15 
PERCENTAGE OF JURORS NOT SEl~CTEO, SERVING OR CHALLENGED 

FOR FISCAL YEARS 1971·1975 

1973 

28 .. 4;1. 

27.2 

1974 1975 

26.5% 23.8% 

31.4 23.4 

Circuit 
and 

district 

Sixth Cireui t 

----------------+---~----_r----+_--
Kentucky: 

Eastern ................. .. 
First Circuit 

Main.e ...................... ~ ...... .. 
Massachusetts ...................... . 
New Hampshire ...................... .. 
l\hode lsland ............. ~ ........ .. 
~uerto Rico ............... ~ ........ .. 

Sacond circuit 

Conn.ecticut ......................... .. 
New York: 

Nort.hern ............... . 
Eastern ........................... .-
Southam .•.••••.•••.•.. 
Western .............................. ... 

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

1hird Cil='cui t: 

Delaware .................. . 
New Jersey ............... . 
Pennsylvania :-

Eastern ................... . 
t-tiddte .................. .,. ........... .. 
Western ..... ~ .......... 'O ••• 

Virgin Islands .........•. 

Fourth Circuit 

Maryland ... ~ ... __ ~ ........... .. 
North carolina: 

Eantam .. ~ •. ,. .............. . 
Middle •• " .............. a- .. 

Western .................... .. 
south carolina ............ . 
Virginia: 

Eastern ................ . 
Welltel:n-. ....................... . 

West Virfjinia: 
Northern ................ . 
SOlltharn ................. .. 

FiO'.h Circuit 

Alabamat 
Northern ................ . 
Middle ...................... .. 
SOil thcrn."" ........................ . 

Plorid:!~ 
No:cthcrn ................. .. 
Middle ............... .. 
Southern ............... . 

Gcorq:la: 
Not'th.ern .................... .. 
Miudle ....................... ,. 
Southern ......... ~ .......... . 

Louisiana: 
Eilstern ........................ . 
Middle ............... .. 
western ............................. ... 

Hississippi: 
Northern ....... ~ ............... . 
Southern." ........ " ........... . 

Texas: 
Northern ............................ .. 
Eastern ... ~ ................. . 
southex:n ............... .o .. 

WQGtern •• ~ .......... __ .. .. 
Canal Zone. ~" •• "."" .•• "." 

9.9 
19.3 
20.5 
22,0 
43.6 

21.1 

49.0 
54.1 
68.3 
19.2 
30.6 

31.8 
20.3 

33.9 
16.8 
2&.5 
38.8 

65.8 

46.5 
21.4 
29.3 
21.1 

24.1 
19.6 

48.0 
44.5 

18.2 
30.7 
21.9 

4S.l 
33.5 
49.2 

24.6 
19.3 
23.6 

24.5 

31.1'> 
54.3 

23.7 
14.4 
31.1 
t6.9 
25.5 

B.2 
lB.l 
24.7 
34.2 
47.2 

17.3 

36.4 
50.6 
48.6 
19.2 
34.3 

37.2 
18.1 

28.2 
22.1 
34.2 
34.8 

18.3 

29.0 
23.B 
25.4 
18.4 

24.5 
15.4 

34.9 
34.8 

12.9 
31.4 
40.4 

:H.O 
32.7 
43.0 

15.6 
18.6 
19.3 

23.2 
43.5 
35.0 

31.5 
43.4 

26.8 
0.0 

25.9 
28.Q 
41.4 

B.3 
22.6 
16.0 
31.4 
2B.O 

13.7 

30.5 
38.4 
40.8 
22.9 
30.3 

29.6 
15.2 

32.2 
9.6 

36.2 
31.7 

17. ) 

34.7 
22.8 
21.6 
22.0 

22.6 
16.8 

28.9 
25.2 

15.5 
22.9 
24.2 

16.7 
32.7 
32.2 

17.3 
20.9 
lS.l 

19.3 
41.7 
46.9 

20.6 
47.1 

18.7 
10.2 
n.? 
24.9 
37.0 

3.9 
27.9 
12.7 
10.5 
29.1 

12.0 

3.3 
22.1 
14.4 
16.3 
33.5 

9.0 

25.8 24.2 
29.4 23.9 
44.1> 34.9 
26.9 19.5 
31.9-f.-:::..29:.: • ..:.S_1 

6.1 
H.2 

33.4 
B.2 

27.9 
21.4 

t5.8 

t7.4 
13.0 
15.5 
25.8 

23.4 
13.4 

n.n 
23.6 

17.4 
8.4 

10.4 

20.6 
19.2 
23.8 

15.9 
16.5 
22.6 

19.4 
44.7 
30.6 

11.8 
28.0 

19.1 
13.1 
18.1 
13.7 
35.2 

S.l 
14.3 

26.B 
8.9 

28.9 
26.6 

25.3 
18.6 
16.3 
17.6 

IS.8 
14.3 

14.2 
31.8 

11.2 
13.4 
10.3 

11.4 
21.1 
29,.5 

lB.7 
10.4 
6.4 

17.7 
48.B 
20.9 

9.2 
26.8 

1B.5 
15.Q 
12.1 
16.4 
29.2 
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Western ................ . 
Michigan: 

Eastern ..................... . 
l'lestern ..................... .. 

Ohio. 
Northern .................... . 
Southern ................ . 

'tennessee:. 
Eastern ....................... . 
Middle .. , ............ . 
Western.~ ................ .. 

Sel1enth CircUit: 

Illinoio: 
Northern ................ .. 
Eaatc):'n. ~""."".""." •• " 
Southern ................... ~ 

Indiana~ 

Northern ...... '" ............ ~ 
Southern ............... . 

Wisconsin: 
Eastern ••.•.••.••• ..... f 

Weatern." ................ . 

Eighth Circuit 

ArkanGatl: 
Eu.!3tern ............... . 
Western .......................... . 

IOWa: 
Nort:l1qrn ............. ~ •. .,. 
Southern ................ . 

Minnesota ................. .. 
Missourit 

Ea9tern .............. ~ .. • 
Western ................ . 

Nebraska ••••••••• ,. .• ~ .. ... 
North Da.kota •••••••• ~.o- .. 
South Dakota. a .... ~ ...... .. 

Ninth Circuit 

Alas)ca.,. ............... ~ ........ . 
Arizona ............. ~ ........ . 
California: 

Northern .. "' ......... ~ ....... . 
Eastern ......... , ....... . 
Ccntrlll ............. ~ •• _ ••• 
Sou.thern .............. .. 

Hawaii ................... . 
I.daho ........... ~ ....... ,. ... ., ... .. 
Montana •••• _ ............ . 
Nevaqa ............... ., ...... . 
.oregon ......... ,. ••••.••.• 
Washington: 

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

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

Tenth Circuit 

COlorado .................... . 
Kansan .................... . 
New Mex:ico •••• ., ............. 0-

Oklahoma: 
Northern ................ .. 
EasterJl ...... ~ ................. .. 
Western ........................ ... 

utah ..... ~ ................ I0 ••• 

Wy'omitlg ......... ~ ....... a .......... . 

1971 

28.8;-$ 
49.5 

20.2 
9.2 

41.~ 
19.5 

27.0 
49.9 
15.5 

36.4 
30.2 
4B.9 

30.0 
20.7 

18.7 
28.2 

36.3 
16.2 
27.3 

16.4 
33.9 
31.3 
11.3 
35.5 

21.0 
2B.l 

20.0 
21.6 
23.2 
34.3 

l.6 
23.1 
19.5 
53.1 
35.0 

18.6 
16.9 
19.5 

39.1 
42.2 
25.3 
27.9 
15.2 

1912 

28.11, 
42.4 

26.5 
13.3 

39.2 
21.6 

24.0 
36.4 
13.2 

32.6 
31 •• 
46.8 

25.0 
17.8 

20.6 
16.9 

16.6 
17.8 

1e.8 
19.1 
27.9 

15.5 
30.2 
27.5 
1 •• 5 
2B.6 

24.4 
2B.6 

22.0 
23.2 
24.3 
33.0 
19.1 
17.1 
21.4 
25.9 
34.1 

12.0 
17.7 
39.9 

14.6 
15.5 
19.5 

26.1 
42.0 
16.8 
20.9 
21.6 

1973 

41.4:: 
2B.9 

33.4 
8.3 

36.6 
22.8 

27.5 
45.1 
12.2 

34.4 
25.9 
49.6 

34.0 
21.5 

16.2 
20.4 

10.0 
12.9 
18.4 

16.2 
33.0 
n.2 
14.:1 
33.S 

23.B 
32.2 
21.1 
35.0 
3"1.6 
26.3 
16.8 
23.1 
28.0 

15.5 
29.0 
44.3 

9.7 
22.2 
25.7 

25.7 
39.8 
26.7 
25.0 
10.2 

\974 

28.8 
4.2 

31.0 
20.B 

24.7 
31.6 
11.6 

25.4 
32.8 
31.7 

34.7 
2~.5 

23.6 
8.7 

19.2 
18.7 

17.3 
9S 

21.0 

24.7 
27.1 
28.8 
9.0 

28.4 

43.7 
26.3 

20.5 
29.2 
30.0 
28.3 
35.2 
l1.7 
30.9 
19.1 
24.3 

17.1 
26.0 
33.~ 

14.9 
16.5 
19.2 

52.:3 
;)9.8 
20.9 
21.6 
15.6 

1'375 

28.0 
e.3 

36.6 
19.5 

23.3 
31.7 
13.5 

25.2 
21.5 
31.0 

n.c 
16.1 

22.2 
8.1 

J.S.? 
21.4 

18.9 
31.3 
13.~ 

19.0 
31.7 
30.4 
23.0 
:>6.3 

16.3 
20.1 
la.~ 

29.1 
27.2 
22.7 
21.3 
19.6 



JUROR UTILIZAT;I:0N 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 r'esult of much study of the various juror utilization 

problems encountered by district courts and is made possible by the steady communication of 

var'iOU5 district~ourts with the Administrative Office as to their problems and juror occur­

rences and 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 b'LVen and it is felt that these adverse factors contibu·te 

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 ~0ssible 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 pr'ofile whil~ 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 

Qutstanding practices or conditions that exist in its jury program, the court can proceed to 

isolate those areas which may require changes or ~odifications to improve the utilization of 

petit jurors within the court. 
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o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 

• 

CHECK SHEET ON JUROR UTILIZATION FACTORS THAT MAY HAVE AN EFfECT ON THE 
JUROR USAGE INDEX 

POSITIVE FACTORS 

Good cooperation and communication be­
tween judges and court personnel. 

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

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

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

Use of multiple voir dires in the jury 
selection pr~cess. 

Reductjo', in voir dire 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 omnibus 
hearings for criminal defendants. 

A predominantly civil trial calendar -
70% 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 Dase does not go 
forward for some reason. 

Stipulation by counsel t~'waive alter­
nate jurors or verdicts by 12 or 6. 

No highly publicized trials anu few 
multiple defendant criminal cases. 

1 

I 
2 

J 
I 

4 

5 

6 

I 
7 

J 
I 
9 

I 
10 

I 
11 

I 
12 

13 

I 
14 

I 

)lJ}Vr:RSE FACTORS 

Poor cooperation and communication be- 0 
tween judges and court personnel. 

A large number of places of holding 0 
court with jury trial activity_ 

Each judge using his own, separate jury 0 
panel or pooL 

All judges beginning jury selection at 0 
the same time and on the same day. 

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

Use of voir dire panel~ larger than 0 
recommended. 

Use of civil juries of twelve or more 0 
members. 

Excessive use of peremptory challenges. ~ 

Allowing settlements or pleas to b~ o. 
entered up to and during trials. 

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

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

No back up trials set so that a jury D.~ 
panel for a case is sent home unused 
if this case does not go fOl:'Ward. 

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 sel~ction. 

D 

o 
NOTE: Factors are randomly listed with no order as to significance. ,) 
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JUROR COSTS 

Paymen'ts totaling apP1'oximately $17,824,600 were made to petit and grand jurors in fiscal 

year 1975. Of this totdl amoun'j; $3,971,400, 01' 22.3%, was paid 'La grand jurors while 

$13,853.200, 01' 77.7%, was paid to petit jurors. The accompanying chart, "How Juror Dollars 

were spent in F. Y. 1975,r, presents a breakdown of all juror expenditures for the past fiscdl 

Yea!'. 

Grand Juror Costs 

Fiscal yeaX' 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 into three categories with 76.9% on the total 

amoun'?:; expended for attendance fees ($20 per juror per day excluding federal employees who do 

HOW JUROR DOLLARS WERE SPENT 
IN FISCAL YEAR 197& 

Total Juror Expenditures: $17,824,600 
Grand Jury Expenditures; 3.971,400 
Petit Jury Expenditures: 13,853,200 

l\ttendance -17.1 % Q 

Subsistence -1.2% 

Mileage -3.9% 

Attend~rlce -60.1% 

-12.9% 
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fiscal 
Grand cTuror Year 

Payments 1972 

Total Payments •••••• $3,123,600 

Attendance •••••••••• 2,Lf05,200 

Mileage ••••••••.••• _ 559,900 

Subsistence ••••••••• 158,500 

TABLE 16 

Grand Juror Payments 
F. Y. 1972 - 1975 

United states District Courts 

Fiscal Fiscal Fiscal 
Year Year Year 
1973 1974 1975 

$3,4L~5,200 $3,649,900 $3,971,400 

2,645,000 2,830,600 3,054,100 

624,800 636,400 702,900 

175,400 182,900 214,400 

1975 over 1974 

J Percent 
Increase Inr.:rease 

$ 321,500 8.8 

223,500 7.9 

66,500 10.4 

31,500 17.2 

not receive this payment). Expenditures Ear mileage and tolls equaled 17.7% of the total 

amount while subsistence payments accounted for 5.4% 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 Jurur Expenditure Break-

Eat:. Tota.l 
Di'sUit::t 'Expendi.ture l\t.tendance 

Total .................. ~ .. ~3,911,400 76.9';G. 

District of co).umhia.~' •• f' 146 j 300 94.0 

'Firat Circui~ 

Maij"lc ....................... t· 7.600 63.3 
Mas,Gac'huootto. t.o. ...... ••• ; .. 111#~no 80.l 
New Hampshire ......... , ....... 4" 3,000 65.7 
Rhode Island ...... o. o.._ ........ 17 ,100 91.5 
PUarto Rico ................... 1.9,00£1 £'1.3 

Second Cir(:llit: 

COnnac:ticut.o • .o4 •••••••••• ~ .. j1~20D 85.0 
New York: 

Northam ..... ~ •• "."" ...... ~ • ~&, 700 83.5 
E;lstorn ••••• ~ ........... ~. 207,100 aB.1 
Sput.l1arn ......... " ........... 434.200 86.a 
lleotern ........ ~ .......... ,. .... 17,800 B1.a 

Vermont ...................... ~l,OOO 88.0 

Third Circuit 

Dcll1waro ............... .o ••••• .o. 31.100- 83.8 
New JerEloy ... ~ .................. 132,400 sn~", 

ronnsylvaniil: 
Eaatarn ....... ,. ............. 95.600 78.0 
J.1iddlo ..................... 10,70Q 72.9 
l'lCstorn ........................ 5B,lOO 73.9 

Virgin Islands ........... O' •• 0.0 0.0 

Fourth Circuit 

H3ryland ....................... 67.900 76 .. 9 
North Caro1in<l: 

Eastorn ...................... 25.800 6t'J.7 
Mida1e ....................... 4,500 67 .. '$ 

Wqatern ................... 4.800 74.6 
Sr.-uth Co.i;'o1inil ............... 8,900 5&.3 
Virginia: 

EaGtcrn ........ '" ....... ~ * ...... 42.500 BI.$ 
tofcat:.ern ......................... 13,400 76.S 

West Vir'llfiia; 
Northern ................... 10 .. 200 73.6 
Sou.thern ................ .o .. ~ ............ 23~400 80.2 

Fifth Circ:uit 

A1a1;tama; 
uorthern ................... 18,200 63.l 
M1.dd1c ..................... ~ .... 8,200 Sl.O 
Squthc.rn ................... 8,400 74.2 

Floridal 
~ortlurt1\ •• ,. ~ ................ 9.100 Gl.8 
}lidd10 .................... Sti,soo 74 .. 0 
Southorn .................. 90,500 84.0 

Gecrgial 
Nartl\.ertl ............. ., ....... 14.100 66.9 
Middle .................... 40,100 47.0 
southern ............ " •••••• lG,OC!O 48..:3. 

LOuisinmu 
Eastorn, ..................... 56,600 82 .. 6 
HiddlD .................... 26..50Q. B6~40 

W'ostern ...................... 4,3,300 61.3 
Hi5a:iollippi: 

Northotlrn ...................... U,'OG Sl.-9 
sout'hern ................... to,70e 47.7 

Tcxaa: 
Northern ••••••••••••••••• 63~20Q '1l.0 
Eastorn4' ••••••• , •••••••• 14,300 59.9 
southern"' ••• ~ ......... , •••• 25.1QO 92.5 
WeSt.orn ..................... 51.600 13.3 

Canal 'Zone .................... 0.0 0.0 

TA9LE 11 
Grtmd Juroi:' !:;cpcnditurc nrcakdown 

'O'n':'tc~ Statos Dilltrict >:ourto 
F.i.oeal Year 197$ 

Subaistonco r.JUoaqo Dintrict 

S.4;~ 17.7% sixth Circuit 

0.0 G.O Konvlc:ky: 
eastorn ••••••••••••••••• ., ..... 
Wostern ..................... ~.". 

~1ichigi:lfH 

14.4 22.2 Eastern ......................... 
0.0 19.8 Wcotorn ........... o. •••• t •• ""' ••• 

2.1 32.2 Ohio: 
O.c 12.5 'Northern .................. , ......... 

20.1. 1'2.6- Southern •••••••••••••• , ....... 
Tennessee: 

f!::L!'1tat'n ••••• •• ......... f····.· 
MiddlQ •• ~ .... ~~. " •••••• 44" •••• ~ 

0.0 15.0 Western •••• " .................... 

0.0 16.S scvnnth circuit 
0.0 11.9 
0.0 13.2 Illinoiltt 
0.0 12.2 ttorthorn ................................. 
0.0 12.0 eastern •••••••• .o ............... 

Southern ...................... 
l.ndiana1 

Northern ......................... 
0.0 16 .. 2 $out:t.orn ........................ 
O~f) lS .. :t ~i~et:'!'.si.."\'1 

I:antern ......... O' .............. ~. 

0.5 21 .. 5 1'i'optarn ........ ~ ................... 
0.3 26,9 

11.1 15 .. 1 'Eighth Circuit. 
0.0 0.0 

Ar')(rmstlo: 
Eilstern .... II ••••• , ..... , ........ 
'.fastom ........................ 

0.6 22.6 lOWil; 
Northern .............. :.. •••••••• , 

12.1 27 .. 2 Southc.m ............... ~ ........ 
1.4 30.7 Mirtncpot/l ........................ , 
0.0 25.4 l-tiDElourb 

20 .. '2 23.6 tastorn ... ' ....... ~' ••• "'."' •• ~ 
ivQ,stQrn ••• ~ .................... 

0.7 17.8 Nebraska .............................. 
2.9 20.6 North Da1tota ••••••• ~ ............ 

South DZlkota. .............. ~.,. .... ~ 
11.Q 15.4 
3.4 16.4 NInth CirCUit 

A1ooki1 ••••• ! .......... ~." •• " •••••• 
Ar!zoi!.n ••• ( ......................... 
cu.llIornia; 

17.4 19.4 Northam ............... * ..... ~ ..... 
27.9 21.0 Elaotcrn ..... , ........... " ••••••• 
9.5 16.2 central ............. ~ ....... ~ ...... 

Sout;he,rn •• , .......... " •••••••• 
15.2 n.D U<lw.:lii •• ~ •••••••• ~~" ••••• , ...... 
5.4 20.6 Idaho." .................... ~ ........ 
3.3 12.7 Hontnna.~ ......... 4 •• ~~ ........... 

Novatln .............................. 
15.4 17 ... 6 Orogon .......................... 
31~a 21.2 11<lsl1ington; 
30,.7 21.0 Eastern ..................... o. .... 

\-roatcrn .......................... 
0.1 17 ... 3 G~am ...... " ........... <t.".~ .......... 
Q.O ll.G 

19.7 lB.~ Tenth C.f,rcuit 

18.9 29.2 Col.Qr~ao# .......................... 
31.0 21.4 Kllnsils ................................ 

New ·Hcxic:n .......................... " .. 
&.6 22 .. 4 Okl,a;hol:1lar 

10.1 3a • .(). Northorn .................. , :" ••••• 
0.0 17.S East;:orp ........................... 0-

l.a 2Q .. Q Western ............................. 
0.0 0.0 U~h ......................... , ...... 

11,ybtning •• " .................. ". ...... 
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Eat. Total 
Expend! turo nttcndllnco Subniotaneo: HUotlgo 

$ 11 ... 800 81 .. 6~;' O~a-4 17.6;;; 
27.700 83.6 1.3 15.1 

99.400 SJ .• 6 0.1 IB.3 
t'I.800 S9.4 9.5 31.1 

47,300 14.2 1.1 24~7 

27,400 76.6 4.& la.; 

4.200 78 ... 9 0.0 21.1 
a,300 73.2 C.C 26.9 

21.800 85.2 0.0 14.8 

162.800 64.3 0.0 lS.1 
3p,100 52.5 ~2.G 24 .. 9 
44.50-::: 71.0 1.4 ~1.6 

32.100 55.1i 6.B 37.G 
43,900 65.2 4.5 30.4 

35,300 67 .. 4 11.3 il.3 
14,500 47,5 22.1 30~4-

14,200 57..4 27 .. 0 15.1 
9,000 41.0 29.0 2$",0 

11.600 19.6 1.4 latO 
9,400 SO .. l) 1.2 17/9 
2~.3OU 74.1 7.3 10.0 

3$.400 77.1 3.1 1~,2 

45,>'\00 71.1 1Q.6 l6~7 

19,400 58.9 26.1 15.1 
H.nOD 44.~ 28.3 27 .. 6 
~~.~Q~ 49.l ll~O 17.7 

18,700 47.5- 23.$ 29.0 
45,300 79 .. 0 4.9 16.0 

1&.6 2.4 21.0 S8,500 
:J8,100 72.1 5.2 22.0 

24~,500 '1'l.1 2.l ~O .. 6 
71,000 86.7 0.0 13 .. il' 
14f aOO 88.9 0.0 1l.~ 
29,100 47.7 ZS.l 2.1.v 
1$.400 51.7 26.4 21.9 
40.90n 75.4 ~.6 15.0 
4!i.SOO ,;U •• 15.3 ~4.' 

44.3 27,4 18.4 BfBQO 
29,OOD 69.6 <)." 20.S 

3,fiOO 9C.4 O.C 9.0 

" 27.100 11~1 13 .. 6 lS.3 
lS~900 73.0 B.S la.~ 

00,400 58.4 ~l.l 20",3 

3.100 B7.tJ ~.O 11.> 
16,200 54.9 ~l.a 2l t 3 

lS.0 19.Q 8,800 64.0 
'7S~ 0 a.~ 16.1 ~1,40Q 

2.400 56.2 a1.1 16~7 

, 

c. 



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 $25 while the 

average cost per grand jU'T'y 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 1971~ 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 miscellaneous 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 "Petit 

Juror Payments - F. Y. 1972 - 1975", shows the national totals of the petit juror expenditure 

breakdown for these fiscal years. The second table, "Peti·t Juror Expenditure Breakdown", pro-

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

. ~ 

Fiscal 
Petit Juror Year 

Payments 1972 

Total Payments ••••••• $13,42L~,800 

Attendance ••••••••••• 10,606,500 

Mileage ••••••••••••• ~ 2,183,900 

Subsistence •••••••••• 342,700 

Otl1er ••.......•..••.. 291,700 

TABLE 18 
Petit Juror Payments 

F.Y. 1972 - 1975 
United States District Courts 

Fiscal Fiscal 
Yea l' Year 
1973 1974 

$14,168,600 $13,704,000 

11,125,900 10,658,000 

2,366,800 2,243,300 

391,800 311,900 

284,100 490,800 

Fiscal 1975 over 
Year 

I 1975 Increase 

$13 ,853 ,200 $ 149,200 

10,716,000 58,000 

2,294,900 51,600 

330,000 18,100 

512,300 21,500 

1974 
Percen 
Increa 

1.1 

0.5 

2.3 

5.8 

4.4 

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 

i.n fiscal years 1973 and 1974. The ne.tional cost per jury trial day increased slightly from 

$'1H'i in fiscal year 1971j· to $l~90 in fiscal year 1975. 

The al'companying chart, ITCalnulating Estimated Petit Juror 'Savings!!!, is provided to 

enable each district to calculate its estimated "savings:t in juror fees in the pasL fiscal 

yt~ar. C:alt.:ula tion of IT savings" is possible only if a district has improved its utilization of 

jurors in the past year whic31 is shown statistically by a decrease in a district's Juror Usage 
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District 

TotaL •••••••••••••••• ---
District of Columbia ••••••• 

First Circuit 

Maine ............................... f ...... 

Massachusetts •••••••••••••• 
New Hampshire ••.••••••••••• 
Rhode Island ••••••••••••••• 
Fuerto Rico •••• ~ ............... 

Second Circuit 

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

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

Vermont ••••••••••••••••.••• 

Thil'"d Circuit 

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

Eastern .......................... <i" 

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

Virgin Islands ••••••••••••• 

Fourth Circuit 

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

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

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

Eastern •••••••••••••••••• 
Western •••••••••••••••••• 

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

Fifth Circuit 

Alabama: 
NOl'"thern ••••.•••••••••••• 
Middle ••••••••••••••••••• 
Sou"thern ............................... ,. 

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

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

Louisiana: 
Eastern ........ " ........ ~ .............. 
Middle ••••••••••••••••••• 
western .................. 

Mississippi: 
Northern •••••••• , ••••• ~-. 
Southern ••••••••••••••••• 

Texas: 
Northern ••••••••••••••••• 
Eastern •••••••••••••••••• 
Southern~.~.f •. • ... ••·•••• 
Western .................. 

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

TABLE 19 
Fetit Juror Expenditure Breakdown 

United state~ District Courts 
Fiscal Year 1975 

Est. Total 
Expenditure Attendance Subsistence 

$13,853,200 77.4"/. 2.4% 

324,000 64.5 0.0 

28,200 69.0 2.7 
236,900 78.0 0.3 
41,100 68.0 2.1 
47,600 82.1 0.7 

104,500 67.5 18.2 

81,600 84.2 0.0 

41,100 82.6 0.2 
462,100 83.1 0.0 

1,128,800 82.9 0.0 
107,500 85.4 0.0 
62.,600 83.2 0.0 

35,600 85.2 0.0 
335,500 79.1 0.1 

755,700 75.1 0.9 
153,700 75.1 1.8 
399, :>')0 77.3 7.7 
85,700 82.6 0.0 

186,800 76.1 2.6 

66,600 77.5 0.3 
36,000 84.0 0.4 
69,800 83.3 0.0 

255.900 58.6 to.9 

150,600 81.1 0.2 
29.100 69.9 1.2 

32,300 67.7 5.0 
59,300 80.8 1.4 

167,500 60.S 18.9 
79,400 58.0 18.5 
54,700 66.7 12.7 

31,200 72.6 0.6 
252,000 76.0 1.1 
280,500 85.0 2.4 

262,500 80.6 1.3 
95,400 74.2 0.1 
76,400 82.6 0.6 

229,500 78.5 1.0 
12,500 86.5 0.0 

122,700 69.7 0.5 

77.800 64.1 5.1 
107.700 71.0 2.5 

204,100 82.8 0.6 
100,300 74.6 0.4 
223,400 81.1 0.0 
136,300 82.7 1.4 

6.500 99.7 0.0 

Mileage Otherl. 

15,,6% 3.17~ 

3.5 32.0 

25.7 2.5 
18.6 3.1 
27.0 2.9 

9.B 7.4 
12.9 1.5 

15.1 0.6 

16.4 0.9 
11.8 5.2 
12.8 4.3 
12.3 2.4 
15.6 1.2 

14.0 0.8 
13.2 7.7 

18.7 5.2 
22.6 0.6 
13.9 I,D 
3.0 14.4 

20.3 1.0 

20.5 1.7 
15.6 0.0 
16.7 0.0 
24.7 5.8 

18.3 0.4 
19.2 S.7 

19.2 8.2 
16.7 1.2 

18.8 1.4 
23.4 0.1 
20.2 0.5 

13.0 13.8 
17.8 S.O 
12.0 0.7 

16.9 1.1 
17.7 8.0 
15.0 1.S 

18.3 2.1 
10.9 2.6 
15.7 14.1 

29.7 1.2 
22.0 4.4 

16.6 0.0 
25.0 0.0 
18.3 0.6 
14.2 l.1:i 

0 .. 3 0.0 

1 Inc1udes me~1s and lodging for sequestered jurors, transportation of juries for views and 
miscellaneous expenses for the comfort and convenience of jurors. 
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District 

Sixth Circuit 

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

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

Ohio: 
Northern. 0 ••••••••••••••• 

Southern ••••••••••••••••• 
Tennessee: 

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

Seventh Circuit 

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

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

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

Eighth Circuit 

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

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

Minnesota •••••••••••••••••• 
Missouri: 

Eastern •••••••••••••••••• 
Western •••••••••••••••••• 

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

Ninth Circuit 

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

Northern ••••••••••••••••• 
Eastern •••••••••••••••••• 
centraL ................ . 
Southern ••••••••••••••• , • 

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

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

Guam •••• , •••••••••••••••••• 

Tenth Circuit 

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

Northern ••••••••••••••••• 
Eastern ••.••••••••••••••• 
Western ......... ,_ .................... . 

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

TABLE 19 

Petit Juror Expenditure Breakdown 
United States District Courts 

Fiscal Year 1975 

Esr. Total 
Expenditure Attendance Subsistence 

$199,900 
68,600 

504,100 
57,300 

259,900 
1::1,700 

93,600 
73,300 

122,100 

372,000 
79,800 
42,800 

167,800 
96,400 

81,900 
23,600 

73,400 
68,400 

33,800 
47,800 

212,700 

141,400 
139,300 
144,100 

94,000 
74,800 

39,600 
175,700 

257,100 
137,600 
501,300 
291,600 
44,600 
40,200 
52,900 

110,100 
76,900 

32,700 
123,200 

25,400 

127,000 
195,200 
112,600 

35,800 
40,700 
81,400 
78,200 
15,000 

73.6% 
80.2 

82.1 
62.4 

75.9 
80.0 

79.7 
81.8 
84.3 

82.7 
68.4 
79.4 

71.2 
73.2 

82.1 
76.1 

78.7 
77.8 

78.6 
73.9 
83.3 

80.3 
82.8 
67.1 
60.4 
59.8 

70.2 
84.4 

79.4 
70.8 
75.6 
84.6 
82.2 
67.7 
71.8 
79.6 
78.2 

81.7 
81.3 
79.5 

80.2 
78.8 
65.0 

80.8 
64.6 
79.8 
70.9 
83.5 

4.1% 
0.1 

0.0 
7.8 

0.6 
2.4 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

0.0 
2.2 
0.3 

1.2 
0.3 

0.0 
1.5 

0.9 
0.8 

3.0 
1.7 
3.4 

1.1 
0.6 

10.5 
17.4 
11.4 

8.3 
1.6 

0.8 
4.8 
0.6 
0.1 
2.1 

11.7 
9.9 
5.7 
2.1 

2.9 
(J.9 
0.0 

4.0 
1.7 

14.6 

3.6 
3.9 
0.2 
9.9 
3.2 

Mileage 

22.3~~ 
19.8 

17.4 
26.6 

23.0 
16.9 

20.3 
18.2 
15.7 

14.3 
21.2 
16.2 

10.'1 
23.9 

12.8 
19.8 

19.5 
20.0 

16.5 
22.2 
11.5 

17.7 
16.6 
18.4 
22.1 
28.0 

14.0 
12.6 

18.1 
23.2 
18.2 
14.2 
12.7 
20.2 
17.5 
13.5 
16.9 

13.3 
15.0 

7.4 

14.8 
18.1 
19.6 

15.3 
3J..5 
17.2 
16.7 
12.1 

Other' 

O.O",/: 
0.0 

0.4 
3.2 

0.6 
0.8 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

2.9 
8.2 
4.1 

16.9 
2.7 

5.1 
2.7 

1.0 
1.4 

2.0 
2.2 
1.7 

0.9 
0.0 
3.9 
0.0 
0.8 

7.5 
1.4 

1.6 
1.2 
5.5 
) .• 1 
2.9 
0.4 
0.8 
1.1 
2.7 

2.1 
2.9 

13.1 

1.0 
1.4 
0.8 

0.4 
0.0 
2.9 
2.6 
1.1 

'Includes 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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Rank $16 - 20 Rank $21 - 22 Rank $23 - 24 

1 Canal Zone $16 5 virginia, E. $21 11 New York, E. 
2 virgin Islands 18 6 Texas, W. 22 11 Delaware 
3 District of ColUmbia 19 6 Illinois, N. 22 11 Maryland 
4 Hawaii 20 6 Illinois, S. 22 11 North carolina, 

6 Oklahoma, W. 22 11 Texas, ''I. 
6 h'yoming 22 11 Kentucky, w. 

11 Tennessee, W. 
11 Missouri. w. 
11 Arizona 
20 New YorK 1 S. 
20 New York~ W. 
20 Vermont 
20 New Jersey-
20 f'lorida, S. 
20 Georgia, S. 
20 Wisconsin, E. 
20 Oregon 
20 Washington, E. 
20 Colorado 
20 Kannas 

W. 

TABLE 20 

RANK OF DISTRICTS BY 
DAILY ESTllJATED c:c:.T PER PETIT JUROR DA'!l 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

Rank $25 - 26 Rank 

$23 31 Rhode Is land $25 58 
23 31 Connecticut 25 58 
23 31 New York, N. 25 58 
23 31 North Carolina. M. 25 58 
23 31 W'est Virginia, S. 25 58 
23 31 Georgia, N. 25 58 
23 31 Georqia, M. 25 58 
23 31 Louisiana, E. 25 58 
23 31 Louisiana, H. 25 66 
24 31 Texas, S. 25 66 
24 31 Tennessee, E. 25 66 
24 31 Tennessee, H. 25 66 
24 31 Arkansas, E .. 25 66 
24 31 Missouri, Eo- 23 66 
24 31 Washington, W 0- 25 
24 31 Oklahoma, N. 25 
24 47 Penn~"lvania, E. 26 
24 47 Florida, N. 26 
24 47 Texas. E. 26 
24 47 Michigan, E. 26 

47 Ohio, N. 26 
47 Ohio, S. 26 
47 lUsconain, W. 26 
47 Arkansas, W. 26 
47 Mirmesota 26 
47 California, N. 26 
47 California, C. 26 

$27 - 2B Rank $29 - 30 Rank $31 - 34 

pennsylvania, M. $27 72 Maine $29 82 Puerto Rico- $;11 
Pennsylvania, W. 27 72 Virginia, W. 29 82 Alabama, S. 31 
North carolina, E. 27 72 Illinois, E. 29 B2 Hississippi, N. 31 
Fl'Oridi\, M. 27 72 Idaho 29 82 Alaska 31 
Mississippi, S. 27 72 Montana 29 86 Alabama, N. 32 
Iowa, S. 27 72 Nevada 29 86 Hichigan, W~ 32 
Guam 27 72 Oklahoma, E. 29 88 South Carolina 33 
Utah 27 79 MaSBachuset ts 30 88 West Virginia, N. 33 
New Hampshil:'p 28 79 Indiana, S. 30 88 Alabama" M. 33 
:r .... ouisiana, N. 28 79 Nebraska 30 B8 North Dakota 33 
Kentucky, E. 2B 8S South Dakota 33 
Indiana, N. 2B 88 California, E. 33 
Iowa, N. 28 94 New Mexico 34 
California, S. 28 

I AVERAGE FOR ALL DISTRICTS: $25 I 



TABLE 21 

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

Fiscal Year 1975 

Cost per Cost per 
trial trial 

Rank District day Rank bistrict 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 California, 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 ~1issouri, E. 422 73 Montana 563 
27 Tennessee, E. 427 74 New Mexico 569 
28 New York, 1A1. 430 75 Iowa, s. 583 
29 New Jersey 433 76 Mississippi, N. 594 
30 Wisconsin, E. 436 77 Mississippi, S. 598 
31 New Y.:>rk, N. 437 77 Nevada 598 
32 Iowa, 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 Sou th Dakota 787 

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

1. 1975JUROR USAGE INDEX: A 
2. 1974 JUROR USAGE INDEX: -B 
3. 1976- NUMBER OF JURY TRIAL DAYS; _______ = C 

(
1975 - NUMBER OF) D 

4. 1974JUI X JURYTRIALDAYS : _______ = 
X == --------------- ----------------

(BXC=D) 

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

5. 1975-ACTUAL TOTAL AVAILABLE: _________ = E 

6. IN 1975ATTHE - ACTUAL TOTAL ,-! _____ = F 
(

TOTAL AVAILABLE) ( 1975 ) 

1974 RATE AVAILABLE 

(D - E = F) 

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

$20 ) 
(

JUROR DAYS) ( 
7. "SAVED"IN 1975 X ATTENDANCE 

FEE (

ATTENDANCE) 
'" FEE COSTS 

AVOIDED 

________________ X ______________ __ 

(F X $20= ESTIMATED "SAVINGS") 

Index. Thus, to calculate "savings!! during the past fiscal year, a district'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 calculation reveals that if a district had continued to call jurors 

at the same rate (or JUI) in 1975 as they did in 197t~, the h 'al amount expended for petit 

jurors would have been more than the actual total juror expenditures. The difference between 

this gl'?-ater 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 i-t 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 WQuld show up as a negative number for figure F on the chart. Such excesses 

may require an analysis of the jury operation and management system of the district or partic­

ular courts within that district~ The "Check Sheet on Juror Utilization Factors" appearing in 

these pages is a good place to start the analysis. 
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EXPLANATION OF ENTRIES THAT APPEAR ON DISTRICT GRAi\1D .1UROR PROFILES 

1 Total munber of grand jUl'ies that were in existence for one or more months duping the 
past fiscal year. 

2 Total number of grand juries in existence at the sturt of the fiscal year - those 
carded over fr-om risca 1 year 197'1. 

3 Total number of gr'and judeE impaneled or brought into existence at some time between 
July 1, EJ7lj· and Jlme 30, 19, J. 

Ij Total number of grand juries which either were discharged by the court or which had 
served the l8-month statutory period and ceased to exist at some time between ,July 1, 
197[1 and June 3D, 1975. 

5 Total number of gl:'and juries in existence at the end of the fiscal year - those to be 
carried over to fiscal. year 1976. 

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

7 Number of grand jurors in convened sessions. Gl'and ,jurors are included in this cate­
gOl'y only when they participate in a convened session. Travel cays, p:.'05pective jurors 
reporting only for impanelment, or jurors reporting when no sC!ssion is convened are 
not included in this figurl'. 

8 Numher of haUl'S in session. This category includes all time from the st&rt of a con­
vened session to the close of that session on a given day. The timl' required for the 
impanl'lrnent of any grand jury is also included in this figure. 

9 Arrived at by dividing the number of jUl'ors in session (Box #7) by the member (If sessions 
convened (Box #6). This gives the average number of jurors that pal'ticipated in each 
convened scssicm. This number will fall sometvhere between III and 23 as Rule 6 (a) of the 
Federal Rules of Criminal Procedul'e requires a grand jury to consist of H, to 23 members. 

10 Al'rived at by dividing the number or hours in session (Box #8') by the number of sessions 
convened (Box :;,:&). This gives the average number of hours for each convened session. 

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

12 Estimated eost for each grand jury session convened. 

13 Estimated cos~ per grand jUl:'or per day. 

VI Each ~2;l'and jury is listed separately ano designated by a grand jury number assigned at 
the time of its impanelment. The office number of thE division of the district in which 
the gl'and jury sits is also given to distinguish between grand juries assigned the same 
number L-:,' di ffcrent offices. 

15 The total numllel' of months during ~vhich 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 c;xistence fOl' 6 months of the year period). 

III The total number of months dUl'ing 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 l'ecorded 2 months dUl'ing which no session was convened. Therefore, during these 
b months of existcmce, at least one session was convened in q of these 6 months.) 
Districts with more than 10 gl'and juries in fiscal year 1975 have an a.duitional listing 
of gl'and juries and information pel'taining to them in Appendix A. 
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GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

(". USAGE.~ .....• · .... ·n51~At.S J 

TotalNu.-. 
in EXi$~nc.e .. 

in the 12 MOJrth 1 

.. Period 

1 

6 

·Nu.~··· 
:}1I1y 1. 1~74 

2 

7 

3 

I 8 

c=-· 11 --J.-.~ __ 12---,'_1_3 J 
5~~)try ;\~~J~\i·~f],~:'f"t ~f.fH}~.::.;:~ ~\k1n!~.;"2:r;;;:~ . 

I ~ 
I 

I I : I 
r ' , 

14 \ 

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

I J I I I I I 15 I 

I f I I j J I 

l16 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

I 
! 

I 
I 

I I ! ! 
I 

I 
"'See Appendix 8 for a listing of Office Names and NumtJers. 
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EXPLANATION or ENTRIBS THAT APPEAR UN DISTRICT peTrI.' JUROR PROFILES 

1 Authorized judg£'ships (does not include senior judges). 

? Places of lioldin:,.'; court where jurors havE' been in court and availahl e to serve for 
jUI'y trial activity. 

3 Total munbpr of jurors in ('our t and paid. whether "selected or "prv ing. ,- "ehall enged." 
or "not selected. sprv ing or (~hallenged." 

II Total numlH't' of ,jill'ot'S who were selected for or serving on onf' or more trial juries. 

'1 Total nurnh£'r or jut'ors who wer£' challenged - eitlier 1',\1' cause or peremptorily - and did 
not serve all a trial jury. 

() Total numbpt' of jurors in court who neither wpre selected [or or serving on a trial 
jury nor were chalJpngpd. 

7 Percentage of ,jurors who were selected for or servin:..'; on trial juries. 

H PerL'entage of jurors who \'Jere L'hallenged. 

9 l'ereentagp of jurors who were not selected. serving or challen:J;ed. 

10 Ar1'ived at by dividing the total number of jurors available per fiscal year. by the 
total number of jury trial days per fiscal year. Henee. it is tIl(! average number of 
JUI'ors available (in court whether selected or serving, challenged. or not selected, 
serving or ehallenged) per jury trial per day. If a court's index is 20. an ave1'age 
of 20 jurors are in court and paid per jury trial day. 

11 Total es Uma ted expendi ture for all jurors T expenses. Included are attendance. sub­
s istenee. mileage. and miscellaneous costs. 

12 To ta 1. es lima ted expenditure fGr those jurors who were selec ted for or serv in~..'; on t1' ial 
juries (based on percent ill box 'fI: 7). 

1.. Total est Imatec1 expt>nditure for those jurors who were challenged (based on percent in 
box :i:;: H) 

III Total estimatt>d expenditure for those jurors who were not seleC'ted. serving or chal­
lenged (based on percent in box::; '.l). 

1'1 r;stimatr'd cost per trial per day. 

I b 1;st imated eos t per .iuI'n~' pel' day. 

17 Total number of ('iviI and t'riminal jury trials. This infol'matioJl is derived from the 
JS-IO. the HI,'lthly Report of Trials and Pretrial Conferences. 

IH Total number of civil jury trials. 

19 Total l1umber of criminal jury tl'ials. 

20 Percentage of civil jury t1'ials (based on box # IH). 

21. Perc-en ta:,.';t' of ('1' imina} j'.lry trials (based on box # 19). 

22 Total numlJPr of ('i v iI ar.cJ criminal jury trial days. Th1'ee jury trial days could p.i ther 
be aile trial running thl'l'C' days 01' three trials occurring on one day, or a combination. 

2', Total number of dV.il jury trial days. 

2li Total number of C'riminal jury trial days. 

25 PerC'entage of civil jury trial days (based on hox # 23). 

2b l'el'C'l'ntage or criminal jury trial days (based on box # 24). 

27 RanI-lugs - box number!; 7, H, 9, 10, 15 and 16 are ranked. The rankings show where a 
distril't stands in relation to all other districts in the country. If there is a tie 
at a particular standing, then eaeh of the tied courts receives the same standing de­
signation. 1\11 are rank£~d in ascending order (lowest value is ranked first) execpt [or 
box # 7 C., served), whieh is 1'anked in descending order (highest valLle ranked first). 

2H A ~omparison of selected juror utilization data for fiscal years 1971 thrD 1975. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

1 
L--.J Judgeships 

~ PIJt.;~ of Holding Court (with jury tridl activity during thi~ fiscdl year) 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

1975 

3 

100% 

20 % 

4 

7 % 

21··· 
t""";.-,J. .. 

12 

5 

8 % 

<>', 27 
.~ 
..c::P •... 

13 

21 % 

43 

6 

9 % 

14 J 

100% 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

25 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

26 
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MAINE GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

'rot;itNti~ " 
m £;xl~fJce\> 

, "t~tne12 Mt11'1tb . 
o '.' Period ", 

2 2 

Avera~e'l" Average,,,, 
'<;05+ pet .. ·i;°'Co~tp¢r " 
, •. ·S~s~ion'· ' .••. ' I·, 'JurQf Oay,> 

691 

2 

: - ,,'"'. ' , , \; 

;Nti~b~ralih: ,,\ • 
. Jtm¢S:r)~~1.s',,; 
," ." 

[34 J __________ -L ________ __ 

J;<" <r . ,() , GRANO: JU~Y riiWvtBER. (Office Nl.unber'ltj ,: ." :'14;, • 0,"' . 
~l 

".' . \'; . 
'. '.' :~ ~ '. ..... ,', 

73-1 7'+-1 
(1) (2) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

6 I 10 I I I I I I I I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

~ 
I 

q. 1 
"'See Appendix B for a listing of Office Numes and Numbers. 

COMMENT: The revision of the statistical reporting of multiple jury 
selection is one factor accounting for the increase in this districtTs 
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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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

. if~J. .~, 

.. ~~. .@i'", 

.~ 

956 786 

100% 

l6 

53.3 

Fiscal 
Year Q 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

1975 ::ftf 

1}!t§J!~~!< 
~.e .~®fD 

.~ 

32 

3.3 % 

61 

% 100% 

Not % Selected 
Selected, or Serving or 

Challenged Serving 

9.9 71. L~ 

8.2 76.8 

8.3 73.5 

3.9 82.7 

3.3 82.2 
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26 35 

4-2.6 %1 57.4- % 

Juror 
Usage 

l)A¥ index 

16.58 -. : 

11 31 

10.28 

12.20 (!}o 

15.67 462 
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MASSACH USETTS GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

',. 'f ,itat Number ~. Rumber Number " "n ~B 
inExhtcncct~ Numl5eron fmpaneled Qischarged .NumW~" 

in the12 Month }u~y 1, 1974 in the 12 Month int/1e i2 Month june3£), 1m· ' 
I ",,~ '. ' 

Period 
., PeriDd °Pf!t~dtl .' ! :.: ", 

10 7 3 3 7 

I " . 
i USAGE u 

lO'fAlS 274 5,280 1,411 19.3 5.15 

, { " 0 

" Houl'sin '" 
H~tirsPr3r Sl1,ssions Jurors in, JUforsper 

Conv~rmd ' Ses~iQri' Session Session D Session 
" Of ~~ ,. " 

~..-nt~ .. ... ,..~ 
," NUMBER OF . AVERAGE NUM~;1L~R: Of 

l121,600 444 23 J 
<. " Q I ,G!0l.Af~~ JURY NUf;mEr! {![:iii~c Nt!l,~~Oi·':'} " 

73-2 73-L~ 74-1 74-3 74-4 74-5 74-6 75-1 75-2 75-3 
(1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (l) (l) (l) (l) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

l2 I 5 
I 

9 
I 

l2 I l2 
I 

l2 
I 

l2 
I 

lO 
I 

6 
I 1 

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

5 5 3 
, 

-
I 

- 1 1 3 - -
*See Appendix B for a listJ!1g of Off,ce Names and Numbers. 
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MASSACHUSETTS 

p'::TIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury ~ ,: -tivity during this fiscal year) 

7 94-5 

100% 

236,900 

5 24-0 

% 66.0 

156,4-00 28,4-00 52,4-00 

% 

110 34- 76 451 152 
~----------+-----------~~--------~-----------i----~ 

100% % % 100% 30.9 69.1 33.7 % 

Fiscal % Selected Juror 
Year 

or Usage 
Serving Index 

1971 19.3 76.1 16.66 

1972 18.1 76.9 16.23 

1973 22.6 67.8 18.06 

1974 27.9 62.6 15.87 

1975 22.1 66.0 17.62 
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NEW HAMPSHIRE GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

T(ltit Numbcl' 
0 •• " Numher 'Number 

t 
I i 

i:l f:Xistt'llCt Numbjj!\oo . fmparft~jed Uisdmr~ed 

r 
, 

iii !bc ~.2 Month j-J1vl 'HJl" 
, 

in tho 1:2 Month in th~ 12 Manth p~ J, , ~.. "~ t 

. NliM~ROr ( 1('\10 ,:. ,:tt-~" b;,~AN{J 1UL,!':,., 

.0 

~,9$J0.(3~ 
'Hrl\/~IL:; 

Pcrhld 

2 1 

5 100 

[;~i!:rji'i1A]'(,[l Gfi(}\M[}.I jU~t011 C03/YS 
.'w--"' ....... I'#'~~ ... .u.-:);<.""'"~'''''1I'"~l"~'''O'''f·~.".".~·'~='''~~;~l,~\:)·'oo:*t~ojoo. ... ---..':>· 

: '. tworage 
. lotll""{ {;(,t "plfr

G 
" Cost 'Per 

I 5i:ssiol1 .' ful'Ol' P~r'l 

C 3,000 30 J 
./ 

600 

j '6<. p~l"laa 

1 

33 

.~ 
~;eZt'.\i1JO jtfRl¥ r~JtJf~~f,~ER (~Jifr~f;e _ r~k~511ft(~~;;) 

: 
I 

......... 

7LJ.-l 7~-1 I (1) (1) 1 

c.' 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

I 

I ! I I ! I 7 I 3 
I-- I 

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

i}li:ri,od 

1 

20.0 

I 

5 1 I I ! L __ J_.1 L_L ___ ~___ _ 
"'See Appendix B for (/ IIS[IfI<j of OfficI! /V(/ml!~ alld Nt.. nhen, 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROfILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

L-l..J Judgeships 

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

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

L-L Pldces of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during thi~ fiscal year) 

l2:i;~imal:t;.§ 
COgt 

36 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

1975 

1 050 

72.2 % 

41 100 29,700 

32 

1l.1 

194-

13,,3 % 

5,500 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challengea 

20.5 

24-.7 

16.0 

51 

:::=;- -
:;~-

-~t:Uti~ 

110 

100% 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

69.0 

55.6 

69.2 

2 

72.2 

---~~---

102 8 

% 7.3 % 

'(.l)si per 

Juror lIMY' ", 
Usage Trial 

~ Index 

18.65 

17.03 

13.87 



RHODE ISLAND GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

L---_~_!lE_.:;,_'_'_ ___ 4__ ]--__ -3 __ --~- lL_2 .---'--__ 2 _-~ 
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w'._ -. ___ ~ ,',," ~ .• _1~ .~ '" . 

~~J;J{;.~~}~.:t~ 
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i 
i , 

·Gt~j\F~~~2 ~ ~J n~f~:~~ (,:;i;;5":1·~6 
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j 
1 
! 

k~ C ~ ~ 22 ) 
'__ _____ ---1 _____ .......J..1 _____ / 

/1 

r~(~r c 

S;~St):cn 

73-1 
(1) 

7~1_~.......L.._7_~:-_L~___Ii'___75~cl_~~~____l. __ ;_:i!~_.;:i;i!__L;it_:<_'"d_.kr'\I. __ ..J __ ---1-__ l_, 
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

L ! q. 
~ ____ -L ______ L-__ __ 12 

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

7 1 1 I 1 

~'See Appendix B for a listing of Office Name~ und Numbers. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeship" 

L-..L Places of Holding Court (with iury trial dctivitv during this fiscal year) 

19 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

1975 

", 'if@!i.lil 
~~~ 

1,89L~ 

100% 

4-7,600 

8 

4·2.1 

1, 4-8L~ 

7B.l~ % 

37 300 

11 

% 57.9 

102 308 

5.4- % 16.3 % 

a 

2 600 

151 

% 100% 

%Not % Selected 
Selected, or 
!>"rving or 

Serving Challenge'd 

22.0 70.4-

34-.2 58.4-

31.4- 62.2 

8 

78.4-
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RHODE ISLAND 

12.51+ 

100 51 

66.2 % 33.8 % 

,! 
Juror 
Usage Ii Index 

lB.12 

15.80 

18 .. 4-3 r 



P(DrERTO RICO 

o 
NUMat;~ 
(~}{A.Ni)"~tn~1'5 

VSAt,(; 
'f<HAts 

3 

29 

-----~-----------------

o 

2 

568 

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

1 

185 

.. r-{t!;Tlb~r 

Ols~hC\rgf~d 
;jl tl1:; 12 M:1mh 

2 

19.6 

"Q 

NIJmber.an 
!ufl~30~ 1975c 

1 

6.38 

~~_1_8,_O_O_o ___ i~~ ___ 6_21 _____ i~) ___ 3_2 __ ~:J 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

CON~IENT: NallY 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 TI~O factors combine to increase the total avail­
able jurors reported and to adversely affect the statistics. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

L--L Judgeships 

- - ------------ ---- ___ ." __ • __ ~ _____ T __ ~ ___ ~ _______ _ 

PUERTO RICO 

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

~~\;M~~~~f 3,324- 1,713 4-98 1,113 

ffi!$f:;r v.o:Y'l 100% 51.5 % 15.0 % 33.5 % 19 .. 33 

',,", I 53 1 

I;> . ,81., ~. ~~-A; , 87, 
;""~"'''''''''~.''' 

ft~\i1l1tl@iI;~j'1 ~1Ki!~~ '" 
() ___ ......l 

:':",,"'-,1'0-_*"''''' 

" 

104-,500 53 .. 800 15,700 35,000 

60 4-1 19 172 108 64-

% 100% 100% 68 3 % . 31.7 % 37.2 

o COI,tper 
Fiscal % Not % Selected Juror Jury 0 

Year Selected, or Usage £t'id 
Serving or 
Challengea Serving Index .. t);;y 

1971 4-3 .. 6 48 .. 5 26.97 

1972 4-7.2 4-3.3 28.28 

1973 28.0 5l~.5 19.4-4 

1974 29.1 54-.. 7 18.30 

1975 33.5 51.5 19.33 
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CONNECTICUT GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 
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85 1,622 
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" Cj Q, N~HI:U~£;;~ OF'~' i A~6'Ert,~,,(;iE ,NVf~l!JcR i;~t " 

'7:"·'~J!"""~';'i!;-"0···,(~.;,.",,,,;:,..-,,,..,--~:.-;:~ .. ¥·-t:·,.,- ... ...,rw.o-"t~-""''''''''---. ... C1I~'--':<;"'-~""";""""'''''''"''"~'"'''~,''''''''~;:: 

~ c. i ! 

l 
~ -- '" 

:' t ~ ,~ [,:,1-/;.<' 

_-Fl '~:.::' :;::f"=':::' ,=~;=",K=""=ic=i;'=; ==:;=;:::' =======i 

31,200 J. __ 3_6_7_----' __ _ 

7lJ.-l 
(2) 

7lJ.-2 
(2) 

7lJ.-3 
(2) 

75-1 
(2) 

75-2 
(2) 

7lJ.-l 
(3) 

75-1 
(3) 

73-1 
(5) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

9 2 9 

Total Number of Months at No Activity 

3 8., - I 3 1_-------'-----_3 --'------'--~ 
*See AppPfldix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers. 

CO~~: The revision of the statistical reporting of multiple 
jury selection is one factor accounting for the increase in the 
JUI of this district in fiscal year 1975 as compared to 1971J.. 
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 no't selected, serving or challenged. Connecticut 
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 efficiency data. 

,~&~. 
: ''-'-'Tit·', 
l> ..... ~t, ... 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFilE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

L-.!:LJ Judgeships 

~ Place5 of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

'" Nu$\~b;:.r 3 273 2 351 628 29'-1-0& 
Juror Days 100% 71 8 % 19 2 % 9 0 % 

, ~ 

& 

T'> 
'''' " ,-

,13\ '( 6$, .0 T, . !i-~b1tl(0'.ffi:iJ f~;s ).<-

~"'''--~ , -~-~ .... *~ ... -~(,~ 

I), / '. 

81,600 I 58,600 15,700 7,300 ) 

76 32 196 
~----------T------------r----------~---

100% % '-1-2.1 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year or 

Serving 

1971 23.1 62.5 

1972 17.3 70.8 

1973 13 .. 7 71.'-1-

1974 12.0 7"3.6 

1975 9.0 71.8 

59 

CONNECTICUT 

9'-1- 102 

1.t-8.0 % 52.0 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

19.65 

17 .. 55 

16.06 

1'-1-.70 

16.70 
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NEW YORK NORTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

~\.:f~,:;i.! ---
n~ I 

l._J,_:;::_~,_~"_;·:J_i~_U_' \_-:~_E~_'::.:-,----- ____~____l___ ____l ____ ---.1L--_ 
5 5 1 ] 

20.3 4.09 

., 
'C;>,"",~ "'" ............. ~ __ -"'.~ ~."d'o .• ~ 

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

3 L 
I 

3 . 2 
_~_.L_. ___ 

I I 

. 2 ._L __ ~3 ___ L ____ ~ ____ L. _____ .L .~_--'-
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NEW YORK NORTHERN 

PETIT J UROR U~AGE PROFILE -
FISCAL. YEAR 1975 

l....-2J Judgeship" 

l~ Pldces of Holding Court (with iury Uidl dctivit'y during thi, fi'>L<l1 year) 

'-'- ~-~--~,-~.~-.'-.~.".-,()-.~' ~-, 

L'oc:·,1 

24 12 12 
".~~~-"~+--~"~ "--"--" 

50.0 % 50.0 (,a I 100% 

_"~"21+_ J-"_~_lL~ 
100% 42.6 % 

--"" 

" u 

~ " ,;,.' .........,-~. ' .. ., .... 

! 

54 

% 57.4-

--~--~--~~~~~~------~--~--~------~-~-.-, -~ -~~"--~--,~,-,--~, 

I_---'-'~ ............. _..::.,O "~"'" __ "_"",_,,_q.~~._". "",," .\[1!~1!~rnO@[b©1lli1(p£~W'@!~l Q,o '";\i;;;ji';fill~;,," 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

1975 

59.5 

60~O 
~l","'--C '",",-""-

~''''~.O 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challengeo 

l~8. 0 

36.4 

juror Utilization 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

45.2 

54-.7 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

28.01 

;:',c";:'. \$;:" 
\\ 
" 

23.12 558 
!l-----+------t---------1'''." ..... ,,, ... " ""~I~' 

30.5 60.0 20.80 507 

25.8 61.2 18.26 449 
,'.,,,,-, .. ,,',' 

c 

o 
24-.2 64-.8 17.56 437 
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NEW YORK EASTERN 

-'f(lt~ NU:h.r)f.r 
;n t:>ijsiM~e 

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE FY 1975 

frl 1J1e'12 ~1;,.)nl}F,~·wm:Wi1P1F'i?J'ff""'zt-~ffi 
_, NI,lm~rOft 

Jt.m:~ 30~ f~1$ 

_.NUMBERO;:-_ 
·-~~AN~ IURU7:!'f 

VS.\fiE .­

W)l't\lS 

t\;ritd 

30 10 

4-58 

~~_2_0_7_'_1_00 __ ~ _____ 4-_5_2 ___ ¥~) ____ 2_3 ____ ~ 

20 17 13 

2,108 19.5 4-.60 

72-2 72-3 73-1 74--10 74--11 74--12 
(1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) 

~----~--- ~~--~~~--~~L-~~~--~~~~~~~~~--~--~--~------1 
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

11 1 

7 12 2 

*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 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
cipa-ted 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 JUl, percent selected or serving, 
and percent not selected, serving or challenged. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

L-.....9.J Judgeships 

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

20~4-56 12,4-4-8 

100% 60.9 % 

r\ 
!~&~Z~, ' 38, " 57, 1) t... .. ,~,; .. J ~""'~~ 

" 
~, 

,1 , 

, 
4-62,100 281,4-00 70,,200 I110,tUJ;J 

196 70 126 992 

100% 35.7 % 64-.3 % 100% 

Juror Utilization 
Fiscal % Selected 
Year -, or 

,-
Serving {) 

1971 54-.1 36 .. 9 

1972 50.6 39.1 

1973 38.4- 4-8.8 

1974 29 4-

1975 23.9 60.9 

63 

NEW YORK EASTERN 

325 

32.8 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

36.06 

35.22 

20.62 

°,0 

667 

% 67.2 

<:; 

{:06.tl~r _ 

Jury 
1r~ 
Day 
.!l ' 



NEW YORK SOUTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

4-2 19 

94-9 19,4-93 

23 

3,64-4-

" "~lour$ '~li 
Ses~,il'::n 

__ 4-_3_4-_'2_0_0 __ ~' ____ 4-_5_8 ____ ~~) _____ 22 ____ ~ 

72-1 
(1) 

73-8 
(1) 

73-15 
(1) 

73-16 
(1) 

74--3 
(1) 

13 

20.5 

74--5 
(1) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

10 

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

4· 1 6 1 4- 6 

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

74-6 
(1) 

10 

29 

3.84-

74--7 
(1) 

10 

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 
numbers 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 SouthernTs 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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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

L21.J Judgeships 

--------
-~--------- -----------~------

NEW YORK SOUTHERN 

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

4-7, B4-4- 23,321 

100% 4-B.7 

u " i\ o . 
\ 88! r~l:!linl~~'i\)(j) \o''lnJll I .eK :...L ®.A· . .:ot:..fi.~ • / 

~:' ,; I ~.,.~--",;: 

(1 i '0 

54-9,700 

435 212 

100% 4-B.7 % 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 44.€t 

1974 f.t.!,1.0° 

1975 t~35 

7,834- 16,689 

% 16.4- % 34-.9 % 

.~ 

t_:lt:Lj t_~O 

185,100 393,900 

223 2,027 

51.3 % 100% 

% Not % Selected 
Selected, 
Serving or 

or 

Challengea Serving 

6B.3 21.3 

4-8.6 41.8 

40.8 4-7.4-

44-.0 4-3 • L~ 
",". " 

34-~9 48.7 

65 

23.60 

k-•. ?.q,.,( 
o ,22.,.) 

557 

o 

24 

847 1,lBO 

4-1.8 % 58.2 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

57.54-

31.69 

27.23 

27.85 

23.60 



NEW YORK WESTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

'lOt1f rJ.urt)t!t1:~ } 
, 

Nun;ber' Number <I , ;~ 

l 1 
in. t.jd3't~nC0l ~~:trnh~;r o"n t Imp~il~'ed OischurgF,d I Numflf: on 

f f': 
(j , 

in the '11. ~,'i(\nt:'! J j"11 '1 VlT4 , intnc 1::! Me,nth I~ tnt ' M(!l'llfi 
f 

June 3{); i~;75· , """ lit: ."', f 

~JSA(;~ ". 
~r:t:rrA ~~:~ 

,iJc;~.1Jcl 

8 

175 

a 

! . ~ Pfl,lIJd ~. ,;':,d 

3 5 4 

3,355 989 19.2 5.65 

. I JillWS !n , hkmr:.; ~1 I' ;1.1;'0)"& pel' I i,Dt f 'e:" I 1;' ,1. ~" 
;. ",.e0'>I(;)11 I ';;)1)5'.;l.ill , ," J" ::;(;'%u,m 

\ "'~'~'"T'~#~~ ,l,-;;,~;;"-:r::::--L,--,".....;~-,~.t"~-c"'.~.~.--~~",,.L,~.,_,-,-,""~~-<~-,? 
.. t'lul}~;:$~~.~ ' .... ,.. j [. W':n.tl <"::lr. f"g 1'~,~l".Ir~'I:' """,;;'! 

l 
T(:ta: 

77,800 

74-1 
(1) 

2 

~ 
7'+-2 

(1) 

II ~ ~ >;I ~-.".rr..i' .... \1.." ... ..., ~~:, :t'1JTj~JrI~ _v~, 

,~-_/ 

445 ~ 23 J 
75-1 75-2 

(1) (6) 
Total~N~u-m~b~er~o~f~M~on-t7h~s7in~Ejx~ist-e~n~ce~in-t~hLc~1~2~M~o-nt~h~P~e~r~ioLd~~------~~-----~ 

9 2 

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

~l~~~~~' ~I ~~~~I~ 
'f'Set' Appellu;,." BrUt lJ lijiiJiy uf Offil...t:: /Vliiilc::J tinJ /ViiiiibiIS. 

COMMENT: This district recorded increased efficien.cy in the areas 
of JUI, percent selected or serving and percent not selected, serving 
or challenged. One factor contributjng 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 members. 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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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

L-lJ Judgeships 

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

NHmhcr 1.J.,,571.J. 3,,237 I.J.I.J.I.J. 893 
of 

JUf{§r rJif5 100% 70.8 % 9.7 % 19.5 

,j'- D 

tm~j(wjl~ll\f1s 1\0, l~1L1 39 
1/ t".'"7~ 

( 107,500 76,100 10,1.J.00 21,,000 

ss 21.J. 31 250 

100% 1.J.3.6 % 56.1.J. % 100% 

NEW YORK W/ESTERN 

% 

120 \ .,-.-...'''''' ... ''~ , 

1.J.30 21.J. 

87 163 

31.J..8 % 65 .. 2 % 



VERMONT 

75-1 
(2) 

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFil.E - FY 1975 

74-1 75-1 · 
(5) i (5) I , _____ ' __________ ... _,J.. .. _ .... _._, .. ' -
lut.1i f'jumL,," ,)j Munth, in l .. ,:,""-': III the ]:z 'V1unth ~lcrluJ 

I 
.. __ .. __ L._. __ .l". 

\:1()n t h'~ U I No /\! 1 !vit '" 

_ L ___ ._ L_ 

I 
I __..1. __ 

_L __ . ______ ~ 

';"SCI! Appendi\ 11 tiJ( lli"IIIl'i ,it Utti, c' .\(]lIIn <.in!.! VWll/Je:;. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FiSCAL YEAR 1975 

~ ludge~hip-; 

~ PL!Cl?" 0\ Holding Courl (with iury tri .. ll activity during this fiscal year) 

lY®IkU\ 
~!!-ili1:9 

~~ --'-!~~mf) 
®J @~, ~r\.v~@ti' 
~ms . ©'i\illlt~ . 

. ~ ----~---.___r ! i 
:( 62,600 I 34-,4-00 : 9,500 i 18,700 j 

'-... ___ ~..J.. ___ . __ • __ ._~ __________ .• _; •. ___ ••.• _~.~ __ .,_ ~~:..:::..:::./ 

"(:.·~(t~ 1 

163 r 
I --.. -- -... --.~-+-
I 

100% i 
L 

1971 76 6.6 30.6 63.3 

34-.3 61.1 

30.3 62.3 

31.9 54-.7 

1975 67 11.9 29.8 55.0 

69 

VERMONT 

.(7;,,-> ~ 

125 38 

76.7 % 23.3 % 
./ 

.,~ ... :-~..r,~~::~:;::~;, ~~;::;.._ -;.,.~::::::' 
a J' 0 

19.27 
.- ~.j. ,-<;" ,."" ~.- ,." 

15.80 G 386 
F'''''~'''-~ 

lL 032 47.2 
. ~"-1' ,",---,}~",,,,,,, ,-"""~ .. ",,O/, ... ~-,~ ,n"" 

15.4-6 377 
>" • .,.." .... ,~ .> .. ,..., ... -"""",""".,.<......-~,-.,. 

15.94- 384 

------~ ..... --
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DELAWARE GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

2 

4.48 

73-1\ 74-1 75-1 15-21 I 
r-__ (l_)~I_(_l_)~_(_l_)~ __ l'_l_)~1 ____ ~I ____ ~ __ ~ _____ ~ __ ~ ____ ~ 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

__ 4._.~1_1_o~1 __ 8~ __ ~ __ ~_~ __ ~ __ ~~ __ ~ I 3 I I I I I I I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

I 
I I 

I _l __ l - 1 I 
.. See Append/)( B tor (1 {,'song of OffIce Names and ,'Vumher:,. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

L-ll Judgeships 

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

62.7 % 29.2 % 8.1 % 

DELAWARE 

. 0" l,,:.;t3J 
.",,,~l 

.18 ' 
L __ , _________ .. __ .~~ ___ ~_,~~ .. __ ~ __ ~._~_ .. ~ ______ ~~_~r ___ ~ ____ . _______ ~~ 

35,600 22,300 10,4-00 2,900 

100% 30.0 % 70.0 % 100% 36.8 % 63.2 % 

Fiscal % Not % Selected Juror 
Year Selected, USJge 

Serving or or 

Challengea Serving Index 

1971 31.8 ~0.7 24-.96 

1972 37.2 4-5.1 28.12 

1973 29.6 51.6 22.22 

1974 6.1 56.3 19.77 

1975 8.1 62.7 17.56 

73 
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NEW JERSEY 

~.Jg!1~Gt! " 
Tf~1'Atf, 267 5,050 

. . lF~~lqrilt/~·'~·u~r} (~~~~:t.r\}D i~J~OR (;f»S"'fS 
~'t;;;!t''';.7~'~~_'''''':~'''-''~~~r'''~!Nn'''''''''7''''''~)",..,...·n-''''''''''F''':''~''''-''-ilt-~~~~~~.uw 

C'; -! i ;~v<.n"e 
I I ~"4 ... <t.'I0~~ 

'!1)L'11 1 C~)st P~i" ~I ~ Ct}~t per .. I I 
.~" !urCif !)«Y . 

C 132,4-00 ~ 4-96 ~ 26 J 
/""u ~ 

0 ~J 

74--1 75-11 73- 1 
(1) (1) (2) 

--- --~-

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

1,392 

Num!wr 
Oischargcti NwrilSf:rot~ 

jd!le 30t 191~, 1,~ ti'le 12 Month 
:P(;;rj, 

=======::======::::: 

6 

18.9 

4--4-
(2) 

6 

5.21 

75-1 
(2) 

Total Number of Month, in EAistence in the: 12 Month Period 

12 12 1 2 6 I 7 __ ~ ____ ~ ____ ~ ____ ~ __ 9 __ ~ 
I uta I Number of Months of No Activity 

",----2 L~_I= ~_~: -=--;-l___________'__~-LL 
*See Appl!f1di.\ B for al/stin,! of UUi( e Names and Numbers. 

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

CO~~ffiNT: 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 districT. Further~ a number of notoriety 
cases involving multiple defendants and sequestered jU1'ies were con­
ducted in fiscal year 1975. Large panels of prospective jurors were 
required with voir dires often lastllig 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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PETIT JURO:t USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

L-9..J Judgeships 

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

I'JumD$!l 
of ", f ]~~r()rqj;;vs 

, ( 

13,927 

100% 

10,252 

73.6 % 

1,688 

12.1. % 

1,987 

1. % lJ..3 

__ ~'.!-_3_3_5-",--5_0 __ 0..---J,---2_46---'C-, 9_0_0_--L-.._4_0-=..,_6_0_0_.L_ 48,000 

NEW JERSEY 

17.97 

184 77 107 775 I 247 " 528 

__ ' °_°_'_% __ ...1-__ 4_1_0 _8 __ %_' ...1-__ 5_8_0_;_·-_-~~~~d_-...lL-_-__ " _l_~_~_-;_o _~l= 3-1-0-9 ---%---~-8-.. 1~-~ 

Fiscal % Not % Selected Juror 
Year Selected, Usage 

Serving or 
or 

Chaliengea Serving Index 

1971 20.3 69.6 1.9.70 " - ;:f~ 

1972 18.1 69 0 9 16.28 

1973 'Ff 15.2 74.8 17.07 

1974 14 .. 2 7403 16 .. 1.8 

1975 14.3 73.6 17 .. 97 
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PENNSYlVAN~A EASTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

r c , , 
\ 

9 L_5 __ L 4 4 5 

C_'~O_::~_;~~~_:~_~J'_; ~~·~~~1~-!~~1====3~.~~I==r~~~===7~~====~==2=0=~==~~==4~.='r;==~I _.DltP'i'~d,~"~ _ J 'T L . 'T 

-1 ~~~ 
~ } ? 
j c r ir' 

S~:::~~sk;r~ ;~C~:;f \'~~~ t i' 

.-".~-~,~-._-v._"_~.~J::::'::'.:'~::~="::::~=,;=~!!::~:::::=-~=,_-.b""_"b.~._,",_~,,_J--,,-~,_~~,,_~ .. ~~, 
J '·.· •. N'~;'" f\~~}~t~tttZ~~ _. _____ .....c.-____________ J,._~~_~ _____ ~_.:v_ 

C 85,600 ~ 4-81 23 J 
r- f;~/',~~!) j j 4y" i\~V~.'~f~r:r~ {![~,~6i~f) 

72-11 74-1 ! 
(2) I 

74--2 
I ~~~~-.l----·---.-------.----~~----~ 

74--3 I 74--4- 75-1 75-3 75-4-
(2) I (2) (2) J (2) --'----'(-"2)~1 ~-:-'--:-'-::--:-'-(2~) ---,-_(~2-,-) ~ ___ I 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

1--__ 
6 ---'-__ 7_-"---_1_0---'-1 8 12 5 I 5 I 5 1 ___ 2_--,1 __ -1 

Total Number of Months of f'Jo Activity 

1 3J-=~-,-------"--i .~ ... l~J J 
*See Appf'ndi).. IJ for (J listing of Office Names and Numbers. 

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 thc= 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 ~f the JUI, percent se­
lected or serving, and percent not selecter'i, se:"'"(ing or challenged. 
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PETiT JUROR USAGE PROFiLE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

L~ Judgeship" 

PENNSYLVANIA EASTERN 

~ PI de\', df Holding Court (with jury tri 11 actl',:lV during this fiscal YCdr) 

{F®lfili] 
.~l'l 

29,273 

100% 

__ ~ ____ ~_7_5_5_,_7_00 I ~2~,700 1128 ,500 

Fiscal 
, (!ar 

1971 33.9 

1972 28.2 

1973 32.2 

1974 33.~ 

{ij, 

1975 ~;f:'" I!J 
26.8 

77 

202,500 

% Selected Juror 
or Usage 

Serving Index 

52.8 2~.21 

56.7 18.63 

52.7 19 .. 89 

51.5 20.15 

56.2 18.83 

, 
:i 



PENNSYLVANIA MIDDLE GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

~\f' th.:: 12 MOm~1 
, \. PQfil.1d 

o 

N€Jf;;;Ier;n: Of 
3 (~nt'\,l\lE) HJR~t5 

~--~----------

~JSAO\C 
'H~f;\l:£ 

Jwv 'I, 1974 

3 

lESTfM,~<tC:Ji1 mV\f'4D JURCRrCOS'fS 
",~""",,,,,,~,,,,~~~~;,,, •• .,,,,..,,,,,,,,..:~~~,,,,~,,~~\. ... It{ ....... "" ......... ,. I . "Y/ 

, A,!(;/:agc V ,) Avaat!e 
'\);:I~;Jl I CQ5t por I "Co~~ !lOI . 

! . juror"UdY -; 

----_/ 
C 10,700 23 lJlJ.6 J 

7~-1 7~-11 7~-1 
(1) (2&4) I (3&5) 

1 . 

1-_--=.~.1__.....::.... ___ :.......L _-'-.-.L ____ .--L. I 
Total Number (It M()nth~ in l "istem.e in the 12 Month P,'riod 

12 12 

1 2 

l 
~ ______ L-______ ~ ______ J-____ -L ______ -L-____ ~ ____ ~~ ______ ~ ______ ~ ______ -4 

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

6 _7 L_~_ J_---L------'--_~l ___ l_. _ ______'___I________L_ __ 
*See Appendix B tor (/ listing of Office /Vumes und :Vumhers, 

CO~lENT: 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 Pennsylvania Middle, 
in both criminal and civil cases. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeships 

PENNSYLVANIA MIDDLE 

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

,!':f rJ~jl1te~ 
/, 

il 

121 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

1975 

5,722 

100% 

1\· 
1\ 
I \ 
)/ 
i/ 

lJ-,1.J-06 

77.0 % 

118,300 

85 

806 

1lJ-.l % 

028 
l. ....... -.J 

" 
21,700 

36 

70.2 % 29.8 % 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or ;tl'li1l$ Challengea " 

18.8 

22.1 

9.6 

8.2 

121 8.9 
.. " 

79 

510 

8.9 % 17.3lJ-

o 

13,700 

330 21lJ- 116 

100% 35.2 % 

% Selec.ted juror 
or Usage 

Serving Index 

66.4- 19.88 

6L5 21.12 

76.3 1lJ-.27 

78.2 12.62 337 
, " 

d 

77.0 17.3lJ- 4·66" 

I 
" 

" 



PENNSYLVANIA WESTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

t;;!,ME;';U OiF 
t:;~~Ml\!1:I JtHUf'ZS 7 

110 

3 

2,074 681 

2 5 

18.9 6.19 

I 
:3e3sloos J j UfOr:; in 

" COfllfC,,0.ct. I . SJ5sinn 
t ~ours in 1 D )llfO!,'J, pm" < ,Houri; fier 
! " '.Jo.. ! "'.. f ~. >0 'j . ;~t\SSlon . ~ ;;)~E:5t(~n. : =:esrl-ip~1 " 

L.., ,~ ____ ~~~"t'~_~.~.,,_~~_-n<"~:"-""'''':'''_'''_~ 
~"."i~~~~_""""'r'O"""_~ 

Nl!MS~:ROF 
co.:.' 

I NV¥::: F~AG~r Ntl,lWZIf.R Ill? . , 

!'S£,'nM/\TtiJ) {~Rl:\"NO PJL1iOri COSTS 
~";~"'~(/i;~~-",",,"""\'o\<"-Y,l~-"''..,.,.'-~~'f~.''''-'~~~ 

., . P-Jlc:r<':g:: ~. l';Vt.3r~Si} 
:'.~ ':";"'r.1 ,,' r·, ...... ~· ~...... f" '(" 6.": , ".. . 
, ";""'1. "I.... IC..t"" v .... l': . i ,,0.'1 .. ~'H 

. S~4~SjOr. 1 jUi;(J~ rja~~ 

~~_5_8_'_10_0 ___ ~~\ ____ 52_8 ____ ~~ _____ 2_8 ____ /J 
,.J, .' 

(}"!) 
-';~ 

iL\rtl\f~jf0l itH1if fb";lJrJBr]5J~, ~(~~'fgce f~JUtTL~)~~'~:) 

73-3 72-1 73-2 74-1 I 75-1 I 75-2 75-3 I 
(2) I I 

(1) (2) (2) (2) i (2) (2) 1 
Total Number of Months in Existenc.e in the 12 Month Period 

I I 

I , , 

I I I I I 
I 

12 12 12 9 9 I 
6 3 I I 

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

I 

l~-J~=_L_l_l I 

10 8 2 1 I 3 
l 

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office l\'ame.1 and Numhen, 

COMMENT: Pennsylvania Western reported many instances in which a 
jury panel available for selection could not be used due to lasL 
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 

~ Judgeships 

PENNSVl VANIA WESTERN 

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

8 335 2 355 4- 34-0 

100% 55 .. 5 % 15.7 % 28.9 % 20.59 

, 66, '" " fl.,',._,;'"" """~ 

L.,i?~1 (j 1.e;!-L • 74, 
,~""" .. #~~«,,, .... ,j 

58 ,. 
;:'",-,"" ... : 

\\ 
I 
\ 
) 

1/ 
" 

221,600 62,700 115,4-00 

135 56 79 730 271 4-59 

100% 4-1.5 % 58.5 % 100% 37.1 % 62.9 % 

Fiscal "lit Criminal I 
Not % Selected Juror 

Year Selected, 
, 

jury or Usage ~ 

" Serving or 
. Trials '" Challengea Serving Indflx 

: ::;:=; 

1971 2-1+,,9 . 26.5 57.3 21.51 
, " : ,~ 

1972 34-.2 4-4-.3 18.04-
(t I}. 

1973 
~,' 

36.2 4-5,,3 20.74-

1974 27.9 56.2 17.25 

1975 IS5 " 58 .. 5 28.9 55.5 20.59 Slt7 co 

81 

-

I 

I 

.1 
~~-- ... 



------------------

VIRGIN ISLANDS GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

~ 
·-r----~---"----1 

, I 

___ .. _.L_. ___ ._._~_._! _______ ---'- . ___ ._-...--L.....__ .. J. __ 
i I 

--L-----l j nl.11 ~':ufllbt'r ,;j Mnnlfl, ,,f I\!o .:',ell\,l1\ 
i 

l ! 
',~-----.~-------

, 
--..I. _ 

. ) 
-- _______ 1. ___ _ ~ ____ __...l.... ______ ~ _______ -

';~~)("t-' ,-lpPl'/ld,\ /; t(lr [1 //,)[I!7.(i uf r)ft/( (' \:Jrrle:, ·In.! 'VLlfnhtllJ. 

COHHENT: The Distl'ict of the Virgin Is lands reported that during 
fiscal year 1975 no ;srand 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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prTIT JUROR US.LH~L PROF: LL 
F!SCAL V[Af{ iT.'S 

1971 

1972 

1973 ; 

66 

--, --.----1 
20,200 . 22,800 J 

.L ._~ _____________ . _ __ . ___ ._....,/ 

\------"+~.-'.''''.'''',~., ... -,. f{-~·~~"""'·~i><\",~-,-·"~""~--»-·"·>:;~~~-·"",,," 

1974 .71" l' .BJ:.'~ 7 
" , 

VIRGIN ISLANDS 

~jl!JJ- .' 

((~~ 
.~ 
-~-I 

29.38 

27.12 

4·1.43 

30.08 

29.3H ,-__ 19_7_5 __ ~~~,_'~~7_'J_·~_~·_'-_eo~I_'_~_·_~_il_··_.4~: __ ~u~.~ _______ ~ ________ ~ ________ ~~_~~ 

---_ .. ~------II! 
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MARYLAND GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

. i~U;iimE~ O~ . 
c';GRAN"J~J SOlES 

l~_6_7_,_9_00 __ ~~ ____ 4_44 ____ ~~ _____ 22 ____ /J 
"",, 

~ <~ ... ~' '":;, -.~'" -:, '.,'.' '. :J?..,:,'?,' ."'''''4"' . f' ,_,1., 

.. , ,': ~;ltii1~Jif-· J~~·~~if, r~~t10~fi~~~, ~~~~,~'"lt,,? ,,!~~t!~~~~'1'<} 

74-3 74-4 74--5 74--6 I 7i-1 ·1 75-~ 1 7~-3 
(1) (1) (1) (1) I 1) (1 1) 

t} 

75-4 
(1) 

TOLal Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

9 I 3 I 12 I 12 I 4 I ..., 

I 7 I 7 I 

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

I I 
I I 

-~--=-
I 

I 3 - 2 - I - 2 

*See Appendix B tor a Ilstmg of Office Names and Numbers. 
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I 4 I 1 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during thb fisc;;.l year) 

8,145 5,108 1,598 1,439 

100% 62.7 % 19.6 % 17.7 % 

',0, '.(> '" 6 

~:~j..s~ --I)- -

186,800 117,100 36,600 33,100 

100% 34-.7 % 65.3 % 100% 

Fiscal % Not % Selected 
Year Selected, 

Serving or or 

ChafiengeCl Serving 

1971 65.~ 2S.1 

1972 IS.3 67.7 

1973 17.3 64-.2 

1974 15.8 67.6 

1975 17.7 62.7 
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MARYLAND 

L~O % 60 

juror 
Usage 
Index 

41.12 

18.95 

IS.70 

lS.CJl 

17.71 



NO. CAROLINA EASTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

. EOGRANP'JtJROR COST§., p 

"","",~-"""""""""';---""" Average' .J) .. · . .flc~c .. PA.··.· .. ·~.:.er.· .•... a.~ .. 'g .... ·.e.' ..... ' .... " 
Cost per ", .,' 'Cost,pe't '~". ~ 

, , oSis~ioi1 'jUt'Of,nay '.," 
. -,' 

l 25,800 759 , 3~ /J 
r-. '. :"'.:., ..... : .... , .. ~.:>.,'~. 

.' '~R~Q lW~Y~UMa~R(ot'fi¢a Numb~,r>l:}' .' ..............0, 
" . 

7lJ.-1 75-1 75-1 
(lJ. ) (lJ.) (5) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

5 \ lJ. I 7 I I I I I I I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

3 2 1 i I I I I I 
"'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 

~ Judgeships 

---------

NO. CAROLINA EASTERN 

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

2, '+93 

100% 

66,600 '+2,200 7,500 

100% 38.3 % 61. 7 % 100% 32.5 % 67.5 

Fiscal %Not % Selected Juror 
Year Selected, or Usage 

Serving or 
Chal!engea Serving Index 

1971 46.5 '+5.2 27.07 

1972 29.0 61.2 20.06 

1973 3'+.7 55.3 21.31 

1974 27 .'+ 62.5 19.68 

1975 25.3 63.'+ 20.78 
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NO. CAROLINA MIDDLE 

2 

:c. .. 
- USAGE' 
- TO'fAtS 8 

c 1+,500 

,. 

,9 , 

71+-1 75-1 
(2) (2) 

-----------------------

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1~75 

',1 ; 

-- Nurrib~l'arl 
~uM3d~ .1915 

, " --
!I ." 

I 1 I 1 I 1 __ -----'--1 _1 _l 
! 151+ 50 19.2 6.25 

(,~A 1\1:;)' 9 ¥.JR ~,:ilJi;fvm~R "{mfk:~ N.mIb~r*J 
TI 

" '\ " 0 I, 

I 

I 
---:....\ .-

I I 
I 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

1 I I I 
I 

! I I I 6 5 I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

~ 
I r 1 I 

I 

I 3 2 i 

I I I 
*See AppendIX R for a Ilstmg of ()fhee /'vames and Numhers. 

COMMENT: This district occasionally uses the multiple jury selection 
tec]~ique. 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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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FlSCA.l YEAR 1975 

~ I udge~hip5 

------
-------~ 

~ PIJce~ of Holding Court (with iury tridl a<.:tivily during lhi~ fiscal year) 

(t' 

~~UB~l1~:· " 1,4-39 917 255 267 
cfti 

'i' 'L 

% jur~,r/~~y~ ... 100% 6).7 % 17.7 % 18.6 

22,900 6,4-00 6,700l 

100% 36.4- % 63.6 % 100% 

Fiscal % Not % Selected 
Year Selected, or Serving or 

Challenge'd Serving 

1971 21. 4- 58.4-

1972 23.8 59.2 

1973 22.8 60.4-

1974 13.0 67.1 

1975 18.6 63.7 

91 

NO. CAROLINA MIDDLE 

53.6 % l~6 • 4- % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

20.4-8 

19.39 

18.18 

15.05 

14-.84-



NO. CAROLINA WESTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

.,[~Ntlt. '. 
,··f~J.:;~~~~,··. 
il1.t~ft l~ ~~9iltfJ n 

\1~; lii;tlod'···· . 

10 

2 2 

179 70 

""Nl.l~ ,,:' 
'.Dt$t~g¢d . 

: Jnthei2~~{'Inth ' 
" "Pertod" , 

2 2 

17.9 7.00 

t!.Oli1h or lUfof$,per IJ . Ho~jr$.peI! 
...;,..;...o...-L.,.,-..... _ •. ,..;..:~:_, _!o .... n ...... ,_¥-'--'t-"""s ..... e:._.s_iQ,;.,tl_," ____ ... L __ ,,~~~simt 

74-1 75-1 74-1 75-1: 
~~(1~)~,_(1)~~(3~)_I __ Qll 

J 
~l '~JVrt1CE ~t . {~~.fiice rtJ~~;ti,bet~~;) 

! I I 
Total :\lumber of Mont hs in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

l 1 ! ~_5 __ ~ ____ ~ ___ 6 __ -L1 __ 6 ___ ~ 
Total Numb er of Months of No Activity 

! 
_L~ ___ I 

I ___ 3_'---3_1_4_L~J_ 
*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numl)ers. 

AVERA(i~ NUMB~RO'r I 

, 

I I 
I 

COMMENT: In fiscal year 1975, this district reported that the Court 
assessed the plaintiff und defendant a total of $400 for the cost of 
the unused jury panel because of a last minute settlement. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeships 

NO. CAROLINA WESTERN 

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

3,04-4- 2,274-

100% 74-.7 % 

,:1 1) tV Ii) ~. 

r ;; \ 
I 7 I 

.. 

lJ~(Jt1@illlmrrKils ;1
0

> 
~,v..-

69,800 

84- 36 4-8 

100% 4-2.9 % 57.1 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1914 

1975 

275 

9.0 

6,300 

C' I 
70 I 

29.3 

25.4-

21.6 

15.5 

16.3 

93 

% 

4-95 

16.3 % 

196 

100% 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

63.3 

67.9 

70.1 

74-.7 

74-.7 

15.53 

113 83 

57.7 % 4-2.3 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

18.28 

16.50 

15.78 

15.4-9 

15.53 



SOUTH CAROllNl\ 

i 
r 

,1" 
Nmnb,'rci~ 

July 1. 19'74 
1 

'il: Lh<: MCrltll 
f\mC0 

I 1. 
.. -----~--- -

, 1 

7~-11 75-1. ; 
(3) .L __ .t31_L. __ . ___ ~ _______ L ___ . ____ ~ __ 

*See ~ppefldl'\ If II){ (] li,rlflel of Otthe Names and vwnhc r , 

~ r 
~ , 

I 
1 

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

N\il~n!}Q:t. 1 o. N~~~m;;;~iI' '" 
htll~tJfw~ed 1 

in th~ '12 !/h)"t;1 { 
r_~e_ri_(j_d_~ __ ! 

1 

DH!cha;ged 
h, ihjp ~ 2 Mr:,nth 

lij)crJnd ' 

COMMENT: This district makes extensive use of the multiple voir dire 
technique for selection of most juries. Th2 statistical revision of 
the reporting of this technique is one factor contributing to the in­
crease in the JUI in fiscal year 1975. 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. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROfll.E 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

5 
L--I judgc,hip" 

SOUTH CAROltNA 

\91-
___ ~c c,c ___ c ____ -__ . _________ cc _______ .... ,~" '?"' ____ ,, ___ ""<c,:.q .. ::;,...._._, 

--T I I l 
255,900 I 162,200 : 4-8,600 " 4-5,000 

_~_....J-__ ~ __ ~_" _______ ~ ____ c ______ • __ ~ __ ~ __ ~ ../ 

185 luS 80 '+15 227 188 
----+~---------~-----+---- -------

100% 55.8 % 4-3.2 100% 54-.7 % L~5. 3 % 

Fiscal % Selected juror 
Year or Usage 

Serving Index 

1971 21.1 63.1 20.85 

1972 18.4- 56.7 19.4-1 

1973 22.0 60.5 18. LQ 

1974 25.8 56.0 17.65 

1975 17.5 63.4- 18.68 
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VIRGINIA EASTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

C 4-2,500 

73-1 
(1) 

12 

4Of.afNf;fmbffO., ' 
. 'in Ex~~ ", " ,')NumWr~n.· 
jntije'l~Mpnth< " lui'f.,1/I~i~r: 

reriod 

11 3 

~ 4-34- ~ ?1 J 
../ 

75-1 75-2 
(1) (1) 

" .,,'Number 
.' "~mpaneted ,;', 
.iri'q,fi(f1 Z Month. 
:::;'<;~riod " 

8 

Nt~mt",r'~} 

75-2 
(2) 

74--1 
(3) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the] 2 Month Period 

4- I 6 

1 

'+ 7 

'7 
75-1 75-2 1 

(3) (3) 

6 4-

'---12-----l._J~ _-L----..-~2_-'--1 _ ,_2--,--i _1_1~1_J_2 __ -'-_-----.J,---2_ 
*See Append,x B {or a Ij~tjnq of Office Names and Numhers, 

1 
The listing of grand juries for this district is continued in Appendix A. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeships 

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

NUri'!~r 7 ,24-2 3,504- 2,377 1,361 
of ", 

Juror Pays 100% 4-8.4-% 32.8 % 18.8% 

(t;ltfik:wJ:ill'I1k.i[ii1i\ 
,j\ 
1/) 1

89..1 t~' 
" . 

~~,g. 

~5~itna'Wd ( 
150,600 72,900 4-9,4-00 28,300 c.~st 

~; 

231 l29 374-

100% 4-4-.2 % 55.8 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year 

or 
Serving 

1971 24-.l 4-5.1 

1972 24-.5 4-7.9 

1973 22 .• 6 4-3.4-

1974 23.4- 4-3.7 

1975 18.8 l~8. 4-
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I 

VIRGINIA EASTERN 
/ 

/ 

l..' 54:, 
~. cO , 

21 

\) furor Oay 

4-7.9 % 52.l % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

26.8l 

25.4-4-

21.95 

23.32 

19.36 



VIRGINIA WESTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE: PROFILE - FY 1975 

~:;¥JJ!fNfil\'li~T' t .'f' " .. JI$:?%"~~lher:,.t~um;~er,: t'e,: '''c, ';', 
!81 tid&tam::?i .. 1';~ijmne" ~l·. le,' !mpai1()fed·I',0i!i~haygl}tt.,.'f" "t.jtgmt<.t1\J~ 

in thlll2 t;4omh' f, .. ', J~llv it 1~I4. ,1 J1j'1.tf~el~\~,o. it. til.' .' f.·t~.the. 1~ ~~()l1t\}"' l6' 1t~.' M .3q{W15 
P:;:l~jod ,1' . " ." ri i·" 6 PCl'Ioil .-SL t . 0 .. ' P: 'w:m . t .'. .' '. i; 

8 

26 6.S~ J 
, " . •. . '.' .... . '. J " .. -;-". . r.. 0. "I '. ,'. ..' ..., '1' '.' ..... .' ... , . .!;; -I 
. '. ~·e.'.~kms. \.;.l.})." J~t.'~{r:.". ~n .. '· f ". t.1~.t.I':' in ", " ." . Jtl.:r.;j:~per) .. ' ....... H~tll'~.~lcr; .,' 

CDflVf;'~.etl ~i;. b<'iS!..lOfl ~ f ,j .. Se~!'~Zn, " S~!s~l;:Jn , .. (j' ~1'''S;;hm D' 

~,_~;.~i).~.~:"_;.J';:fJ.~;4::",~,_ .. ;;.J,,:i;~...:~..:::....._),, .. ,::~: __ L~"...~-~,-::;.,.::: .. "."".,.,j~..jb---'~";~-""";"'-=' 
, " ,,"', r.JPl\'1~itl!rOf . \1 q'.' &YER;lW'~ NHr,!lf]f;;<l"O~~ 

1/, 0: v.' l;...o,.~t,. ,'> , I" .. 's.:,.", ~"""""~~,,t~- ,,,,,,'1~,£.: ~ i 

.;' . .i~§nM,(\n:nGf~;NV:;i. fUnQR (:0575 
-.:....~~~.oj''''it.r.'£~_~~~..w ... _j~,~ .. ,.,i-"..~,~:t':~~~~'.'''~df~~~ __ '''; 

, " " . 'l. (I A\t(j\~g~ !,: ' l h.rt;-.;r::"<;,fP 

,,,\::(v$8J '" i .,!<r;~J~~ •.• ~ .. ~.'f ..• (, """I . Cu;;t p~r. ;' 
• ., ~"~"h.>i1 '0.1 .... , "lti\\;)t DilY 

C ___ 13_'_40_0 __ ~ ___ 5_1_5 ___ ~~r ____ 2-_7 ~ 
~-~~~--~~~~~~---~~~~~~------~~.~----.. -.--------~~--~~--, 

!~ 'P'k ,Ii. {{i:;;fi>" Nit;\'~~:':;;l 
74-1 75-1 75-2 75-1 i 75-1 75-2 75-1 1 

I--_Cl_) L_.C_l)--,-- C,l_ )--.-.J.. __ C4_)--l,' ___ --L-__ L--.c-C_6_) ~_C--,6 )-1----..:..-'--JL--- (7) 
Total Number of Months in Existence in th<? 12 Month Period 

~ __ -12~--_~.---3 __ -L ___ l_O~ ___ 5 __ ~I~ __ 7 __ 1, ___ 6 __ ~I ___ l __ _L ___ 1_2~ ____ 7~ 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

___ 12~ ___ 8~ __ 2_~_9_~ __ 4 __ ~~~J ___ "-_~_9~ ___ 6_ 
"'See Appendix B for a /istil1~' of Office Names and Numbers, 

1 
The listing of grand juries for this district is continued in Appendix A. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ ludge'>hip~ 

~ Pldce, of Holding Court (with iUfV trial dctivit\, during thi~ fiscal year) 

100% 71. 4- % 28.6 % 

Fiscal % Not 
Year Selected, 

Serving or 
Challengea 

1971 19.6 

1972 15.4-

1973 16.8 

1974 13.4-

1975 14-.3 

99 

4,200 J 
.-/ 

100% 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

52.1 

55.8 

53.8 

4-8.6 

51.3 

VIRGINIA WESTERN 

16.62 

73.3 % 26.7 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

22.60 

18.4-0 

17.31 

18.83 

16.62 



w. VIRGINIA NORTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

-~: -:', ./~ '. 

2 1 1 1 1 

16 353 123 22.1 7.69 

10,200 638 

, 
\\\" "", -' -. ' 

r-7~5il.~1 __ 7~~~2~~~I_· __ -.~~~~~~.-L ____ ~ _____ I 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

12 

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

""",----6 ~7 ~_11~~ 1_1 __ .~ 
*See Appendix 8 for a listing of om(/! Names alld Number>. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFI LE 
FISCAL YEAR "1975 

11-
~ Judgeships 

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

971 613 

100% 63.1 % 

32,300 20,400 7,300 4,600 

20 8 12 53 

100% 40.0 % 60.0 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year or 

Serving 

1971 48.0 47.8 

1972 34.9 48.3 

1973 28.9 47.2 

1974 21.0 59.3 

1975 14.2 63.1 

101 

W. VIRGINIA NORTHERN 

21 32 

39.6 % 60. l~ % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

26.10 

26.95 

25.83 

19.83 

18.32 



w. VIRGINIA SOUTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

.. !'Jumin"f , ... 
1Ii1P'::meled . 

in the 12 Month" 

. .N~mt,1er 
.. ri"OisCilar-J"ed 
. ittthi'12Mont\!f 

" Period 

'" ·'.Ntt8\W~f (i;*1""., 
• J.tme:30p 19J'!S 

9 Pei'ic.u" ".~ ):)". ,e' 

~JV~lj~f£~OF . 
~r.:.i\.~n JUI~JCS: 

J)S;~.GE 

"tOTAtS 

,j 

o 

5 2 

4-1 835 

~~ __ 23_'_4-_0_0 __ ~~_. ___ 57_1 ____ ~ _____ 28 ____ ~ 
... 

' 'IT, -~. ~l!J ~. ~~- '<;-~"lt t"'''' tl·~·'NU:'~)flE '~';'~.:;,l~ :I'-"'ii''\.'.l '( 

73-1 I 
I 

75 ... 1 73-1 75-1 75-U 
(l) (2&5) (2&5) (3) I (3) . 

3 

304-

tU'~,,;",; t\~ult·"'£''''~} , !fli,.; <~ 14., ~ ',,1..' t .. 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

I I I ! 
, 

I I 12 q. 9 3 5 I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

I 
I 

I I 
I 

10 - 2 2 I 3 
-

*5ee AppendIx B for a Ilstmg of OffIce Names and Numbers. 

2 

20.4-

Co 

~,'.. }l 

I I 

I 
COMMENT: West Virginia Southern had a number of notoriety cases in 
which larger panels were required for jury sele0tion. This district 
also reported many last minute pleas and settlements which resulted 
in the non-use of jury panel; already present in the courthouse. 
Both of these types of occurrences were factors contributing to the 
increase in the JUI in fiscal year 1975. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

2!,-
~ Judgeships 

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

100% 4-4-. ~ 23.9 % 31.8 % 

,t :~r~ /.' 
v\('_-,' 

, 92"= :,86 " : · Bl+ ~' "L,;"";;".J , .• \':''':'''':'7';.5 
Ii,~~,' 

59,300 26,300 l4-,200 18~900 

100% 31. 7 % 68.3 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year or 

Serving 

1971 4-4-.5 4-5.0 

1972 34-.8 4·8. ::; 

1973 25.2 50.8 

1974 23.6 55.6 

1975 31.8 4-4-.3 

103 

w. VIRGINIA SOUTHERN 

27.l % 72.9 % 

Ju.or 
Usage 
Index 

28.65 

26.04-

24-.32 

20.4-2 

2Y-.95 
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ALABAMA NORT~IERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

iJ!MGr::" 

. ~ , Jo~ltlli~ff!full' 
""Iin'~~l$t~~flce , 
\fn~ih~ .12,~1Qnth 
\\~P~rk)d 

TOTALS' 24 

" , , 

.' Number on . 

.' J~tyl;,1914 . 
:~. , 

, " ' 

536 

It,!rorl'lll1 0 . 

I, . :;$e:;~jOYt 0 " 

" f! ' 
::t.' n 

:" '"N~illb¢( ".' Numblfr: ' . 
. . 'tmp;,mefed. Ot;;chitrge<f 
lntll? 12 Month '>hnh%i ZMonth 

. "Period . . " )''Perioo 

164 22.3 

. "'N~rob~t:bn 
.·Jlll'I() 30/t975 , 

" '0-

6.83 
-~,'" .. ( . rt~,d f,1, c...'i, 

JUfoJ':pei /'\,,<; HQltts.;~0i· Q Hr.ml1i in 
·$~ssioft , Se,s~l.on k.f' Spsswn 

<.' I! _" .... .,..., __ -+_;..,... -. -:'~~:~.4 ...... _ .......... ""--"'_ ......... -1 

__ .IJ. __ ....l'-.....;...·"...;.....N_u..:...lv .... m~"F_ ... R_,_O_F_."_. ~-'--~~;,.;..;.~-L __ rA_V_!;_":iR~.~ENUMgER<Pr- ~ 

AVf.l"age 
" ,Cost pet' 

Juror JJay 

l:~ __ 1_8_,2_0_0 __ ~ __ ._7_58 _____ ~~) ____ 34 _____ ~ 
/" II GRANO' i~JRY'NUM~!ER (!f~~11 Nt!,¥~b~r*) (I' 

'0 

0 

7LJ,-2 75-1 
I 

75-2 75-3 I [ 
! (2) C2J J2) (2) 1 

Total Number of Months in EXistence in the 12 Month Period 

I \ I ! 
I 

I I I I 3 7 4 1 I 
Total NumrJer of Months of No Activity 

2 ~_ll~ - I l_J I I I ./ __ --L-
co. 

'*See AppendiX B tor a I!S{/f1g of Otrlce NJmes and Numbers. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR i975 

~ Judgeships 

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

Numh"r 
oJ 

100% 71.0% 17.9 % 11.2% 
~--~--~---.-.. ~-._-.. -._-.--_ .. _:z~~;~--~--~~"-_-_~._-_~~~,~~--~~ 

11 " I..--c:...,l ., 

!E~~lm"t@.d :.~' 167,50; 1 118 ,900 
6 \rQst ," J ~ 

--'--------' 
30,000 

220 157 63 4-07 

100% 71. 4- % 28.6 % 100% 

Fiscal %Not % Selected 
Year Selected, 

Serving or or 

Challenge"d Serving 

1971 18.2 68.3 

1972 12.9 72.9 

1973 15.5 64-.8 

1974 17.4- 60.8 

1975 11.2 71.0 

107 

ALABAMA NORTHERN 

13.05 

258 14-9 

63.4- % 36.6 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

16.70 

15.87 

13.4-5 

13.63 

13.05 



ALABAMA MIDDLE GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

,,'. Number" Number.'" " '. . 
.,Oiscna/ied ''N~.oo', ' 

. t{1~1~.MQWbB·,:jWle.,3a, Vi1!\, . 
',lrt)p~nered .. 
itJt~e,n Month . 

. ~', .-, 

'.' PeriOd . 0 ,;; 
'Period . ' . ..'" .,~.. 

2 1 1 1 1 

.~ 41 _ .' if . 

, '" OSAGE C , 

TOtALS 11 212 6' ,L 19.3 5.82 
'p' . 

~5e$siOi1S . 
Co.!Wened . 

c. 

'~urors in' ,'1) , 

Session <. 

E:5~qI'liATEO GRAND JUROR f;OS'rS. 
. '. ~ .' . ..... " ~~.-" '"", ...... --,"-'-~ 

"oAverage " ;j AVfl'r~~·. 

. Total ci o~)., Co:;t per ;/ Cn$tpel' " e 

,~.' Session .. j, Juror O"y " , 

C 8,200 

7l~-1 

(2) 

745 39 J 

jUi"Qrs per 
Ses$km".~'·' 
',1)" n,.,,\ 

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

3 

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

2 

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

COM.MENT: 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. Multiple voir dire is used for almost all 
jury selecticns in Alabama Middle and has proved effective for max­
mizing the number of jurol"s who are selected for or serving on a jury 
trial. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeships 

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

2,376 l,858 200 318 

100% 78.2% 8.4- % 13.4-% 

79,4-00 62,100 6,700 

100% 36.7 63.3 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year or 

Serving 

1971 30.7 58.5 

1972 31.4- 55.4-

1973 22.9 59.9 

1974 8.4 81.9 

1975 13.4 78.2 

109 

ALABAMA MIDDLE 

4-6.7 % 53.3 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

22.19 

18.4-6 

18. 5l~ 

12.78 

15.84 



ALABAMA SOUTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

I &. ' 

1\1i:a1 }~~.;J\11t·~;t 
i!i feJ(i5tC!1fQ 

ir,~he i2.M()~1't 
Pev{Qci 

2 

Nlimbcr '" ... ~ 
lull( J ~ 1914 

1 

t NUm~jCf 'I 
, I hmJariC!ed. f 
1:111 the 12M6m~ I 
J P'fltr)\I J~" I 

1 

;r1~l.Imb~r 
~c~(lrgf7d 

In th~ 12 jV~aJnih' , 
Porio!t 0' 1 

1 1 

18 122 18.9 6.78 l" ~ llJ5AM: 
T{rrA;lL5 341 

~ ___ 8~'_40_0 __ ~~ ______ 4~67 __ 

r , ," > ~ __ ::::?~" . 
r;> Ii', r . t$R!f.NO !UUY NUMBEtt(ONife N~lmi.t;['t"!t 

"~[,-'-, f .-

I i I 
7l~-1 75-1 I I , 

I I 

i I 

I (1) (1) \ I I 
I 

..L I 
Total Number of Months in Existence in the i 2 Month Period 

I i I 
, I 

I l. I I 
I 

6 5 I I I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

, I 

I 
I I I 

I I 
I 

3 i 2 I 
, 

I L I I 

i 
*See Appendix B for (j l,sting of Ottice Nc1n7t:~ and Numbers. 

COrvllYIENT: The s light increase in this district T s JUI in the past fis­
cal year is at least partially at·tributable 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 

L-.£.J Judgeships 

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

~"~U'f1tt'~fiT 1,755 1,288 28fi 181 
uf' ' 

100% 73.4% 16.3 % 10.3% 

~ 
<) 

:4-4- '. ." 9 i.~ __ J 
;;"O(<'<'I_" ..... J L.~, ....... v 

°0 

8~ ~~~~ 40,100 8,900 J 5,600) 

39 22 17 113 

100% 56.4 % l~3. 6 % 100% 

Fiscal % Not % Selected 
Year Selected, or Serving or 

Chdllengea Serving 

1971 21.9 51.9 

1972 40.4 44.1 

1973 24.2 54.8 

1974 10.4 72.8 

1975 10.3 73.4 

111 

ALABAMA SOUTHERN 

c1 

53 60 

lt6.9 % 53.1 % 

"'.0 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

25.48 

22.0l 

18.88 

15.15 

15.53 



FLORIDA NORTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

"tJ 'fota! Number· .' 
friixtsteita'" , 

fnthe 11 Month ' , 
~NlImlr~~'!i'" 
,I:"}uly), 1914 

. ",' Number 
"'''Pi~~~rged" ,',' 

"inthe:12M6nth ' 
';~PerlQd ' 

.,Nwnber on '. ' 
, Jurr~ 30~ 1975, 

<) Perro:d 

4 2 2 2 2 

14 283 82 20.2 5.86 

Jurors in 
, . ' Sessl9h,Q<¥, '. 

HQtIl'Sl~ll ',,1" ''if' JurQ~spar. )1 ~ ='" tioUfS p~r 0 

Session ~ .',' ,";, 'Seision S~ssion " 

. "NuMBEROF 
~ '",-

. AVeragI;!C,,( 

Cost Per 
, Juror, OilY' ' 

C 9,700 
69_3 ___ '~' ____ 3_4 ___ ~ 

" ' I;:: .~. 

·'i,l. ."!;.< Git.4,ND <JURY NUMBER{Qm,eNum!?~r*) 

1-""--'7 4-(~-~""""t--7-';'~-3-~ ......,:..-:.......7 ...... ~~:.....+ ~-"-i- 7 ~4~ J I _ L,-:-:---:-Ll :--:-~_-L __ ~ ___ I 

Total Numt;er of Months in Existence III the 12 Month Period 

'",:: ;~ 

I I 
I 

~6 l __ 6 .l.--I -----..1...
6 

__ 6 ----'---' _--I1--L--_l----...L-1-L--------l I I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

3 3 i 4 

I 

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

CO.tvlMENT: Florida Northern makes use of the multiple jury selection 
techniq~e when the number of cases Set for trial permits. The re­
vision of the statistical reporting of these occurrences helps to 
explain the increa.se in this districtTs JUI in the past fiscal year. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeship~ 

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

1,182 811 165 206 

100% 58.S% 14_.0 % 17.4_% 

C'~~;~f./'i_3_1_,_2_0_0__L_2_1_,_4-_00 _ _L__4-_, 4_,0_0_-'-__ _ 

100% 23.1 % 76.9 100% 

Fiscal vfo Selected 
Year or 

Serving 

1971 4_5.3 4_2.9 

1972 33.0 50.9 

1973 16.7 58.1 

1974 20.6 68.3 

1975 17.4_ 68.5 

113 

FLORIDA NORTHERN 

24_.6 % 75.4_ 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

28.33 

23.97 

14_.92 

18.24_ 

19.38 



GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

7 

168 3,282 I 96l I 19.5 5.72 

~I 

St)SS{;q!1S 
C!;ll'lVerred, II 

J~rors in 
Sessic.li1 

& Hourshi 
• Session , 

i.Jf(~rs per 
Session· , 

Hours per , 
·'Sessfcl'l"" , 

~_8_6_,5_0_0 __ -L ____ 5_1_5 __ ~~~: ____ 2_6 ____ /J 
f,., 

6,. !)' " G.~NO jURYNUMBEti'(Off~c~ NiJmb~r*r c; 
c· .' ,', .. 

" ",;: . , 

~ 

74·-1 74--2 75-1 75-2 73-1 ! 74--1 75-1 75-2 74--1 74--2 1 i (3) (3) (3) (3) (6) (6) (6) (6) (8) (8) 
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

3 J 3 I 10 I 3 I 4- 1 7 I 8 1 2 I 8 I 12 
t--

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

I 

1 I I 
I 

1 1 2 - 1 
I 

1 2 2 - 4-
, . 

*See Appendix 8 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 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 
l"eported 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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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeships 

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

~'Nu~l' 

~f: . 
"lu~'ofOa~ 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

-1974 

1975 

9,182 6,064- 1,181 

100% 66.0 % 12.9 % 

20.6 % 79.4- % 

33.5 

32.7 

32.7 

19.2 

21.1 

115 

1,937 

21.1% 

53,:':00 

100% 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

51.9 

52.4-

54-.0 

69.1 

66.0 

FLORIDA MIDDLE 

21.8 % 78.2 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

25.4-6 

23.35 

21.84-

17.74-

20.00 



FLORIDA SOUTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

/ rl1f.a!J(~<M' .. 
. fn£lttsttlr1(i' ~ •. 
.ln1.he'l~ A1~t!th, 
'. .Period II. 

l 90,500 ~ 

22 

162 

. Sessions 
"':Cot1l1ened 

. ·.Ay~rage,~ 
• Plt(t'ver 

S¢$$iol'lo. 

559 

.. ' 

7 

3,300 

l'ar(;1ndh 
5esliioo • 

Avexa~e , 
'Co.&t!if ',:' ... 
Jurp{.t)~y .. 

Q , '"0. -. .t~ 

27 J 

15 

885 

....... ~ 
. 

. GRAf.JO JURYNUMagR{9~ffeef'JUIi:1be};*}'; , 
• (';>" ' . 

74-6 74-7 74-8 75-1 75-2 75-3 75-4 
(1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) 

13 

20.4 

. , 
, 

75-5 
(1) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

4· I 5 I 5 I 7 I 8 I 7 I 3 I 2 I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

- - - - i - - - - I 

9 

5.46 

" 
"\\ 

75-6 74-1 1 
(1) (2) 

1 I 3 

- I 
2 

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

1 The listing of g:;"c:illd 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 T s historical comparison 
da'ta. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

7 
L--.J judgeships 

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

11,756 6,680 1,722 3,354-

100% 56.8% 14-.6 % 28.5% 

280,500 4-1,000 

100% 35.6 % 64-.4- % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year 

or 
Serving 

1971 4-8.2 4-2.6 

1972 4-3.0 4-4-.6 

1973 32.2 54-.1 

1974 23.8 59.4-

1975 28.5 56.8 
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FLORIDA SOUTHERN 

4-4-.1 % 55.9 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

29.68 

25.20 

20.82 

19.02 

18.78 



GEORG'A NORTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

111 2,193 709 19.8 6.39 

." ' ;., ...• Average •...••... "l;·Aver~~ . 
. :t'Citat; .' ·u~st.p~r . 'f: .",~.~~. '. J1~r •.... 

S~sslorr .' Jurnr {fay ' .. 

N,700 ~ 673 ~ 3~ J 
" .. ' '" '. ... ... ' .' .... ,.. , .. " . .,>; , "'~~~ , :.' " '. ·,G~ANP· J,URVNUM~Ef.l·{ot:[i,e ,Nmnber"i) , (' , , 

. .".' .... 
, .. .. ; , 

. " ',' . ,,' .'. " ", .': " . ,I 

74-1 74-3 74-4 75-1 75-2 75-3 75-4 75-5 75-6 75-7 
(1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

4· I 1 I 12 I 5 I 11 I 9 I 7 I 6 I 6 I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

l I I I 
I 

I 1 1 5 - I 3 1 - 1 1 
*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers. 

CO~ffiNT: This district reported a notoriety case requlrlng an extra­
large panel for selection of the jury. 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 

~ Judgeships 

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

2,339 1,992 

21.9 % 18.7% 

l.55,900 57,500 4-9,100 

100% lt6.1 % 53.9 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year 

or 
Serving 

1971 2lt.6 55.6 

1972 15.8 63.5 

1973 17.3 61. Lj. 

1974 15.9 6lt.5 

1975 18.7 59.lt 

119 

GEORGIA NORTHERN 

It'7.1 % 52.9 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

22.52 

20.55 

19.9lt 

17.86 

16.95 



GEORGIA MIDDLE GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFilE - FY 1975 

40,100 891 42 

75-1 74-2 75-2 
r-~(4~)~~(5):~ __ ~(5~)~ ____ ~ __ ~L-__ ~ ____ ~~~~ ____ ~ ____ ~ 

Total Number of Monthe ., Existence in the 12 Month Period 

12 

__ 1_0 __ ~ __ :_J ~~_1 __ ~~ __ ~~~~ ____ ~ ____ ~ _____ ~ 
*See Appendix B for a listing of Office { .... ames and Numbers. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeships 

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

3,826 2,510 920 396 

100% 65.6% 10.4-% 

95,4-00 62,600 22,900 

100% 4-7.6 % 52.4- % 100% 

Fiscal %Not % Selected 
Year Selected, 

Serving or or 

Chal\engeo Serving 

1971 1!::l ~ : .55.1 

1972 18.6 58.3 

1973 20.9 57.4-

1974 16.5 57.2 

1975 10.4- 65.6 
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GEORGIA MIDDLE 

57.1 % 4-2.9 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

22.35 

20.68 

22.02 

22.06 

19.32 



GEORGIA SOUTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

. No&uiE?Of' 
·(~~ANDJURJE;5 . 

To"wH~l.lm~'J' _ 1 . 
;tfEXI!ii~m~·1 

lntbe·12.!\!1onth· r 
... l>Cri<:td J . 

4 

N\.If1l~:er on 
Ju~Yhf9;14 

2 

. Number 
Jh~. "'atlf'leu 

I •. ··· Th lhe)2 Month 
P'erWd .•.. 0 

2 

.Num~f; 
Pi$harged 

in tile 12 Monti}. 
P(:riod 

3 

.0. 

1 

81 18.0 5.40 

l16,000 i 1,067' 59 J 
0 
.. .C;j~:i7i~if!Z'i~'!~W!'l!Hf'/:L1;::i~, {1Y;?fi;'.~ N~llr.ti~,,·;;'t o· 

75-1 75-2 74-2 74-3 
(1) (2) (4) (4 ) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

8 I 1 I 2 I 9 I I ! I I I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

I ~. 1 - 2 7 
I 

*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 districtTs 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 

? 
L-.:.:...I Judgeships 

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

3,210 2,337 668 205 

100% 72.8% 20.8 % 6.4% 

55,600 15,900 

45 47 151 

100% 48.9 % 51.1 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year or 

Serving 

1971 23.6 53.3 

1972 19.3 51.8 

1973 18.1 56.7 

1974 22.6 57.2 

1975 6.4 72.8 
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GEORGIA SOUTHERN 

91 60 

60.3 % 39.7 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

22.88 

23.66 

21.30 

19.60 

21.26 



LOUISIANA EASTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

1't1~iN9(11l?er ',',' &:\. ,:' "''W1il'nWr >t'Numbor ,'/ 
.: in t::l(b.te~ ',',' 'NUlubc\fOn" 0 ,,>fmPa~led, 'J" ;'rii~\inarit-d~ " 
, iif'itie 12tMmh ~'jL!!Y' i ~ 1l914:, ~ ,> in tbe12 Month: I}ntha >~~ Nk)~~h,. 

fli;!lod "~' __ .,} I ' P~liod "', Permdbi " 

' Nt,;IMBER Or ", 
4 

':Nurllbir,~ ~ "" 
June3p,;'t915 

5 n ''''Ii """1 I 
~ ~GlfAN~,ijRifi§ 9 6 3 
~'" :. , ...,-':,>."L-___ • __ -L-______ ---' ______ -'.. ______ -'-_____ --l 

USAGE 
TOTAl$c 

. " 
115 2,343 661 

l 56,600' ~92 ~ 2~) 

72-1 
(2) 

73-1 
(2) 

74-1 
(2) 

74-2 
(2) 

74-3 
(2) 

~J::.n T;'tJ{"~$"c"r;;·~';) 
74-4 75-1 

(2) (2) 

20.4 

" ' 

75-2 
(2) 

Total Number of Months in Ex istcnce in the 12 Month Period , 
1 1 I I 12 7 5 12 1 

Total Number of M onths of No Activity 

I 4 I 2 I -
I 

3 

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers. 
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5.75 
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75-3 
(2) 

1 I 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ ludge~hi;>s 

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

9,004- 2,04-8 1,594-

100% 59.6% 22.7% 17.7% 

136,800 52,100 

198 131 67 552 

100% 66.2 % 33.8 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year or 

Serving 

1971 24-.5 57.6 

1972 23.2 53.3 

1973 18.3 56.5 

1974 19.4- 56.4-

1975 17.7 59.6 
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tOUISIANA EASTERN 

331 221 

60.0 % 4-0.0 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

21.26 

16.96 

15.35 

16.10 

16 .. 31 



J 

LOUISIANA MIDDLE GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

',,:' ,;"".1,,:" 

~mbW'i)ri' " ,.'9t91NQ~r", ". " ,"fJ" 

in~x:i.?t~i;~, ,: ,':N'umb&'M' 
in tb~c1:2MWltb/.' ". Jllit'Y t11974. l~rie30;"15 , 

, ~~!) - "6 \.~". '. ~~ 

"JP ,'. 

74-2 74-3 
(3) (3) 

8 I 3 

4 -

, , flet-jaiL' ' 

5 

55 

.1, S;~$iO~~" 
; :t;On'.'en~B 

2 

1,133 

3 

384 

HUUfsin <) , 

Session' 

.. tittANfi !i!RY 'NVM8E,R \~fric{!'Ntimber*} 
~ 

75-1 75-2 75-3 
(3) (3) (3) 

3 

20.6 

lurofs'p¢1' 
~~$tOrl/' () 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

I s I 6 
\ 

2 \ I I i 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

I 
I 

1 1 I -
*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbe,'s, 

I 

COMMENT: This district reported that 8. 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. ExcluJing this 
case fl~m Middle LouisianaTs juror utilization figures would have 
resulted in a JUI of 19.67 for fiscal year 1975, while the percent 
selected or serving would have been 40.7% 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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PETiT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeships 

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

14-4- 117 24-9 

28.2% 22.9 % 4-8.8% 

.0 
-f.'.. 

~ 
,. 

t". 

12,500 3,500 2,900 

15 9 6 18 

100% 60.0 % 40.0 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year 

or 
Serving 

1971 

1972 4-3.5 28.8 

1973 4·7.7 35.8 

1974 4-4-.7 30.6 

1975 4-8.8 28.2 
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LOUISIANA MIDDLE 

28.33 

12 6 

66.7 % 33.3 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

30.74-

21.57 

31.22 

28.33 



LOUISIANA WESTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

62 1,246 422 20.1 6.81 

J~t~r~p~r' 
. , ,Q5es$flln 

ll~3 ,300 698' 35 J 
/".~ '. 

.:. " ":. .~\ 

. . ~~,~~;ik;;;jn 5U~"i{N~;~~SEt~. (f)ftic~f Nu~nhf.·i;';·} 
~. 

" 
,. 

~. c 

75-1 74-2 75-1 75-2 75-3 

I 
75-4 

(1) (5) (5) (5) (5) (S) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month I ~riod 

4 I 3 I 6 I 8 I 3 I 1 I I I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

- 2 
I 

3 
I 

2 
I 

1 I -
I I 

*See AppendIx B for a Ilstmg 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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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeships 

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

4-,308 2,633 774- 901 

100% 61.1% 18.0 % 20.9% 

75,000 22,100 

32 

100% 62.8 % 37.2 % 100% 

Fiscal % Not % Selected 
Year Selected, 

Serving or or 

Challengea Serving 

1971 4-8.3 4-0.9 

1972 35.0 4-8.7 

1973 4-8.9 38.4-

1974 30.6 53.5 

1975 20.9 61.1 
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LOUISIANA WESTERN 

55.9 % 4-4-.1 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

26.81 

23.19 

24-.4-0 

16.4-8 

18 c 10 



MISSISSIPPI NORTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

TQtai NOmbef . 
. . ~ .~,' 

'in Exf~tenr;~ . 
. JIHh~l2:M~nth 

PeriOd 

2 

15 

~"'J ~omb~ron 
• Juty 1~ 1914 

1 

325 

t>4ul1lber . 
" ... , .. " , i) . 

. htlp.amHcit. 
··In:tlie. rZMonth 

''''. "' .. Period 

1 

83 

1 1 

21.7 5.53 

$"ss!om. 
Cnnrn:mtTd 

JurOf51n 1~1!)U(S in l' Jutor51'~" I' II Hours'pcr .... 
5e~siQn Session 0 SesSion S.;JS!;iNl 

- , D ,0 
.,. I{/; ",1 ~_ ... ______ .~""-......... ......... ~~ __ ~~ __ 

NUMBER Of' ,AVERAGE NUMlJER OF ') 

. '. ES1IMA TEO GRAND JUROR t:0SlS >, .... ':,<"-~--r'~ ;~"S'~;~dn;"L:-r;<~';\\lf~a¥, 4-~ 
.'. J Qtal ". Cbst . per" Cost p';:'. 

S~;,SiQfr··· )(lfor'Day . 

__ 1_1_'_7_00 __ ~ ____ 7_8_0 ____ '~"' ____ 3_6 ____ :J 
! ... G"""' \n-., f ;"",.j ... ~,~ 1"\';''' 'Q<f" ,.,' 17 .d f;.~ 

. . " - ~'ciJ.4,1~\~,li· . -. t ~;i i~l~,h<!i~~jt~,'~. <\ 'i!;: !':E"~ ~'1j~¥llt~C'r·'~}. , . .. 

74-1 75-1 
(3) (3) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

5 1 6 ! I J j I J I I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

I , I 

I I I 2 3 I I I 
*See Appendix B tor a listing of Office Names and Numbers. 

COMMENT: The revision of the statistical reporting 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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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeships 

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

.. Numbter, 2,4-79 1,760 4-91 228 
·;·of . 

··lu.·~rnavg··· 100% 71.0% 19.8 % 9.2% 

Gir,tl\ruiliii l~j.)'~t\ . 
"'1\ .··is " 

" I ) L.:;.;..:....J . 
. \l ~1''-;'\'~'' 1/ 

" Estimated 
77,800 cr';Qst 55,200 15,4-00 7,200 

100% 36.0 % 64-.0 % 100% 

Fiscal % Not % Selected 
Year Selected, 

Serving or or 

Challengea Serving 

1971 31.6 52.9 

1972 31.5 51.2 

1973 20.6 59.7 

1974 11..8 71.5 

1975 9.2 71.0 
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MISSISSIPPI NORTHERN 

4-6.6 % 53.4-

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

25.75 

26.79 

21~70 

12.71 

18.92 



MISSISSIPPI SOUTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

238 70 

". . . ....... . ", '". . ..... <.-..... 
~.;'.'>'~'~:~._ .. : .. } .. ~tjM_.A .. 1;.~.~ .. L.· ... t1

R.!.-.... N. l'i.J.URQf{ (;.0. ~.·~S .. '_._ '~~.". 
• "'.; Ii . f . ,..\ver.age ....., Avetilgfij 
, 'Totar .. 11." ... (fi)st .. Pet ." r. C<l. 1it •. ~1' . . 

'." .' ·:SeS5JOr~ }mof ea,;, , 

~ __ 1_0_'_7_00 __ ~i ____ 9_7_3 ____ 'L" ____ 4_5 __ __ 

, 
" "'~"'l'_:&~'"'' J-~:,.~,~j't-~;/,,!>·f r~""->~'~'N iI~,~~~>!".- ,!~... "&\ 0 

~\ 

" 
I. U~:Ji_ ~;t1S!~)~ j.~J ,~_~... )fi:~l <' ~~:I+;t", V~':'~!i~~';.~c:-1~~t~yr" i 

74-1 75-1 
(3) (3) 

" 

21.6 

lurorS:p~~r 
" Session 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Montfl Period 

5 J 4 I I I I I I I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

I I 
i 

, 
I I I 

3 I 3 I I I 
*See Append,· B for a listmg of Office Names and Numbers. 

·U 

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 jurorts time in court. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeships 

~ °laces of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fh;cal year) 

Number 4-,035 2,34-2 611 1,082 
of 

jUr(lrDays 100% 58.0% 15.1 % 26.8% 

l~~j&~1}~, ~1\ 
" ,) 

,-. '=~. \~~~.:; . 0' , 
. ~, l! 0, 

107,700 62,500 16,300 28,900 

100% 67.7 % 32.3 % 100% 

Fiscal %Not % Selected 
Year Selected, or Serving or 

Serving Challengea 

1971 54-.3 37.7 

1972 4-3.4- l~5. 2 

1973 4-7.1 4-0.5 

1974 28.0 59.2 

1975 26.8 58.0 
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MISSISSIPPI SOUTHERN 

l~t·· 

27 

118 62 

65.6 % 34-.4-

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

31.58 

27.05 

30.63 

21.06 

22.4-2 



TEXAS NORTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

100 2,015 64-4- 20.2 6.4-1.j. 

",:)1 ,","< 

" Hours !tier' -
~ -" . S~~ffqll' J~I 

c ...•• :;I~~ 
". AVE~GE NUM~Etti(lF ' 

> • • • " " ..J: 

__ 6_3_'2_0 __ 0 __ ~ __ 6_3_2 __ ~' ___ 3_1 ___ :J 
/.,0 , . '. t· '~G·RA~~ J!J~lY'.W.l4MB~R {c.ffi~~ N~~mb~r*r,,_ 

" 

.j~;, '., .~. , " 
0 .. 

73-1 74--1 75-1 73-1 7lJ.-l 74--2 74--3 75-1 75-2 75-1 
(1) (1) (1) (3) (3) (3) (3) (3) (3) (5) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

1 I 12 I 6 I 5 ! 1O I 12 I 12 I 6 I 5 I 12 
-

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

1 I I 
I I I 

I 
I 10 3 5 5 I 2 I 6 1 1 - I .l. 

I -"'See Appendix B for II listmg of Office Names and Numbers. 

COM1'1ENT: The multiple jury selection technique is sometimes used by 
this diSt11 ict, 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 

~ Judgeships 

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

N~nmcr 
,o:f.oc".'l------+-----+-----+------l 

jUIi'~rnay5 ' 100% 65 • 2% 18.5% 

il1.. ., 
I.~J,~' " . 

204-,100 133,100 33,300 37,800 

14-3 76 67 4-58 

100% 53.1 % 4-6.9 % 100% 

Fiscal %Not % Selected 
Year Selected, 

Serving or or 

Challenge'd Serving 

1971 23.7 63.4-

1972 26.8 60.3 

1973 18.7 65.5 

1974 19.1 63.6 

1975 18.5 65.2 
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TEXAS NORTHERN 

272 l86 

59.4 % 4-0.6 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

19.24-

17.64-

18.34-

19.26 

19.29 



TEXAS EASTE RN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

/" , 

75-1 
(1) 

11 

7 

£~TfMAtEO-GaANPjUf,{OROOSTS: ~ .••.. 
,," :, . ," . , .-',.' _y.i •••• ;;/" ~~:< "/: ,...;, 

. AVel~ge 
CO$fper' 
Sessk,lIf . 

" .; 

f 1,021 

., 0~;""' 't 
GP.ANil HiRV NUMgiE~ {Ofnc~Nl;mbG.tr':'j·· 

7L~-2 

(6) 
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

I 12 I I I _I I J 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

I 
7 i 

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

I I 

COMMENT: The revision of the statistical reporting of the multiple 
jury selection is one factor accounting for the increase in Texas 
EasternTs 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 juror reporting to court. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

L-~ judgeships 

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

100,300 66,300 19,000 

100% 78.4- % 21.6 % 100% 

Fiscal %Not % Selected 
Year Selected, 

Serving or or 

Challenge"d Serving 

1971 14-.4- 71.7 

1972 8.0 76.7 

1973 10.2 75.8 

1974 13.1 72.1 

1975 15.0 66.1 
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TEXAS EASTERN 

81.6 % 18.4-

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

16.63 

15.4-3 

15.65 

13.4-2 

15.90 



TEXAS SOUTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

25,100 

0' . ;Nllml)~r(ld' ' 
July t. t'97f 

6 

1,0'+8 

5 

288 

4 7 

19.8 5.'+3 

. - ·~--~·~~----~~o~. --~~~----~~~~~IT 

~ - ~::: ',~ _ •. ,'c '-;~;r- . j:·;.,G~:U4,ND, jtJRYf~m>i~~fl. (CJi4p? f<th.!rilbe@.) .,' ,'" 

7'+-2 75-1 74-1 75-1 75-2 74-1 72-1 74-1 
(1) (1) (2) (2) (2) (3) (4) (4) 

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

9 6 I 3 I 9 1 1 I 1 i 12 I 
!-l---...L-----'-------'--:T=-O-ta-:-I Nt mber of Mcnths of No Activity 

_ ~ 1 I 5 I - I - I 12 6 

1 12 

5 

*See Appendix B for a listing at Utfice Names and Numbers, 

I 

75-1 
(4 ) 

J 

-=-J 

7L~-1 .L 

(5 ) 

9 

4 

] 

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

COMMENT: The judges of Texas Southern have long used the multiple 
jury selection process. A judge will o~ten select a large number of 
juries from one panel brought in exclusively for a Tlselection day!!. 
A-t other times, 1:\-170 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 districtfs 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 

~ Judgeships 

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

9,054- 6,790 1,115 1,14-9 

100% 75.0% 12.3 % 12.7% 

223,4-00 167,600 27,500 

1nnoL 
• VV/V 

18.9 oj" 
IV 81.1 % 100% 

Fiscal % Not % Selected 
Year Selected, or Serving or 

Challenge'd Serving 

1971 31. 7 55.8 

1972 25.9 62.8 

1973 21.7 65.0 

1974 18.7 67.1 

1975 12.7 75.0 
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TEXAS SOUTHERN 

35.4- % 64- .. 6 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

22.13 

19.77 

18.23 

15.4-6 

19.06 



TEXAS WESTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

'~SAG~" 
.nJTALS 

'':;:;' " 

T~JN~~r 
;ihExi5:t~~.,;· . 

·i~~~;,d.M6nJt 
'.".. ··P~ri(f!t(' 

17 

113 

Nufu~.~~l'" . 
JulyJ)f9'1;t<' 

7 

2,362 

10 

600 

h 
' -",,". ~lj E\ . .' 

. .GAA~.JU ~YNUM~R {offi<:c;Nurnher!} , ,:;:: ", > ,':.'~: ", .. ".:-> . , .c." .~ 

7lJ.-l 75-1 75-2 I 75-1 73-1 7lJ.-l 75-1 
(1) (1) (1) I (2) (3) (3) (3) 

, 

7 

20.9 

: >. 

75-2 
(3) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

1 I lJ. J 5 I '+ I 2 I 12 t 10 I 7 I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

I 

I - 1 1 1 I - 5 1 3 

10 

5.31 

;.;:J 

L. 

75-3 7'+-1 l-

(3) ('+ ) 

5 I 12 

2 12 

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

The listing of grand juries for this dis·trict is conti.'1ued in Appendix A. 

COMMENT: The revision of the statis·tical reporting of multiple jUl'lY 
selection is one fac~0r accounting for the increase in Texas WesternTs 
JUI in the past fiscal year. The multiple voir dire technique is 
often employed by this district to more efficiently utilize each 
jurorTs time. However, sometimes the siz8 of the panel used to con­
duct the multiple voir dire is large in comparison to the number of 
juries that are actually selected. This type of occurrence has an 
adverse effe~t on the utilization statistics. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

5 
L-.-J Judgeships 

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

6,202 3,924- 1,262 1,016 

100% 63.3% 20.3 % l6 0 l~% 

86,300 27,700 22,4-00 

100% 23.0 % 77.0 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year 

or 
Serving 

1971 18.9 65.5 

1972 28.0 52.5 

1973 24-.9 55.8 

1974 13.7 69.1 

1975 16.4- 63.3 
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TEXAS WESTERN 

35.3 % 64-.7 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

15.34-

17.78 

17.89 

14-.20 

21.92 



CANAL ZONE GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

~;~(NUMaER Of, ' 
·····~(iRA~f) JU~{~S N/A 

r.;~ .1iSA:G~ ..•.• 1 
'''-'; Tot Af.S _ 

Average' 
Cost per 

'Se~sloTJ . 

. Numb~t~n:l' '.' 
]f.dyl) 1974 . 

jurotshln 
. S~$sion 

'Aveta..~e, 
'Cost per 

, Ju['oi Day' '; 

I 
trm.lrsin 
Session 

l ____ ~/A___'___---L.--_J 
, .rii/. . c .. 'l·, 

.0 

'GR~i)'JW?:YNl!i·jaER . {Offke Numbci":'} .. i,' ')j3,£i . " . ~ . '. '-

N/A 

... 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

I I I 1 1 I 1 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

I 

~ 1 

I 

I 
*See AppendIx B for a IIstmg of OffIce Names and Numbers. 

I 

I 

COMMENT: The District of the Canal Zone reported that during the 

I 

I 

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. 

only 7 jury trials in fiscal year 1975, all 

I 

J 

This district conducted 
of which were criminal. 
criminal trial case load 
however, the Canal Zone 
of the JUI, the percent 
serving or challenged. 

A small number of jury trials and a predominantly 
are hindrances to good utilization statistics; 
recorded substantial improvement in the areas 
selected or serving, and the percent not selected, 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeships 

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

4-14- 227 66 121 

lUftlrOays 
. .. " 

100% 54-.8% 15.9 % 29.2% 

co' 

.' . -", ~ 
", 

4-3" ' 
'I,~{c :~'. 

" '. 

6,500 3,600 1,000 1,900 

7 7 19 

100% 0.0 % 100.0 % 100% 

Fiscal %Not % Selected 
Year Selected, or Serving or 

Challenge'd Serving 

1971 25.5 65.5 

1972 4-1. 4- 38,,2 

1973 37.0 4-l.2 

1974 35.2 4-3.6 

1975 29.2 54-.8 

143 

CANAL ZONE 

19 

0.0 % 100.0 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

18.35 

25 0 33 

29.11 

27.54-

21.79 
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KENTUCKY EASTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

'I) >, •• _ 

.U$'AGJ$;i,· 
.,;f()rftil,s '.' 

'·l.fN~ 
'·tfiExts~·% . 
·in·~~:2Mcmth . 
. ' ··~erl6d'· 

6 

29 

3 

602 

'.?< ....• ES:rtMATErf !.$RAt4b JUlfuR"COSTS .. 
I ~~~~,.";~ ': , ••••• :~./ ",::,>'~;,~ . -:.~' '. :~1~~ .. ti~:~.~~~~ 

" "it~{~~.!?Jo·'· :/j~V~I'age 
(loJ;t ~l!r ,. '."...: C0Srper 
'Sessl01Y' ·'/;1' utorba.\l.~··· . . . - 't' " , :. ·.· .. 1?,!:". ' j 

___ 1_7_,8_0_0 __ ~i _____ 6_l_4 __ -L ____ 3_0 ____ /J 

3 3 3 

177 20.8 6.10 

:\, li_~R_7~_('~_~_J.J..r_:~_;4_(~_j~--=M~i_f~_i 5_(~_5_r~--:-,i_}-::-:!u~m-:-IJj:)_t<f--:-·\I,-=--:--:-_·· ...... I_··_-I 
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

3 

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

2 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 EasternTs 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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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

I 2?;i I Judgeships 

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

" 199,900 108~900 19~4-00 

107 

100% 10.3 % 89.7 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year or 

Serving 

1971 28.8 61.2 

1972 28.7 61.3 

1973 4-1. 4- 4-8.7 

1974 39.4- 51.3 

1975 35.8 54-.5 
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KENTUCKY EASTERN 

4-5 221 

16.9 % 83.1 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

21. 78 

21.96 

27.4-3 

22.36 

27.05 
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KENTUCKY WESTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

7 5 

51 1,0~8 -I 

2 

280 

. HOI/~ili1l -

.' Session 

27,700 i 5~3 ~ 26 J 
,. " 

t~;\" GRA~f[]l .. ji.mYN~jM~ER{OificeNilm~er'\I) I -:" 
r:-.~F 

74--2 75-1 74-1 74-2 75-1 74--1 74-1 
(1) (1) (3) (3) (3) (4-) (5) 

-... ". }~~mb"'f . 
. ".D~trnr~d ., 
in thC', 1'2 Nhmth 

3 

20.5 

Jurors per 
o 

'Session 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

2 I 7 I 7 I 12 1 4- ! 12 I 12 I I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

I I 
I 

I I 
I 

2 6 3 2 I - 10 11 
I 

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

COMMENT: A number of instances of last minute settlements, pleas 
and disrrdssa1s occurred in this district in the past fiscal year. 
This results in panels of prospective jurors being available for 

4 

5.49 

0 

I 

voir dire and then sent home unused for that day. Such occurrences 
have had an adverse effect on Kentucky WesternTs utilization statistics. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

3~ 
t----I Judgeships 

4 
L--.J Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

52 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

1975 

100% 

'f\?' 1/ '. 

68,600 

21 

40.4 

454 1,183 

44.4% 15.4 % 40.2% 

:<1.' 
,"", 

I~ .. g:~ .. _. I' .... ....... ..... ';'0":''''-' . J' 

..L. .... ~. 

30,500 10,600 

31 126 

% 59.6 % 100% 

%Not % Selected 
Selected, 
Serving or or 

Challengea Serving 

49.5 37.5 

42.4 41.0 

28.9 54.3 

36.2 45.7 

40.2 44.4 

149 

KENTUCKY WESTERN 

52 74 

41.3 % 58.7 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

25.97 

25.38 

20.88 

20.60 

23.37 



MICHIGAN EASTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

Totll NU~1b;?r 
in Exk.t~nce,:; 

in thq 12 MOI1~h' 
Period I < 

~umberon. 
J~ly1,19'74 

t Number ';. ' N~mbe~" 
If mp?lnt(lIcd mschatged It' ••. Number on 
{ 1il the 12 MO~lth, ,in the 1'2MCirith ,June 30,61915 

'.D .... , . 

NUMBEl? Of, 
i\~RANDJURJE5 

"USA(;nE 
"roTA}.S 

12 

205 

S~~srims" 
COl1vf;lfied 

~' ., , . 
J", .N 

6 

4-,192 

f 

6 7 

1,182 20.4-

5 

5.77 

HQlItsper 
ccoSe!>Sitll,\ 

Jmorsp~l' 

Ses~on., ,'. t" Session 
. , . ~~--¥.--~'--.;.-.-~-.....,........,.---..,;.-

'~f AVERAGJENUMaEROF 

~~_9_9_'4-_0_0 ___ i~" ___ 4-_8_5 ____ ~' ____ 2_4-___ /J 
~ , ". . 

~~~~ "if IG;;(ANO JURY N1JMa!'iR(oriiccNUilibcr~') ~< " 

74--1 75-1 72-1 73-1 74--1 74-2 74-3 75-1 75-2 75-3 
(1) (1) (2) (2) (2) (2) (2) (2) (2) (2) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

11 I 1 
\ 

5 I 3 I 1 I 10 I 6 I 11 I 10 I 5 

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

I I I 
I 

3 - - 3 
I 

1 - 1 - 1 -
"-. 

*See Appendix i3 for a listing at Office Names and Numbers. 
1 The listi:'1g of grand juries for this district is continued in Appendix A. 

COMMENT: In fiscal year 1975, Michigan Eastern repartee. 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 districtTs utilization performance as they had an 
adverse influence on the statistics. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeships 

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

t\ium\);j)( 19 , 4-09 
''(}f .. 

12,4-97 
\------t--

~ }m'QrPaySc 100% 64-.4-% 

504,100 324-,600 

1 4-71 

7.6 % 

100% 31.2 % 68.8 % 

Fiscal % Not 
Year Selected, 

Serving or 
Challenge'd 

1971 20.2 

1972 26.5 

1973 33.4-

1974 28.8 

1975 28.0 

151 

5, 4L~1 

28.0 % 

141,100 

100% 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

71.3 

66.4-

60.1 

63:1 

64-.4-

MICHIGAN EASTERN 

29.5 % 70.5 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

18.92 

16.97 

16.56 

19.98 

20.60 



MICHIGAN WESTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE FY 1975 

Number~I" 
. jUrJG:jO. 1915 

I) 0 til ~,' 

"(t~'~fttlf:ilE~ ~~p:: " 

~';;~~l'S~1!Jit!r!H;~ 
'--------'----'----_. -----

1 1 1 
.~ ________ ..l 

I-~ I 
·----··-----------1 

m I 280 77 I 20.0 I 5.50 

c ____ 9_, 8~00_:--L-~ _ _J 
,:~ 

74--1 , 
(1) I 

.' ,-----------'-~...__---_l 

4· 

I 

I 

Toui Number of ;vlonth~ in Existcl!ce in ~he 1 '2 Munth Period 
I 
I 

T <lui Numbcr of Month~ of No Activity 

I I I. ! ! j 1 ! ;,: I I _J... ____ L __ .. __ . ...L_. ___ ...l _____ .. __ .. ~_. ____ ._. __ -----~_..__L ___ ... / 

~St't' Append,.\ fj fo' a listinq of UfflCC il/umes and Numoers, 

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 utilizatio!l teclmique which is evidenced 
by the fact that 81.4-% of all prospective jurors are selected for or 
sel"ving on jury trials while only 8.3% are not selected, serving or 
challenged. 

152 

r 



') 

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

L-.f..J judgeships 

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

~Hm~~' 1,779 1,4-4-8 183 
-I)f 

" 

pf«:irDays 100% 81.4-% 10.3% 

2 

c' 

57,300 4-6,600 5,900 II ROI""' ) '+, ~ tj 

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

60 30 

100% 50.0 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year 

or 
Serving 

1971 9.2 80.7 

i972 13.3 74-.3 

1973 8.3 84-.8 

1974 4-.2 88.8 

1975 8.3 81. 4-

153 

MICHIGAN WESTERN 

81 4-0 

66.9 % 33.1 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

15.03 

15.16 

13.97 

12.16 

14-.70 



OHIO NORTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

~Ui'J)ber'" 
" Inll:xI5tens~ 

m the 12 l\1ohth 
. Period" . 

9 

88 

'Ses$ion~ .' 
o. Convened. 

.' .... '. .>:r'Ni,imb.er~,> .. "Number.:". i 

t;.h.1mb~r9n)·§ .' ~~.lmtlanef~cl. .: ..•.•• :Dis6hilrgeu?', . ... .. Number~tl 
. 1'I.Hl1l11914 · •. il1 tn~t2'MQki1t\ in the 12 Month .~. }\ttles'O,'197S 
'.' '. .. , ... ~erfcq~ ". Period ". . (j . . q .• 

5 

1,762 
I 

486 

.Jurors lri J . Hour~dl1 '. . 

3 

20.0 

,}.urorsb 
. Session 

6 

5.52 

'HQursp~t 

Sessi~m' 

1 

1:. ' .• .Session . .;1... ,$~sjon., . 
,>. .. • • I ~-. ""'-----+--.... c,-, - ..... -----1 ......... -.. ""'-_~ . .,..-' .'------1 
'NUMBER Of . ~l1 AVlERAGE'NUMl3E~'Of 

' •• "0-' 

. . E$;ljM~rgJ) .GRANOJURCRCOSTS·· (9 
~..i,o ",,-'.c .. ~" lj. 1":"'~ .' '. p,:", ;:_ " ".", ,n. 

'. . . .......... "...{, ,',' ·.'.Averlise .. '. i. Av.era~e. '.; 
Toi'pr: . .' "..:(:()st ppr .Cost·.per 

[ 
......... , ' ...... "",'i.e.-.:} ..... I ""Session' ',"tl1f<Jf 'ua'; 

_"" '~) 'J- ,- _ (J ,~t:::::: ,--- J 1 

l 47 ,300 ~ 538 , 27 J 
f~ 

v 
<9 

Gfr.ANtl JURY NUM~ER. (Qf~ke<Numbcr*) 
-

" 
.. , 

" -,j (" 

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

. ltal Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

I I I 
I 

I I I I I 1 5 12 12 I 11 9 7 3 8 
1--' I 

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

I I 
I 

I I I 
- 1 12 7 

I 
7 Lj. 1 1 4 

'- I 
-.~-

*.)ee Appendix B for a listmg f)f Office Names and Number's. 

COrvr;.1ENT: This district reported the occurrence of two notoriety 
cases in the past fiscal year requiring extra-large :[janels 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 U\lO 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 

8 
L--.J Judgeships 

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

Numb~i' ... 
(If 

]ul"(JrOays 

121 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

1975 

100% 

.~ 259,900 

61 

5,334- 3,609 

54-.1% 36.6% 

14-0,600 23,900 95,100 

60 4-78 

4-9.6 % 100% 

% Not % Selected 
Selected, or Serving or 

Challenge'd Serving 

41. 6 52.8 

39.2 54-.4-

36.6 55.5 

31.0 G1.2 

36.6 54.1 

155 

OHIO NORTHERN 

54-1+ 

d25 253 

4-7.1 % 52.9 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

24-.93 

20.04-

18.89 

17.02 

20.61 



OHIO SOUTHERN 

27,4_00 

74_-1 
(1) 

74·-2 
(1) 

59 1,117 

4-64- i 25 J ____ ~f ___________ ~ 

74_-1 
(2) 

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

NUf11i!el' 
hr.pari~jt1d . ' 

In the 12 Month 
P{:riad 

4_03 

75-1 
(3) 

Numu,t;r . 
. "Djschal'g~d 

in. th'%12 Montll 
P1f;rioct 

18.9 

. , 'N:~mbel NI .. 
. }une30j '1915" 

6.83 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

1-_1_O_l.--__ -'--__ -L-_2 52! 11 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

~_9 __ L-__ 5~~ __ 3_~~ __ ~~~5~~----2-Li---4---L---~---~---~ 
*See Appendix B for () listing of Of"u? Names and Numbers. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROF I LE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeships 

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

Nmt:~/cr 5,295 3,588 677 1,030 
of 

ju,i\;iW Di1!Ys 100% 67.8% 12· 8Jh 19.5% 

r cr 

jj',!\1'iiti®W=i1 mtJ31i~ 0 19 L..M .3b i~I'-~'" ........ 

£5tim;rt~ 
(:,~s~ J39,700 94,700 17, 900 1 27,200) 

89 46 43 281 

100% 51.7 % 48.3 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year 

or 
Serving 

1971 19.5 71.3 

1972 21.6 68.1 

1973 22.8 64-.7 

1974 20.8 66.5 

1975 19.5 67.8 

157 

OHIO SOUTHERN 

160 121 

56.9 % 43.1 % 

juror 
Usage 
Index 

18.46 

18.50 

19.22 

18.74-

18.84-



TENNESSEE EASTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

Ntlmb~ro~· 
,July 1,.191~ 

,',,' . Ntimbm'" , 
.,', 'JmpMeiad :.r 

: itlthe, 12 MQUth"" 
'Nul~beron 
Jphe 'h), 197f· , 

"Period I 

6 4-
2 I 2 

8 164- ~5 I 20.5 

l ~,200 ~ 525 , 26 J 
~-" ", ,',,' , " 

" ".: 
::t;~,~ND jUlA>f NUf'JltJER{Offka N'umher':~} 

74--1 74-1 75-1 73-1 75-1 74-1 
(1) (2) (2) (3) (3) (4) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

12 1 3 I 4 I 5 I 2 J 12 1 I I j 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

I 

1 1_ I I I 
10 2 3 4 J 1 11 

*5ee Appendix B for a "stmg of Office Names and Numbers. 

COMfYlENT: This district occassionally makes use of the multiple jury 
selection technique to select two or three juries from one panel of 
prospective jurors. 1~e revision in the statistical reporting of 
·this technique was a factor having an adverse influence on Tennessee 
Eastern T s JUI. However, this distrj Jt recorded a slight improvement 
in this category of utilization statistics. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeships 

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

NUffiUC. 3~706 2,412 429 865 
f;f-

:,.\.\ .', 

Jurorf);ws 100% 65.1% 11. f9;b 23.3% 

. ':' Q. 1\ 0 

r~lJj(Q)m1 ~l1:nf;,' ""1 ) .. 
. . ~/' 

93,600 60,900 10,900 21,800 

100% 60.8 % 39.2 % 100% 

Fiscal %Not % Selected 
Year Selected, or Serving or 

Challenge'd Serving 

1971 27.0 63.1 

1972 24.0 63.7 

1973 27.5 61.4 

1974 24.7 63.3 

1975 :23.3 65.1 

159 

TENNESSEE EASTERN 

62.1 % 37.9 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

19.96 

17.88 

16.43 

17.07 

16.92 



TENNESSEE MIDDLE GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

,.:H6~EROF 
'GMNlil0RfES 

....... Numbe.r 
'. ,. lmpaneied' •. ' 
ill the UMQntti 
.. Period'." 

1 1 1 

15 293 87 19.5 5.80 

q 1. 
Jumi's in Hout .. i~l. l lurors per 

·Sesr.fon 5~ss!iJn .' ., .$c>$ion .' ! 

-·-";"'.-i-:..."..,.l:'-N-fJ--M"';:;·~""'~R"""~';""O·-f';"" ..;oJJl..... .. ...",~'-, .""'". -,..........,.·;,:...i.i.~"~" .' AVERAGE r~~MBER 0;-
" e 'J - • 

l __ 8,_30_0~¥ __ 5_53~~ __ 28. __ J 
". 

" Gl~l\l\lp~i!JRV1\IlII\lS!'s:R~ffke N~f'lh~i";'f . 

74--1 75-1 
(3) (3) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

10 I 2 I I I I I I I I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

I 

I 2 ~ i 
".~ ,. , . . -".)ee AppenOix B ror a IIstmg ot Off,ce 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. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

2 
L---l Judgeships 

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

100% 45.8 % 54.2 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year or 

Serving 

1971 49.9 43.2 

1972 36.4 54.7 

1973 45.1 46.8 

1974 33.6 53.4 

1975 31.7 53.8 

161 

TENNESSEE MIDDLE 

48.3 % 51.7 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

30.74 

24.10 

23.08 

18.43 

19.75 



TENNESSEE WESTERN 

~ef,Si(1n!'i 
·COI1Yi;';fi~d 

" .. 

~."':"'~'-("'\;~ ~k"'~ 

\'l, '''''':i'', 

,Num~;¢n " 
\)Uf~1,19j4 

2 

1,243 

J/..!r~rslI1" 
. Session 

C 27 ,800 ~ m , 22 J 
75-1 

(2) 

GRAND JUROR USAG!: PROFILE - FY 1975 

'Numbel,'.<i,· , 
lmp~nef~d' , 

14,tge l~ Ajol'lth' " 
"P~riQi:L " " 

2 

412 

" ' 

Houf~in 
Session" . 

~'~'i.£.;~ijGf8} . 
.' 0 

Numbtr, , 
"·f)iscli~rgetl ~,'" '>,'NWnfJerbli', ,'. ' 

I!lt!1~;1~i~~nlir " ;.~dOOe SOtJ~5:~ , 
, , Penuel " ,':' , 'V 

2 2 

21.1 6.98 

~. < 
" 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

5 

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

3 I .. 1 
~SI:I: Appendix B for a jisring OT UTilee Names and Numbers. 

162 



PETIl JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FI~,C/"\l_ YEAR 1975 

3 
L-----l ) udgeships 

2 
I---J Place'> of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

66.3% 20.2% 

i
7 0

i --
81,000 2'-1-,700 

100% 39.4- % 60.6 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year or 

Serving 

1971 15.5 73.8 

1972 13.2 72.5 

1973 1::".2 71.8 

1974 11.8 71.5 

1975 13.5 66.3 

163 

TENNESSEE WESTERN 

37.3 % 62.7 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

17.39 

16.85 

15.86 

15.79 

16.82 
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ILLINOIS NORTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

f 
o i 11 't,::d5umce '. 'I 

ill the 12 Mpt'lIh. 
Period 

Number 
. .OischargMa · 

jr, i:he 12 Montl1 
eeriod 

o ··.e, 

. N!.Im~r 00. ~ .• 

,JYn~30! 1915~ ". 

(~o·_~_~~_.~~~:~~~_g_'~_l~_:~· _____ 2_4 ____ ~I _____ l_0 ____ ~ _____ 14 ____ ~ ____ 1_7 ____ ~ ___ 7 ____ ~1 
'. 

330 6,598 1,686 20.0 5.11 

" ESTIMi\'feDGRi\Nd,,;UROR COSTS 
,o~:'."" ___ ~--:-!. :-""A;;;~~~-'~-r~-j~:;;;--u 

.' D To;;a!'O ' 'q Cost per 0 t 0 :Cos~ per ' 
r'~ ;_.o..',~~=~"'o,~o .. '~I~:;~;~~~s.li~==.",~=o~1'4~~o;:r . ' 

C 162,800 ~ ~93 ~ 25 J 
>~ .... ~~·c .'": 

~!! f'Pf\J.\J'-:I'·~~'!i~~W !"[.1~!l""';f' "ft':l~" i<itw-:"i\;t"j;} • 0 
!rY ... ;;'l:' "':. -).\i~~'.·'iI;~,t.I\.j~ . . 1f,~". '\?l~"r<lV v.:-t-"""",,"3 .. ~ • .., . ~lU"-J\ .. {)' 

.... ," 
73-1 73-2 74-1 74-2 I 74-3 74-5 7q.-7 74-8 74-10 74-13 1 

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

I I 
I 

J I 1 I J 9 10 2 9 I 1 12 4 7 12 1 
Total Number Qf Months of No Activity 

6 LJ - L~_- I 7 I - I 4 I - I -
*5ee Appendix B for a listing ot Office {Varnes and Number~, 

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

COMMENT: This district reported a uwnber 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 tru<en into account when reviewing Illinois NorthernTs 
da'ta. 

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. 
Approxima-tely 130 jurors involved in. this study were paid for by the 
D.S. govenlment and reported in the JS-ll statistics as part of the 
total available jurors. As these jurors were not used for actual 
jUl-.ies in trial, their inclusion in the data should be viewed as 
having an adverse effect on the utilization statistics. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

13 
L-l ludgeships 

-~ -----~---- ._- --

ILLINOIS NORTHERN 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fi~'~al year) 

'NUStlbf.':r 15,553 10,591 1,870 4,202 
,t>f 

53.5% 11.2Yo 25.2% Juror Oays 100% 

... -.-~--, --~-r--,--.--.--~~ ___ . --". 

~'.. 1,\ '~' 

1",11,.1 :'~ ~. , \"fu.' I, .. 59 ; \~()lk:~Xii:"0.:!I· ~._illi':; i) ',,~. 
: '- 0 11/ i. (' 1/ ';1' 0 1_,---_.---.~. __ . __ ___"'__.!~_~_._ 

~stim<it~\t" 1 
372,000 236,600 41,700 I 93,700) 377 ~'CQst'-~~'-l 

-I 
22 

165 66 99 988 L~36 552 

100% 40.0 % 50.0 % 100% 44.1 % 55.9 % 

Fiscal % Selected Juror 
Year 

or Usage 
Serving Index 

1971 36.4 55.3 24.58 

1972 32.8 58.3 17.77 

1973 34.4 54.9 12 .. 41 

1974 25.4 64.5 16.75 

1975 25.2 113.5 16.87 
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ILLINOIS EASTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

"Number' ..... 
"'q>~pi$qJar~ .. ' .' 
:,in"thl ~~ Mor;ttt 
" .,".~J r-*'«iacf '(; 

QNtrl\-;~iERJ~W: .... 3 2 1 2 1 
~,~,t~?R_A_N_<O~~f_·l_IR~!E~?~<L-______ . __ ~ __________ L-________ ~L-________ -L __________ ~ 

36 668 2'./.3 18.6 6.75 

j"'~.. . .. ", " ~-----r"""""" 

':~~~Jt\\lityE~Y N'iji";f;B1E~'f i(~m;;(,· 1\1t\lj1J~\r*j \ a .' 
., 

'" '-r'\:'t' ~".' J" • . "'", ' 'L_Q"' T ", J;, 

I I I 
I 

J ._-.:. .. 
lber· f Months in Existence ift ~he 12 Month Period 

1 I I ! I I I 
Total Number of Months of No Adivity 

I I 
I 

I 

I __ ~ I I 
I 

I 
*Sa Appendix B for a :i\:ing of Off,ce Names and NUfYihers. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeships 

ILLINOIS EASTERN 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jt:ry trial activity during thi<; fiscal year) 

i'4llrt.hc!1' -
Olf 

65 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

1975 

2,728 

100% 

--- 1 ----r 1 
( I. 
, 7 9 , 800 1 '+ 5 , '+00 i 17 ,3 0 0 i 

_______________________ ---1. _____________ , 17, 20~ 

8;. 2;-?~~c::4L--:_~t~~1[~~~~~~~i~ ,. . I 

i ;),<11 ; _ .. h ,(;Wir, ,;1 (.llmm'h 

120 26 9'+ 
- -- - ------- - t -- --- -- ----

1 00% _~ __ 2_1_._7_ ~_6 -,-__ 7_8_._3_~ 

% Not % Selected Juror 
Selected, Usage 
Serving or or 

Challengeo Serving Index 

30.2 50.6 19.62 

31.3 53.3 19.39 

25.9 51.2 22.22 

32.8 L~8. 3 25.03 

21.5 56.9 22.73 
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ILLINOIS SOUTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

'ThtaJ.Ntimber ' 
in Ex!S1eI.'lI;e>, 

inibe l~ Mf>rith 
.Pi lod' 

4, 

76 

Se~5ions 
Conl/:,mf.id 

t,,::: 

1 3 

1,4-38 I m I 18.9 6.4-7 

jurQt~s in ' ,', ·1"" HOUrSI1i !pror,~,.t e~., " Hours',pet" 
S~ssipn(j; ,', SesskmD , ,,' ' QS\;1;;Si~f", ',"" ,,:Session,,' ' 

0,' NUNJSER Of~, J," P'""",: 'AVERAGENUM:i~OF "r" 

~_OO __ ~~~J ___ 5_86 _____ ~~, ____ 3_1 ___ ~ 
~l',{ 

,;:, 

GR1NlO jUmtNuM~ER (Office Number*) 
¢. 

" 
0 ,::;::--~~::;..\ 

74--2 74--3 75-1 75-2 I 
, 

(3) (3) (3) (3) j 

Total Number ot Months in l..xistence in the 12 Month Period 

I 
1 

I 
, 1 

I I J J 12 12 I 3 1 I I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

d_1 L~ l_-J~L~ 
, , 

"See Appenu/,\ B for (} /i~tlfl!:i of Off/Ct' Namej and Numbers, 

170 



PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ judgeships 

4 
L--J Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

1,918 
---r---------r---------+---------; 

265 595 Nui'i1bB~ .. -
o \<" of 

1,058 

lur(l.rPays - 100% 13.8 % 31.0% 

ILLINOIS SOUTHERN 

.---.-~--~_~ ______ ~. _______ --4.".:>""~~'__. ___ ""O; .. ,.:.,~I>__._c.------c~<.;;.,.lC-.~-----,,---_~--~----~~'.a!I~-.,.~---~ _______ 

16 [.;ftjEtkwHH;:<tj)i-(~' j\ tl _ I 67~J_"~ - t. s~3,oc _ _ ~.1Q~'\\" i' 

l_~ ___ ~_~ __ .. ______ ~.~ ____ J/ ______ ~" ____ -. _: ___ ,-~ ____ --,-~_.-,-Q_~. -___ .-:.c.P -_ :.......:c_~~..;-~'--'--~ __ .~:~~;;;.::.:.:.....-'-'....:~~_;,;:....c...:...J 

42,800 23,600 5,900 

23 17 

100% 30.3 % 69.7 % 100% 19.5 % 80.5 

FL~cal % Not % Selected Juror 
Year Selected, Usage Serving or or 

Challenge"d Serving Index 

1971 48.9 45.7 26.4-8 

1972 46.8 44.2 23.92 

1973 49.6 40.2 25.08 

1974 31. "/ 54-.5 

1975 31.0 55.2 
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INDIANA NORTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

'.' T{)t~Num~f 
'il'iExfiib~l1ce . 

.. in the,n~;O 
. Penod .' 

1+ 2 I 2 2 2 

4·0 805 I 273 20.1 6.82 

.. ~ST!MATEO GRANO JUROR COSTS . 
·~~~~"'·~·d~~-I . Average 0 ;, ... AVera'-g-~"""'--" --I 

. Tot;1.t<~\Costp~r ,; l'":ostper 
".,S~ssj(m j~lrof"Oay . 

C 32,100 i 802 1+0 J 
~\. « ." GIlAl"lP fURY NUf~lBER.(Office )'l\nnber*) - ,fl, 

73-1 75-1 i 71+-1 75-1 I 
(2) (2) i (3) (3) I 

jurorspef· 
. Ses~ioTl 

\\i) 
J.:::, , 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

I I I I 
I 

I I I 1 12 9 1 I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

I 

I ~_i_~_L 1 1 6 - 1 
*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers. 

., , 

I 

I 
COMMENT: This distl'ict reported a number of notorietj.' trials requir­
ing large jUl'Y 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 
Northe1'll Ts statistics. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

3 
L--J Judgeships 

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

5,892 2,901 1,106 1,885 

100% 49.2% 18.§b 32.0% 

0 ·f\ I~£k]:c;j} iZui\t, . !,,£; .1\ .. RJ::; .. iJ' _ ._ 

. LI 
\::J 

167,800 82,600 31,500 

96 27 69 229 

100% 28.1 % 71.9 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year or 

Serving 

1971 30.0 52.0 

1972 25.0 54.1.J. 

1973 34.0 49.3 

1974 34.7 45.6 

1975 32'.0 49.2 

173 

INDIANA NORTHERN 

74 155 

32.3 % 67 - % • I 

juror 
Usage 
Index 

22.01 

17.34 

22.89 

23.53 

25.73 



INDIANA SOUTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

'~~i~:,~il 4 1 I· 3 I 2 I 2 

I 461 I 20.1 i 6.59 

C 43,900 627 _3_1 __ J 
/" 

- <"~I\'-D ·;'I::l~'~:V''ll-~-~&'·~ - N'-;-·' ,~ 
JI 

~, (j 
," ~ --- - ';:1. ·~":;f.·~.r.J·~t l5t, !,l. ~. :k'1,!' "h"t;).~;!::-~k~. ,'i 'l'.'i!~:e . t~:r:hAY',~;,r"':J _:-

1, .. - u. ., _ O~ 

" 
7L!·-2 75-1 75-2 75-3 

I (1) (1) (1) (1) 
:otal Number of Months in Existence in tile 12 Month Period 

1 I Lj. I 7 I Lj. 
1 I I I I I .--

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

I I I I 

. 
- - - -

-
*See Appendix B fOf a /Istlflg of Office Names and Numbers. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFI LE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

4-
L--...J J udg:ships 

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

3~197 1~936 681 580 

100% 60.6% 21.3 % 18.1% 

96,4-00 58,4-00 20,500 17,400 

4-0 

100% 56.3 % 4-3.7 % 100% 

." 

Fiscal %Not % Selected 
Year Selected, 

Serving or or 

Challengei:! Serving 

1971 20.7 66.9 

1972 17.8 66.6 

1973 21.5 61.2 

22.5 63.1 

18.1 60.6 

175 

INDIANA SOUTHERN 

54-.0 % 4-6.0 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

18.82 

16.75 

16.24-

15.83 



WISCONSIN EASTERN 

3 

53 

3S ,300 ~_6._6 6 __ ~L--t) • 

74-1 
(2) ! __ I 

3 

2 

1,037 

176 

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

1 1 

252 19.6 

2 

4.75 

i-jour£. PC.'l 
SQ5sk)~ 

r 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE: PROfiLE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeships 

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

3,372 2,036 588 74-8 

100% 60.4-% 17.4-% 22.2% 

., . "ii, 

'lKtf.f®Kltil !~'UJil~ . 
6 . " .C-

" 

81,900 4-9,500 14-,300 18,200 
----

27 

100% 38.6 % 61. 4- % 100% 

Fiscal %Not % Selected 
Year Selected, 

Of Serving or 
Challenge'd Serving 

1971 20.1 61.6 

1972 20.6 56.9 

1973 21.l~ 58.2 

1974 23.6 56.6 

1975 22.2 60.4-

177 

WISCONSIN EASTERN 

80 108 

4-2.6 % 57.4-

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

20.29 

14-.34-

17.4-4-

19.81 

17.94-



WISCONSIN WESTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

15 269 62 17.9 4.13 

..•.. . AVERA~E 'NUIyt}jERO~f 
"~. '.1 

......... ~ ·f:SltMATE!1G~,.ANO)Uf?Qa;CQ6iTS .' 
~~- -'" - ,- , 

~ . . . 
. ~verage~. • Aye.rage 
Cost.·per: .. .Co~per· 

< ··.Jge>sio!1.,*, ·,JuforOay 

C 14,500 967 54 J 

Total Number of Month~ in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

2 

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

~3_ --1..-1 --L--'----:-:-----L---~-----'--_--'-----'----____ 

*See Appendix 8 for a listing of Office Names and Numbers. 

COMMENT: The revision of the statistical reporting of multiple jury 
selection is one facto l' accounting for the increase in this district's 
JUI in the past fiscal year. Wisconsin Western selects most juries 
using the multiple voir dire teclmique to maximize the use of each 
jut'or's time in court. The effectiveness of this manner of jury 
selection is evidenced by the fact that only 8.7% of all prospective 
jUl~ors wel~e not selected, serving or challenged while 72.8% were 
selec·ted for Ol~ serving on a jury triaL 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

1 
L--J Judgeships 

1 
'----J Pldce~ of Holding Court (with jury tri.'.1 Jdivity during this fiscal year) 

____ ~_I.. __ 2_3_,_6_0._0_",--_1._7_,_2 ~J 

22 10 

100% 4-5.5 % 54-.5 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

1975 

18.5 % 

I 
4-,4-00 ! ____ J 

8.7% 

57 

C' ,0 100% 

% Not % Selected 
Selected, 
Serving or 

or 

Challengea Serving 

31.1 4-9.6 

16.9 63.7 

28.4- 4-7 .1 

8.7 67.7 

8.7 72.8 
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WISCONSIN WESTERN 

52.6 % 4-7.4-

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

23.4-0 

19.4-3 

25.72 

12.25 

15.67 
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AR,KANSAS EASTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

. ,oW'N~r.' 
, .in ~f't~fl<;e. Co·, . Numbfii-~n .' . 

, 'ii:'t""l~Ml>nth" -. ,,)ufyVl!i14' 
'.i"er"ud ;.h" - ". 

2 

16 

1 

355 

Jut()f'sjl1 ' 
... S~s~iol1 . 

'.' Numoor' 
s ."'firi~,~l~" ,.'~." 

.,irri.f!e,l:2 MOtitn . 
···'·P~t'iOfJ 

1 

119 

C~_1_4-_'_2_00 ___ ~~'J ____ 88_8 ____ ~~' ____ 4-_0 ___ ~ 
- , .: ., 

GRAN!) i~H.r'!.:;.Ntlt\~~1R ,ft)fflSt~Nmfl~~f';').' '~ .. ; 6 - .. 

tJ ,,,).' . .' , 

74--1 75-1 
(4-) (4-) 

1 

22.2 

.',. 
(] 

. 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

8 I 4, I I I I I I I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

5 2 

" *See Appendix B for a I,stmg of Oftlce Nemes and Numbers. 
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.:~ 

··i·<,Ntt~$·:., 
. lune3(J, ,,,,: 

1 

7.4-4-
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeships 

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

2,978 1,630 

100% 54-.7% 

4-0,100 19,500 

100% 38.2 % 61.8 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year or 

Serving 

1971 18.1 58.3 

1972 16.6 59.8 

1973 16.2 62.3 

1974 19.2 55.3 

1975 18.7 54-.7 

183 

ARKANSAS EAS'fERrij 

59 77 

4-3.4- % 56.6 

Juror 
Usage 
Ino"x 

20.23 

19.99 

19.69 

22.17 

21.90 

'" 



ARKANSAS WESTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

9,000 

-. ,'" 

.~;,;, 
: 'e', 

y. -

7 152 4-2 

\. . '. .-
" ED 'GRANJ)~-WROR . COSTS . 

Averi,ge' 
. ,(CostP¢f 
. ;~ession 

b 

1,286 

0 G~fUM-'i;NU_,8(Cffic,e"Nu~bet*} .~ 
" .,' • ',.' ',' :. ',,' " <J. 

75-1 74--1 
(4·) (6) 

i 

Total Number of Months in Existence in tht 12 Month Period 

5 
1 

7 I I I I 1 J 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

I I I I I I 

I 

3 6 , I . 
*See AppendIx B for a lIsting of OffIce Names and Numbers. 

184 

21. 7 
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J 1 

6.00 

'fI~ur5pet' '\ 
~Ses\U,~n . 

, 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeships 

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

1,4-09 675 568 

53.1% 25.5 % 21.4-% 

68,4-00 36,300 17 ,4-00 

51 

100% 74-.5 % 25.5 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year 

or 
Serving 

1971 28.2 52.3 

1972 17.8 52.2 

1973 20.4- 60.3 

1974 18.7 53.7 

1975 21.4- 53.1 

185 

ARKANSAS WESTERN 

79 26 

75.2 % 24-.8 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

25.64-

25.26 



IOWA NORTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

13 ,600 4-86 25 

/ '"'.' .... \ .' .... . ' 'GRA.~~n·!mJtV~_~:{Offl(J· ~;m.~r*y· ........ ' ...•. 
.< 

' .... ,: .... '., .. . ' 
~' .. :' ..-.. ~' .. " .' ' . " .. ,", .-.. ~ ,'0 

74--1 74--1 
(1) (5) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

12 
1 

12 I I I 1 I 1 J 1 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

5 6 

. . 
*See Append,x B for a Ilstmg of Off,ce /Varnes 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 s·tatistics. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

1l-
~ Judgeships 

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

,. 

N\:n~btr~' 
oj; 

1,204- 74-4- 233 227 

luror&ays 100% 61.8% 19.4- % 18.9% 

~1i(~~wffij~ 
~,' .0 

33,800 20,900 6,600 

100% 4-0.7 % 59.3 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year or 

Serving 

1971 38.3 60.5 

1972 18.8 66.1 

1973 10.0 79.3 

1974 17.3 65.4-

1975 61.8 

187 

IOWA NORTHERN 

38 39 

49.4- % 50.6 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

20.16 

18.34-

14-.71 

14-.84-

15.64-



IOWA SOUTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

18 370 122 

l~ "l;! -', .. ; 
" "MQU,f$.II.J:<~'", " 
l' Sessiun .,' , 

, ;7 

~_9_,_~_0_0 __ ~' ____ 5_2_2 ____ ~L-___ 2_5 ____ /J 
<~~-c 

", /0 ~ . ,: II ,~:' " ;,' ; : ,.,. '. '.'," '_ .'; .::. .:' 'l • 

.,.'<l ' " :/G~l;jOj~RYNUM.ar;R{f)ffkeNtlnlb-el'*}, 

73-1 75-1 
! (It ) (~) 

i. 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

2 \ 10 I I I I I I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

I I 
1 3 

I I 
*See AppendIx B for a Ilstmg of Offtce Names and Numbers. 

20.6 6.78 

, ,)' if 

~ :.;::. '~:, 
. 

I J 

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 districtTs usage figures. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

lk 
~...J Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (wit\1 jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

1,791 894 336 561 

100% 49.9 % 18.8 % 31.3 % 

". . .'"'" """ \.". 
. r.-JbN1~d, iii)~.,.,;rk \, 

1Kt::!.J!.!liI!MY.:-lJ u-.~!lJLQ;S J . 
~.' ...... '/ ." , .' h ". 

ES:~te~·j __ 47_, 8_0_0_-,---2_3_,_9_0_0_-,--_9_,_0_0_0_-,--_~ __ 

100% 43.3 % 56.7 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year or 

Serving 

1971 16.2 82.1 

1972 19.1 74.6 

1973 12.9 70.2 

1974 9.5 74.1 

1915 31.3 4-9.9 

189 

IOWA SOUTHERN 

l~5.1 % 54-.9 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

18.26 

20.33 

15.88 

14.93 

21.84-



MINNESOTA GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

[.J.6 947 294 20.6 6.39 

c' 
. I' , '. ". 

';, 11 SeMion'S 
!' . Conv.iioed. .... J;.',r.,~1r?. J,.f .!. Q ~:I.o );J!OI.l. :$ in." 't.. • ~l JuSr?~: p .. er, '.' " .. " .. J I?,Uf.S •. p,e .. r ' "b"'1eSiil~!1 I '» .;;;~:l,lIlon '. . " eS~,>1011 '.. ..i~SSIP!.l,· 

~~~;, ___ ""_-~Da...,_.;.~_ .... '_ ..... "::",.""""'·"'"-'~~~-~~-" -~ \l~ .~~y.~. 
".", ,c NUMBER Of ,n'C , . .' AVERAGE NUMSERPf 

j 

I, • I 
C 25,300 i 
I' ". 

. 'fll; 16." 

, 

GRANPtUR"·~J:iU~num. '(Offi~~' Numbc;*l 
rt " « 

,~) 
" 

'.' 

'I ...... 1 11 
, 

74-1 75-1 

1 1 (3) (3) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

7 I 5 I I I 1 I I I I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

I 
3 1 I 

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

COMMENT: ~linnesota began the trial of a multi-district litigation 
case last November which is expected to continue for nine months mId 
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 

~ judgeships 

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

cj'l{u~r 8,198 5,853 1,211 1,134-
. . of" 

JUfor:~!f·· . 100% 71.4- % 14-.8 % 13.8 % 

212,700 151,900 31,500 29,4-00 ) 

90 4-4- 4-6 4-67 

100% 4-8.9 % 51.1 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year or 

Serving 

1971 27.3 59.0 

1972 27.9 51.7 

1973 ·18.4- 64-.0 

1974 27 .. 0 56.9 

1975 13 .8 71.4-

191 

MINNESOTA 

291 176 

62.3 % 37.7 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

18.4-3 

16.24-

16.15 

18.52 

17.55 



MISSOURI EASTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

" \,,0':'6 

73-1 74--2 
(4-) (4-) 

1 I 7 I 
1 1 

l1.- , 

" ." 

75-1 
(lJ:) 

1,4-34-

1 utors In . " 
"S~s~Idr.~'o " 

4-01 

'G~1I\NO JURY !'iV_l (Office Numl1ef*) 

75-2 
(4-) 

" 

20.2 
,,<, 

lurorsper , 
Sesslpn" ' 

, 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

12 I 7 I I I J 1 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

1 -
*See Appendix B for a lIsting of Office Names and Numbers. 
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PETiT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

4-
'---i Judgeships 

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

NtJtllber 5,752 3,4-16 1,24-3 1,093 
of 

Juror Oay~ 100% 59.4- % 21.6 % 19.0 

[>" 
G,,' 

~ 

: ~(fu;fj\f1J~fn:fu 153,! . .76 'j) 3-8 
t~r . ~ 

0 
''C>,,, ·,·0 ·v 

C:~~:tted. :1 14-1,4-00 I 84-~000 30,500 26,900 

108 50 335 

100% 4-6.3 % 53.7 % 100% 

MISSOURI EASTERN 

% 

';." 

.j , 

) 

4-2.1 % 57.9 



~ml'-~-----~~"~'--------------------------------------
MIS~~lURI WESTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

~~~.' l~ 3 1 1 3 ~~:~'!>.:--;';";'~"","---,---'-..l-_____ --l-___ . ___ '--_____ --'-_____ ---J. _____ ---I 

94 1,723 627 18.3 6.67 ] 
S¢S$j(}O$.,,·,~ ' •.. " 
C<{h\len~" '. ';~'~~~4~,t;~(#-;, 

.~ ....... ~: •. _... •• ~."'"'., •• -'"'. :"",':,;;;;:Cc...,:·' ~""...",. ....... ':""';".....,...l~,"", 

~::' AVEAAGE·,f..rciMaERO~:/ 

f!gtfl\1)\1cEtrGf{J{NnJuitOR::,c~sr$'· .,.. , 
";' ...... : ....... , .. ; .. " -';~~~ 

::" ·,,:·~~<ell#i~·· ..•... . A\lera~ .: 
' ..• ' Cot!' pef'>·C\';l>t·~~i; 
.' " . 'S~ipnJurO:~itl!W'.··. 

'. " " . ~\ . -

45,400 483 26 

;'. '" d 
,,', 

. ,','; ;~Qy~RJ;~lDWRy,NtlM8~R\~C~Nunt~*·L) , '~: .. ,": Ii: :" .. ; ,: 
74-1 74-2 74-3 75-1 

(L~ ) (4) (4) (4) 

~"-. .I~ 

#>".,' " 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

7 1 12 I 12 I 12 I I J I I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

3 I 4 
-

7 2 

*See Append,x B for a /tsting of Office Names and Numbers. 

" 

, 
, •• ,.''? 

I 

COMMENT: This distric·t 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 
JaI in fiscal year 1975. Missouri Western continues to call each n'2W 

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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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
fiSCAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeships 

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

I 63,4-00 31,800 

100% 27.9 % 72.1 % 100% 

Fiscal %Not % Selected 
Year Selected, 

Serving or or 

Chaflenge"d Serving 

1971 33.9 4-6.0 

1972 30.2 l~7 • 9 

1973 33.0 4-5.3 

1974 27.1 4-7.2 

1975 31.7 4-5.5 

195 

MISSOURI WESTERN 

26.3 % 73.7 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

25.87 

25.25 

25.51 

24-... 76 

26.67 



NEBRASKA GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

18,1+00 800 39J 
~------~--------~--------~ 

r :::.~,'~ 
";'c "", 

;,,~p ,,*¥:,M.l~~~{{)frJ4Num~~1 ,L ", ";; .' '" " ,< ", ' 
" :' .. :' 0, 

74·-1 
(8) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

11 I I I I I I I I I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

5 L 
*See Append,x B for a listing ot Offtce Names and Numbers. 

COMtvlENT: Nebraska reported the occurrence of a notoriety case requir­
ing several days and a large number of prospective jurors for selection 
of the jUl~y. Such an occurrence should be viewed as one factor con­
tributing to the incl~ease in this district T s Jar in fiscal year 1975. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ judgeships 

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

4-,751 2,1}65 84-3 1,4-4-3 

100% 51.9 % 17.7% 30.4- % 

74-,800 25,500 

100% 53.2 % 4-6.8 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year 

or 
Serving 

1971 31.3 54-.0 

1972 27.5 56.8 

1973 31.2 50.2 

1974 28.8 53.8 

1975 30.4· 51.9 

197 

'\,- ---

NEBRASKA 

4-8.1 % 51.9 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

22.4-8 

19 8 65 

17.93 

16.74-

19.88 



NORTH DAKOTA GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

It) ~er,· . 
~.·iwt:~.; ...... ' .. Numb~;n 0* 

]n}he: 't2MPntnJlI!YlJltl!174:. 
oPeriodc .' 

1 

N~ ··C. 'rr'" ,:Num:r~ ,;: 
'Impan~du ',' .' .· .. Dl~R~'. 

if}th~ l~wtonth !~~the+~:.~: 
. "'P~iOd'" .,;' ' '.' ~efl~,;' .... 

1 1 1 

9 185 51 20.6 5.67 

ESTi~.A:fEn.GRANO jURORC$TS 

. ,: :'J' "Av~r?~"II'. ,;V(~i'Me" 
'. i Cqst per '0' C1:istper 

S.essiOn,~ .' ,), ".~ Juto:r:'P~Y 

__ 1_1_,_00_0 __ ~ ____ 1_'_22_2 ___ '~ ___ 5_9 ____ ~ 
r<? " 4., , . '. . ,:. ,,: ,:,.'. -cr. '.,,: -: _,: _ . ~: Ij<-

! GQ~~t) ltJRY.NOMftJ:l\t(Qffit:~ Num~*t. . .:. .:. . . ' . . 
71+-1 75-1 

(1) (3) 

. \ 

l\lf()f$ per' 
.Se$~Qn·. 

" 
,'"'-,:" 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

3 I 10 I I I I I I I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

3 6 

*See Appen~}ix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers. 

·-:f ,'''. .' :.: 

l 

COMMENT: Many of the prospective jurors in this district P.1US't 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 holdin:;r court. 
These jurol"s are paid for days of travel, and reported and included in 
JS-ll statistics. This situation should be taken' into accOlmt as 
having an adverse effect on North Dlli<otaTs utilization statistics. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

2 
L--J judgeships 

'+ 
L--J Places of Holding Court {with jury tr!al ar-tivity during this fiscal year} 

2,8.63 1,652 552 659 

100% 57.7 % 19.3 % 23 .. 0 % 

"0'.-, 

. '.;r 

." 
~ " ' 

9'+,000 5'+,200 18,100 

100% 33 .. 3 % 66.7 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year or 

Serving 

1971 11.3 6Y.7 

1972 15.5 61.7 

1973 14.~ 66.0 

1974 9.0 7'+~ 5 

1975 23.0 57.7 

199 

NORTH DAKOTA 

'+3.9 % 56.1 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

18.56 

20.57 

18.87 

16.88 

20.60 



SOUTH DAKOTA GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

;)/~""~~';USAGlr ""' 
";~,'fOTAtS,' " 35 654-

"," fSrfl\jJ\ t£o BRAND It1:RdRCOS1s«i" 
'._ > , " ". •••• • k ,_ ,", 

, ,". Ayerage" 
• °Colitper 

"Session , ", 

C 35,500 ~ 1,01~ 

':, "J 

A\I;~i~~e ,," 
C1;)Sfttef 

, turo~~Diiy~' 

54- J 
/: :/ G~~o"l~RY NUMg~R(Offi~e; Number"') ,',. ,:""" 

74--1 75-1 75-2 
(2) (4-) (4-) 

'" 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

6 I 5 I 4- I I I I I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

4, 1 I 2 I I I 
I 

I I 
*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

2 
L---.J Judgeships 

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

2,297 970 1+93 831+ 

100% 1+2.2 % 21.5 % 36.3 % 

74,800 31,600 

100% 26.7 % 73.3 % 100% 

Fiscal % Not % Selected 
Year Selected, or Serving or 

Challenge"d Serving 

1971 35.5 1+7.3 

1972 28.6 50.a 

1973 33.8 1+6.8 

1974 46.3 

1975 1+2.2 

201 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

1+1+.2 % 55.8 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

26.07 

21+.66 

26.70 

22.39 

21+.18 





J' 

•' .. .. -.'-. .. 

.. . , ... 
• • I • 

, . • I • • 

I' i .' 
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ALASKA GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

18,700 1,100 56 

(iG:'/>'" 'fl;!;'~.': '\ .... 
'_ "O-~Ul].~~:--.n·,!f _.':"-. _ '-1' u: ...... '. . :-, ~'. ,',' ~\ -... ~, ". ';'.,')1'; . !))' ."\ " ; S~ fU~'Y.fitt/. • .ft{Qffi{;e~*}. ":', " 

, .c;;. Q.-':; 
• " 0 '~ ''', !9 

74--1 75-1 
(3) (3) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

6 I 6 1 I ~ I I I l I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

3 3 I 
*See AppendIx B for a "stmg of Office Names and Numbers. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeships 

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

39,600 19,600 5,600 14-,4-00 

100% 16.7 % 83.3 % 100% 

Fiscal % Not % Selected 
Year Selected, or Serving or 

Serving Challengea 

1971 21.0 69.4-

1972 24-.4- 58.6 

1973 19.2 66.6 

1974 4-3.7 51.1 

1975 36.3 4-9.5 

205 

ALASKA 

19.6 % 80.4-

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

19.59 

23.11 

20.31 

22.77 

25.4-1 



ARIZONA 

Tqt;dWijmtwf ' 
'til I1xi!k~nce ' 

," in theJ2 Month 
Period " 

6 

92 

3 

1,786 

GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

l:::~' , '~o'~,,··,)~t;;o,; 
jntkt7 1~~bnth , ,in'the 12 M~tfi' }w. 30;'1$:'6 

ci'f?$'iQ~ G' 0. "Period ",0 " , ,,"" 

3 

584 

3 

19.4 

" J ufors pet 
, " Session' 

3 

6.35 

___ 4_5_,3_0_0 __ ~ ____ L_I'9_2 ____ ~ ___ 2_5 _____ ~ 
.: :~ " 

iiRANnlU~ y NU~t~Ji, {()ffkct~;lrilb<:r:") '~\~1 c, 
,I '. ,"1' 

" " :~"" 

73-1 74-1 75-1 75-2 73-1 75-1 
(2) l2) (2) (2) (L~ ) (4) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

2 I 10 I 3 I 3 I lj. J 9 I I I I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

\ 

1 - - - - -
*See AppendIx B for a Ilstmg of OffIce Names and Numbers. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

5 . 
L-...J JudgeshIps 

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

94,700 43,700 

100% 7.9 % 92.1 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year or 

Serving 

1971 28.1 50.6 

1972 28.6 46.9 

1973 26.1 47.5 

1974 26.3 50.5 

1975 21.2 53.9 

207 

ARIZONA 

19.0 % 81.0 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

24.42 

23.85 

21.52 

23.81 

22.00 



CALIFORNIA NORTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

108 2,127 628 19.7 5.81 

'AVERAG~~MaEROP , " 
;':...). 'i;;. 

r'"",;::> '.'~,\. ;'~;i :'rr Jr~GRANOJ9~YNUMa~k'{officeN9mb~r~i ~ ~i',:;; '. ; -'I 
\~; .... , ,.~~. 

'.' , 

73-1 7LJ.-l 7LJ.-l~ 7LJ.-5 75-1 75-2 75-3 75-LJ. 75-5 
(3) (3) (3) (3) (3) (:-1) (3) (3) (3) 

.. -
Total Number of Months in Existen,,:.; in the 12 Month Period 

3 I . 6 I 12 I 2 I LJ. 1 6 I 6 J 2 J 1 J 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

- LJ. - - - - - - -
. 

*See Appendix B for a Ilstmg of Offt:e Names and Numbers . f 

208 



(-

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeships 

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

10,053 u,618 1,316 2,129 

100% 65.8 % 13.1 % 21.2 % 

257,100 169,200 33,700 

100% 4·1.1 % 58.9 % 100% 

Fiscal % Not % Selected 
Year Selected, or 

Serving or 
Challengea Serving 

1971 20.0 66.9 

1972 22.0 64-.5 

1973 23.8 64-.6 

1974 20.5 67.6 

1975 21.2 65.8 

209 

CALIFORNIA NORTHEHN 

57.6 % 4-2.1+ 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

17.57 

18.78 

18.07 

16.15 

15.97 



CALIFORNIA EASTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

; 'Numb~~Qn 
,.,<:' Jtdy1)' ~914 

'NuQ1hcr " , 
',' Jmpatielad ~ 

jtlthe 120.Mdrun 
Period 

, ", c '8' " 

,in.£xbtGril::(l; 
~~I~} the,}2 Mohth 

,~Num~r Ott .. , ' 
iiVtune,~O~;1srt~ . 

,'Pi;fiod 

3 
,.N~~~r:;RQf 
" G¥(A~i) lURH?S 3 2 1 

. :'. ',' c.,; .. 

, .~US~~6E 
:rOlA1.5 50 1,019 191 20.4- 3.82 

12 

1 

74--1 
(2) 

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: 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 districtTs utilization statistics. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FI~CAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeships 

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

4-,151 2~301 4-91 1,359 

100% 55.4- % 11.8 % 32.7 % 

.!':~wW,(iiij] !~eTh, 
1) .... 

,6~' .. ". 1 ... _. c ,. 

J~. 

'." 

137,600 76,200 16,200 

58 11 4-7 202 

100% 19.0 % 81.0 % 100% 

Fiscal % Not % Selected 
Year Selected, or Serving or 

Challenge'd Serving 

1971 21.8 66.7 

1972 23.2 66.8 

1973 32.2 57.0 

1974 29.2 58.4-

1975 32.7 55.4-

211 
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CALIFORNIA EASTERN 

4-3 159 

21.3 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

18.66 

15.27 

20.79 

18,.86 

20.55 



CALIFORNIA CENTRAL GRAND JUROR USAGE PROfILE - FY 1975 

";PJ)AGft 
'. TOTALS 

" '. 

·.·T~lN~~> 
ih~~· .. ··· 

in0~~1~Mollili 
1\:' :., 'P~nod . •... . 

26 

4-94-

. ,sessions .. 

. Ayer;;;ge 
.CQst·'per 

" 'Se~SiOI'Lo Ji 

12 

9,555 

~ __ 2_4-_3_'_50_0 __ ~' ____ 4-_9_3 ____ 'L' ____ 2_5 ____ /J 

14-

2,571 

/b,' 

1[' J, -'.- n $RANn' jURY'f"'VMBER~Offic~~umb~r*} • n . 'Y " 

.'. ,~} 

73-1 74--3 74--4- 74--5 74--6 7lf-7 74--8 
(2) (2) (2) (2) (2) (2) (2) 

15 

19.3 

; 
'.' a 

n 

74--9 
(2) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

2 I 9 I 9 I 4- I 9 I 9 I 11 I 4- I 
Total Number of Months of I'lu Activity 

1 7 4- 4- i 8 5 7 2 I 

11 

5.20 

'. 
., 

""'\ ., 
0 

74--10 74--11 1 

(2) (2) 

6 I 9 

2 4-

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

1 The listing of ~t'and juries for this district is continued in Appendix A. 

CO~1ENT: This district reported the occurrence of numerous 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 district continues to have separate orientation 
days for jUl'ors 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 Califonlia CentralTs utilization 
statistics. 212 



PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeships 

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

·"Numb~r· . 19,454 
aT· 

12,054 5,477 

100% 62.0 % 28.2 % 

501,300 310,800 49,600 

202 31 171 934 

100% 15.3 % 84.7 % 100% 

Fiscal % Not % Selected 
Year Selected, or 

Serving or 
Challengea Serving 

1971 23 .. 2 68.9 

1972 24.3 66.3 

1973 27,,7 63.2 

1974 30.0 61.0 

1975 28.2 62.0 

213 

CALIFORNIA CENTRAL 

191 743 

20.4 % 79.6 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

18.85 

19.15 

20.44 

20.08 

20.83 



CALIFORNIA SOUTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

':'JiJsAti';' 
",mtAl$ 192 3,54-2 866 18.4-

___ 71_,_O_O_O __ ~ ___ 3_7_0 ___ ¥~' ____ 2_0 ___ :J 
-', r~~Nf5'~U;~Y!\fij~jBl:¢'~i'~~f7lf"0~'~n.r'i:ri'+' ,1: . . '" ' ~:'~'O": .'" :~. ,,1 3 , ' ~ .... :)i_S ,- """."'''..:ri) "Z';;, --:. ,~';l.' . ~J,-¥ ,_.,. ~. ~ 

73-1 73-2 73-3 73-4- 7L~-1 74--2 74--3 74--4-
(3) (3) (3) (3) (3) (3) (3) (3) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

1 I 1 I .:J I 5 I 12 I 12 I 12 I 12 I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

I 

1 - 2 4- 5 4- 1 -

4-.51 

,. 

~.7\ "'8 o· 

74--5 75-1 1 

(3) (3) 

12 I 8 

7 7 1 
I I I I I 

iSee 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 repol'ted a number of highly 
publicized trials, necessitating the use of extra-large panels ~Jr 
j~l:'y 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 tru<en into 
aCCOUl1't when reviewing this district f s performance statistics. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROfiLE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ judgeships 

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

. Nlimbtf . 
... off 
lurO'fil,ws. 

151 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

1975 

7 

4.6 % 

53.6 % 

60,700 7lJ.,600 

1lJ.lJ. 435 

95.L~ % 100% 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

34.3 49.0 

33.0 46.8 

35.0 lJ.3 .0 

28.3 50.1 

25.6 53.6 

215 

CALIFORNIA SOUTHERN 

23.66 

23 lJ.12 

5.3 % 9LJ-.7 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

25.50 

26.98 f ' 

27.24 

24.5lJ. 

23.66 



HAWAII GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

, :~:~;:fl: : .,'~:~~'~It;~,":,::",~;.)~~" 
,,'In'~'l,iNJ.~',, ,":,<.':,14Wli~~~4.""·',$el,2:l\,lomh:" 
~%~b~" ," /,tl/,Perlod 

1 1 1 

35 675 183 19.3 5.23 

; ," H9~r~ p~t 
,~~pn'''' '~ 

. ~. 

, .. :~i'" ""'F~'i'. Aye~e. "A~~e\ (f£' 
'" ~ T<.ltaf ¢ L,Q5t: per (,cas~ ~,i'ri 

" Session;JufPf"qay' ;~; 

C 14,800 , m ~ 22 J 
r '," ;,' , ;", , , " ,.~" .'.. .., Yl, -, :'. 

'. \\~ 
€J 

,"; " ',If.> <',,' ~ . . " ,GRAND JURY 'N:ufi0ER{Offi~e, Numb~i'*)' ',,' 
, ' » . - ", . 

74--1 
(1) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

12 I I I I I I I I I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

1 [ 
*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Number.\. 

COMMENT: Hawaii reported the occurrence of a notoriety trial requir­
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 peL'cent not selected, serving or challenged. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeships 

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

NUn1b~r 2,232 1,298 637 297 
',of 

lurorDays 100% 58.2 % 28.5 % 13.3 % 

f) r~~oo] lh1TI~, '56 

II 
L-.;,..J 

4-4-,600 26,000 12,700 

5 112 

100% 23.8 % 76.2 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year or 

Serving 

1971 i.6 59.9 

1972 19.1 57.6 

1973 37.6 4-8.2 

1974 35.2 54-.4-

1975 13.3 58.2 
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HAWAII 

19.93 

,{52,} {( 

38 

33.9 % 66.1 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

21.55 

15.98 

22.29 

22.01 

19.93 



IDAHO GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

NUMUf~QOf .. 

.1\ ,,-' ·J"'tlmbef r/;'i,~ltth;td;)~r ' 
1,' hnl,~n~ledl 9j~chafged 
1 it'i tr.~1~Mon!!Lt intJtel~ Month 

'. .~. f'?niff:r~::! ·P'{)!'fod . 

'bRAND JURiES 2 1 1 
.. ",. .... ~--------'---------'---

1 

531 170 20.4-

______ J-___ 1_,1_1_9 __ ~ _____ 5_5 ___ /J 

3 

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

',:'j." 

. . Numbefort . .,­
jww 30;11915 

'~ " 

1 

6.54-

j I I 
L~~~~~~~~ 

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

~ Judgeships 

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

1,370 829 180 361 

100% 60.5 % 13.1 % 26.4- % 

[) 

l}l;~LI 20 '.' <> 
t...:::.:::..,.. , 
<:1, 

" 

lW,200 24-,300 5,300 

100% 60.9 0/0 39.1 % '100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year or 

Serving 

1971 23.1 61.3 

1972 17.1 71. 7 

1913 26.3 6l.1 

1974 17.7 70.9 

1975 26.4- 60.5 

219 

IDAHO 

'.0 , tL.J: 1.;..,;. .: 0, 

" , 

4-52 29 

, ." l~ ,"re :-, ~ ,.' ,',,; 

1, : " ': €"os~ Bel' DaY'-'." ,', >. 
< ' ~ , 

61.8 % 38.2 0/0 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

20.95 

17.12 

20.65 

16.05 

15 0 39 

\) 



MONTANA GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

, . . II .,' . .' Number!'(i '" TNumb¢",;.~ ..... . 
. Nurnb~W:d?, :,,' . J»J9atlele~, ',' .", 'Dfst:har~d\~'.5' . NumberQrt ' 
4ufy:1~lQ~.iif\... .... ·io'tne ltMont/l" ,~.,.j!fth .• €i'.~M?/;1ti1\., ,)une:30,l91S 

'.!: . .', ' P~fldd 1 ""'Penod,o" 

(JfiiMiI:~dF'i 2 1 1 I 1 I 1 I , .• "GAA~L\JURjEst _____ --L ___ ._---1 _____ ..L. ____ ---!. ____ ----l. 

15 334 95 I 22.3 I 6.33 ] 

Scsskms "'. "I', ·(""t!~~r&in,:i 1. ." , Hou~ inf 1urors pel' " N~~r; pel'r'~ 
CoriV{ineti '" , I' • Session 1,1 ~ession ;, 'SeSsien '. 'l Ses,si'Olj , 

,Cl • f" ,.. , . "~i:-i .l.,..,....;..;.,.._...,.......I0:e-.:..r,...............,......,--~_.........,;_'!....,)~lL' -,----:-"'"......:.._......, 

·'\~'D NUMS£k OF~l~' .•. 'AVERAGE NUMBER' Of '&) 

~ __ 1_6_,4_0_0_~~ ___ 1_,O_9_3_._'~' __ 4_9 ___ ~ 
/'" ". \1. < '. II ", ,. _. 

:"'\ GRAND 1 '~RY NUM~ER {Office Numbb-n ,>! • . ~ . '. I) . ... 

7l~-1 75-1 
(1) (1) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

11 1 1 I I 1 1 I I I 1 
Total Number of Months of No Activ:ty 

6 - i I 
"'See Appendix B for a Ilstmg of Offtce Names and Numbers. 

Cot1MENT: This district employs the multiple jury selection tech­
nique for a large number of cases. 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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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROF!LE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ ,1udge~hips 

~ Places of Holding Court (with j'Jry trial activity during this fiscal year) 

, Numool' 
to ,ouf 

52 ,-9 ° ~I_2 7_,_0_0_0_-<-__ 9_-_,8_0 __ 0_....1-_ 

MONTANA 

__ 1_0_0_iYc_o __ .1..--__ 
5
_
9_"_° __ %_0 --,-__ 41._'_0--r_~'.{,_'--".,--, 1 00% ,J __ 7_1_" _3_%_0--,-___ 2_8_._7 __ 

.i 

Fiscal ,~~'Sele(~ed Juror 
Year or Usage 

Serving Index 

1971 19.5 66.5 19.22 

1972 21.4- 6l.1 17.88 

1973 96.7 18.52 

1974 50.0 17./) .. 5 

1975 51~.o 
. , 

~: ' 
~:: 11 

: ' ~.;::' 
/, ;. 

L' . ;'; . ":j/ '. :42"1 " " J, f ~ " A r:. : " 

;: 
./.'\ 

" 
, 

-!~. 



NEVADA GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

86 1,622 351 18.9 

~ __ 4-_0_,_9_0_0 __ ~' ____ 4-_7_6 ____ ·~L': ____ 2_5 ____ /J 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

,,~, 

,', ~m~i)n 
'ff.ln~ ~()IH~75 

{::',' 

3 

4-.08 

~11~ __ ~1~1 __ 12 __ 1~~1 __ ~_~ __ ~~ __ ~ 
Tota! Number of Mor,ths of No Activity 

,::::::--;-lO ~'-:-:-/ --:--::-::1:-:::::--;-:--~I -:---:1-1 -----L---L--.I ~,_~ 
*See Appendix B fot cJ li:;ting of Office Names and Number5. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE P~OFILE 
fiSCAL YEAR 1975 

2 
L--J judgeships 

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

l'<ilAmhof 
u;f 

l!lfGi ~Vkt 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

1975 

110,100 65,200 

ll.l % 

16,300 28,600) 

88.9 % 100% 

% Not % Selected 
Selected, or Serving or 

Challenge"d Serving 

53.1 25.8 

25.9 51.j..2 

23.1 58.5 

19.1 58.1.j. 

26.0 59.2 

223 

NEVADA 

17.1.j. % 82.6 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

50.13 

23.62 

21.87 

20.28 

20.99 



OREGON GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

ce 
..•....•..• ... ::USAGE .,' 

..... ~ .. , ... 'fQTAlS 54· 

b,~~~:,~:,Cf; F, '.,1'ituml$.et,;; '~~ ·>"~{\Ult>. '. 
N~rnher~< "'lm~~n~1~~,~~>1' ·:~~Gb!,l;rged)., • 

. }~lY1/'1~~ •.• ',mth~12~rith' JiltPte 12M,oIrth . 
e.>· • P¢rioi:!' "j,Peiiod~ , .' 

3 1 2 

1,060 273 19.6 5.06 

, 
jurors'in . Hours irv.} Jurors per' Hours pcr 

. Session. .. 
Session Session . Se?sioll 

0 .::; 

NUMI3~OF AVERAGE NUMBER Of 

L_.~!1ATE?~~)~Rsosrs ,~~ 
~. ,. I Average' .,.. . Average 

T6hl Cost ,pet: Cost per.' Ji 

Session . Juror Day i 

C 45,800 i 848 i ~3 J 
" : 

, 
GR}iNO lthr{<if 'NUMm;;R (On'ke NMrilh~)<') Jl 

73-1 74--1 74--2 

I I (3) (3) (3) 
Total Number of Months in Lxistence in tnt' 12 Month Period 

3 I 12 I 12 I I I I I I I 
t- i I I I 

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

I 
I I I 1 I 

1 2 - -. J I . . 
*See Appendix B for a listmg 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 districtTs efficient utilization of jurors. 

224 

J 



PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

3 
L--...I Judgeships 

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

, 0,' I-

N~l!nijcr .. 
.¢ .. ," 

JUforDays 

85 

100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

1975 

3,190 

100% 

'1\ 
1/ l. 

76,900 

1, 7 L~O 

54.5 

k7~ J. 

41,900 

68.2 % 

600 850 

% 18.8 % 26.6 % 

~'~ 

~§.) •.. 
Q. " "9 . , 

",. 

14,500 

27 

31.8 % 100% 

Juror Utilization 

% Not % Selected 
Selected, 
Serving or or 
Challenge'd Serving 

35.0 48.6 

34.1 52.1 

28.0 56.7 

24.3 56.3 

26.6 54.5 
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OREGON 

.Q 

, ~~ 

68.4 % 31.6 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

22.33 

16.31 

14.56 

15.05 

16.28 



WASHINGTON EASTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

,".Ni!l!.U~a:~O~· ····1 1 I 
........ ·:_(';_ .. ~_A_N_f)_· :_~t~I.c-~·_~~_~_~'-,-. ___ 1___ _ ___ 1 ___ --1-______ -1-______ -'-___ 1 ____ ---1 

O~'lA~~l1 .' 
. T()TJ\~i~ . 8 157 4-7 

C 8,800 ~ 1,100' 56 J 
D 

,~. " l(W{ .. ~J~D .ijH;:;tY Nt:Mu;ft i4JJfiCt; J1!~mtK(*; 

74--1 1 (2) 
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

12 J ! I I I ! I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

I 

I 7 I 
*See Appendix B for a listing or Office Names and Numbers. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

1k 
~ Judgeships 

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

'., ~l]r~r Pay!> 1 00% 

:~' 
,. ~I " 

;, .G&:.IGfJeffiiillJ r&1r.{h 
., ',\'), 

32,700 18,800 7,400 6,500 

100% 40.0 % 60.0 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year or 

Serving 

1971 15.5 67.6 

1972 12.0 63.9 

1973 15.5 58.6 

1974 17.1 60.7 

1975 19.9 57.6 

227 

WASHINGTON EASTERN 

43.8 % 56.2 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

17.94 

15.17 

19.78 

15.06 

17 .. 16 



WASHINGTON WESTERN GRA.ND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

. To~~mb~r', . 
°ineXii~ .. · ... ··· 

in th~1,4M6hih ." .... 
Rpel'iod> ...... ,,? '. 

3 

4-8 

1 2 

995 331 

~~ __ 2_9,_0_0_0 __ ~~ __ 6_0_4-__ ~'~" ___ 2_9 ____ /J 
'.' ...•.. 'd ...... "'~!:: . G~ANtl'!iJt~N oNlJMal£R'Offl~ Nl,mf~ci'*} ,. . ," . ~ 0'. 

74--1 75-1 75-2 
(2) (2) (2) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

7 I 11 I 5 J \ J I j 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

1 1 -
*See Appenrftx B for a Itstlng of Offtce Names and Numbers. 

228 

1 2 

20.7 6.90 

..... 
CI , , OJ , 

I I 



PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

3:k 
~ Judgeships 

') 

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

4-,94-2 2,764- 908 1,270 

100% 55.9 % 18.4-% 25.7 % 

'.' 

.' ; ,6r+l~' ',' 
.'. ' __ ,'P' 

123,200 68,900 22,700 

100% 16.7 % 83.3 % 100% 

Fis'=ai % Selected 
Ye'ar or 

Serving 

1971 29.3 59.0 

1972 17.7 69.0 

1973 29.0 55.4-

1974 26.0 53.7 

1975 25.7 55.9 

229 

WASHINGTON WESTERN 

' n 

77 176 

30.4- % 69.6 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

21. 74-

17.72 

18.74-

20.4-5 

19.53 



GUAM GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

. 

T-q~J Numbel' 
" 'inE-'!I$~m::e, , 

',' inth~12 Mtl~th 
Perk:d 

2 1 

203 

1 

34-

"; B<jilrS in 
. i) ,; Session 

3,600 ~ 327 ~ ~ 
,~""." ... ""'" 

. Jl.;:; . . .GMfl r',{NIJMI'!eR(O~1" N!lnl1m"i " 

74-1
1 75-1 1 1 ' 

1 
(1) (1) 

Nu~;,"'" 
", ,ni~fJareecF' 
incthe12)Moilibo 

'Pl!riod .' 

1 

18.5 

" -:;; 

" jurClfsper 
. ~j . 

' . 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

~~ I I I I 
I 

I I 6 I I I 

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

I 

: .. NUl.ltberoit:~<~' 
',' Junf,SPi t975~ 

1 

3.09 

T\ . \f 
./ 

I 

I -l 
3 l,~_~~-----'-----.L.-----L-_____ 

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

~ judgeships 

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

526 

100% 56.7 % 

, 62
1

0 

f..;. .......... '-.-,' 

25, L~OO 14,400 4,500 6,600 

16 12 49 

100% 25.0 % 75.0 % 100% 

Fis~al % Selected 
Year or 

Serving 

1971 52.7 30.7 

1972 39.9 45.6 

1973 44.3 46.6 

1974 33.2 51.2 

1975 25.8 56.7 

231 

GUAM 

14 35 

28.6 % 71.4 % 

juror 
Usage 
Index 

39 .. 55 

26.22 

25.46 

20.07 

18.94 
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COLORADO GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

Num .. ,·t·· 
'" .. 'JII ,iI(. isteljce." "". c.', 

In\h~12rviooth ." Julyti1914 
Period" " 

,~~mbef', 'Nq~et., 

lm~aq:~leid\ . '~h(lfgcd." 
..•. I' . in'.t~~:~Month,Jnthe l1:Mnnth 
I ' " .t'eth}d ' '. P'¢rlOd ' '~;.' 

I 1 I 1 1 J 
t f~~~ I ~8 955 I 305 I 19.9 6.35 I 

'~'\: ~, " 

; Se$SiOliS, , ,r '. lurof'~ in 1 'f~lQur$"ir~ .1 lufor~ pc;f I" H()ui's i"~" 
,.' . Convli."ood. ' i., .. " " S-e1'>slon .' .,.' .! ....... Session , I. Sessicm ' Session 
. __ ..... ,.,... __ ,_,., __ ~~_:..:.l, ... '.. '-f--~t '-', 
_____ --'-~t_;,IU_ij1~Vi8_E_-I_l,,_O_~F~' ____ ~...:.-~f'_· _\ ...... _ .. -'A_v_t_~_A_G_E, NUMatRO,f',. J 

f,51JMA1~nr Gf~ANt) JURORCOSTS\) .~~. 
-,.~#""t"~~~"""T~~~"""""'-"'''''~ !i .... i .. ~ __ ~~"""'~ 

I "" .. "c.!-""!,,,,· '.' ' . i'" .... , , 
J ".'" • ";,, . ,t.:.vemge . 

,,"ot~J i .'C6s1'tlef , l'Co:;tper' 
,oSeS:i;Oil .~ ,,\ '1uror Dayif 
CCi 

l< ___ 2_7_'7_0_0~~~" ____ 5_77 _____ ~' ____ 2_9 __ _ 

, \> ~i~illf'JI.)JU£{V r\lui',;'.l~~~e{f,fKic0 ,Nt,;Jc'3'\"~} " o",~ 
" 

'{-1 

" 74--1 75-1 
i I (1) (1) I . 

Tot:11 Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

7 I 5 I J I I I I I I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity J 
~~ 

*See Appendix B for a li:,ting of Office Names and Numbers. 

COMMENT: This district reported instances in which a jury of six 
members was used to try a criminal case. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFiI.E 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeships 

L~ Places of Holding CJurt (with jury tria: adivi~y dudng this fi:;i:al year) 

100% 29.4- % 70.6 % ~oo%. 39.0 %, 
" - _________ ~ __________ ~~ ______ ,~ __ ~ _________ ,__L ____ ~, 

Fiscal ,'lIi'\i~i- % Selected 'Juror " 
Year Sel·~ctea, or Usagp: 

StlPlingor 
Ch.:tllel1ge'o Serving IndtlX 

1971 18.6 66.6 l4·.83 

1972 14-A3 65.9 14-~ 06 
-

1973 9 a 7 71_0 13.38 

1974 Ill-" 9 68.2 11+.63 

1975 64-.8 

" ~ " 
;. \ 
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KANSAS GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

5 3 2 3 2 

30 597 204- 19.9 6.80 
p.~ ~. 

HoulsJ!1 ,;~~i !l';")) t!r~r$per' 
Ses!!on 0 " 0 ".?$;lS~!Ol1· 

<t •. ; !)' 

.. " . . ... ~. ..:~MA T~j) GR~NDi.JUROR <:()ST~ '. ~. 
~M~p-* . ~.,~ •. "" f~ . ·8 -.' .". - :: '7" .t~, ~ • 

. .5,,(,f,v!lrage ,,'~ 'o,Average 
. , C05fp~r'c" cdsfi)o~ 

. '". 0: ' 

Se~sioh . JUfQl' Da¥' . 

l~_1_5_'_9_00 ___ lL-__ 5_3_0 ____ i~' ____ 2_7 ___ /J 
, " ' ..••• 0 ~~. • ..• " .• ~;;';' 

ft~ 
~ 

." ;; " ::c-. . GR'ANO j!J¥-I·t NUMBl,€R ,(qffice Num~t~i>!1 .' :J r .• : ". .. 
7L!·-1 75-1 74-1 74--1 75-1 

(2) (2) (5) (6) (6) 

ToLi Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month P..:riod 

I I I 
I 

I I I I I 7 5 9 8 I 4-

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

4- 3 8 I 5 i ~ 
*See A,upendix R for a listing of Office !varnes and Numbers, 

COMMENT: Kansas reported the occurrence of three notoriety cases 
necessitating the use of large panels for jury selection due to the 
nwnber of challenge::. in trials of such 0. nature. This district also 
uses t:he multiple voir dire technique fer jury selection when possible. 
The revision of the statistical reporting of this teclmique and the 
occurrence of notoriety cases are bllo factors accOlll1ting for the 
increase of this districtTs JlJI in fiscal year 1975. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

4-
'--l Judgeships 

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

• ,," :;l . .~'g' 

8,120 5,159 1,282 ". Number 1,679 
of'" 

. ltlthr Ilays . 100% 63.5 % 15.8 % 20.7 % 

195,200 124-,000 30,800 

100% 20.7 % 79.3 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year 

or 
Serving 

1971 16.9 68.9 

1972 15.5 67.4 

1973 22.2 62.8 

1974 16.5 67.5 

1975 20 .. 7 63.5 

237 

KANSAS 

118 

28.9 % 71.1 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

18.15 

15.10 

16.59 

15.83 

19.85 



, 

r~EW MEXICO GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

~H~umber '. ' '., '. " ~"Numb~r .tv :t~'\» 
in tr.i6~it<;e:, .Nttfl'\\bei:t~m;·, fmpWteItdi < '··,~~rg¢"·' 

.,inth~12tM~nth ••• o"ItdV 11 1914" . inth,e12M~' :!~:~l~M{?,ot4,;' . 
. ; l'criod')" . Period· . ~ . ,0 Period 

5 2 3 2 3 

100 2,055 623 20.6 6.23 

" .' 
(~-';tt~AN~JUr~j' l~UM~ER ,tOfifh:<:. NU'l'flb~:,,*) 

Q 

I 1 
1 J' 74-1 71+-2 75-1 75-2 J 75-3 

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

I I ~-=-L5 I I 
I 

I J 8 12 I 1---, I 
T Uidi Number of Months of No Activity 

I 

I 
I ! 

4 5 I 1 2 ; 2 I 
I I 

, -'. 
*See Apoendlx B for a Ilstmg of OfiJa Names GIld Numbers. 

COMMENT: The revision in the statistical reporting of multiple jury 
selection is one factor accounting for the increase in this districtTs 
.mI in fiscal year 1975. New Mexico employs the mUltiple voir dire 
tecJmique to maximize utilization of jurors reporting for service. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

3 
L-...J Judgeships 

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

% 

112,600 67,100 2L!-,900 20,600 

100% 62.7 % 37.3 % 100% 

Juror Ut,l,zatlon 
Fiscal % Selected 
Year 

or 
Serving 

1971 19.5 63.1 

1972 19.5 59.6 

1973 25.7 53.4 

1974 18.2 6L!- .. 7 

1975 59.6 

239 

NEW MEXICO 

72 

63.6 % 36.L!-

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

20_85 

19.29 

20.14-

15.93 

16.69 



OKLAHOMA NORTHERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

nNmmbi:ron 
. l61YJt1 974 . 

"tT -c 

2 1 1 1 1 

.. ~ .~, ~ . Averag¢' '. "Averag~' 
~=j,. 6£~(~;~ ',Oostpiw Cost per 0 

.' '" . "'$'SessiQu . Juror Oil}!," 

l 3,100 If.lf.3 23 J 
r' ,~, 

GRANO JURY NUM~E~;fOfflt~N~iU&et*) .",0 .. '·.·· .•. ' ." 
". Q~ .. 

7lf.-1 75-1 
elf. ) (If.) 

<--. 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

7 I 5 I I I I I I I I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

5 2 

*See Appendix B for a listing of Offtce Names and Numbers. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

1 2/5 
L--.J Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury trial acti·., 'l f during this fiscal year) 

1,lJ-lJ-0 759 262 lJ-19 

100% 52.7 % 18.2 % 29.1 % 

35,800 18,900 6,500 

100% lJ-0.6 % 59.lJ- % 100% 

Fiscal % Not % Selected 
Year Selected, 

Serving or or 

Challengea Serving 

1971 39.7 '+7.5 

1972 26.1 60.2 

1973 25.7 57.8 

1974 52.3 33.7 

1975 29.1 52.7 

241 

OKLAHOMA NORTHERN 

38 

'+6.5 % 53.5 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

25.19 

20.31 

21.05 

27.92 

20.28 



OKLAHOMA EASTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

20 4-36 136 21.8 6.80 

16,200 810 

~ .......... .:.....;...;..;...;..--"---..:..",-;-~~_, ...... ,-G-"-.~.;.;..A,;,;,,'N,:,,;,.O,,,,,:'>J-t-~m~~~liJI_·~_f~'.L.'d_,j~U_;~m_~b_ef_j...l.J~_i"_: --..L.----1-__ -I 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

3 

4· I "---'----~~~.l..---
*See AppendIx B for a listIng of Office Names and Numbers. 

2 
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------------ --------

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFilE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

1 213 I judgeships 

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

4-0~700 7 ~ 4-00 

100% 38.5 % 61.5 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year 

or 
Serving 

1971 4-2.2 4-6.1 

1972 4-2.0 4-8.5 

1973 39.8 4-8.2 

1974 39.8 47.0 

1975 27.2 54-.7 

243 

OKLAHOMA EASTERN 

39.2 % 60.8 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

26.64-

26.66 

19.61 

21.93 

17.57 

<,.. 



------- -~~-

OKLAHOMA WESTERN GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

18.8 6.50 

'. AVERAGE·'NUMa'E~QF· 
'~ ., 

8,800 

,C 

.• ~·.·t<!\!I'Nll)tnty I'IUMl3ER«()ffi'" NUmbEr·) ...•• 
.~ t~ 

'. , ,c,;-. ':' \ ~ , 

I 

,', 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

12 I 
I 

I I I I I I - I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

7 I 

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

2 lL~ /15 I Judgeships 

~ Places of Holding Court (with jury tr!a! activity during this fiscal year) 

81,400 50,700 12,100 

100% 37.3 % 62.7 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year 

or 
Serving 

1971 26.3 56.1 

1972 16.8 65.1 

1973 26 .. 7 57.3 

1974 20.9 67.9 

1975 22_7 62.3 

245 

OKLAHOMA WESTERN 

34.9 % 65.1 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

21..73 

18.29 

21.66 

15.53 

17.28 



UTAH GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

~2_1_,_~0_0 __ ~' ____ 5_~_g ____ 'L-___ 2_5 _____ /J 
/"- .... >:;-;,. ,;" n ~, ...... " _>C". o· '._ . ". 'e' ..... ,.j , .'. Cf 

"'C.'. ' ,',< . '< . - ,'~ .. ~gANb JU~Y ~l!MnJ;l({~~1)Ip'.l1,iIi~t*a " '<. ',;:' "".'., " ,,''-'.' , :: ", ,: -', .'< 

75-1 75-1 
(1) (2) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

10 I 5 I I l 1 I I I I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

~ 1 I 
*See Appendix B for a listmg of Offtce Names and Numbers. 
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-------------------------------

PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

~ Judgeships 

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

2,892 1,877 4-00 615 
----r---------+---------I 

100% 64-.9 % 13.8 % 21.3 % 

78,200 50,800 10,800' 

37 19 18 154-

100% 51.4- % 4-8 .. 6 % 100% 

Fiscal % Selected 
Year 

or 
Serving 

1971 27.9 53.0 

1972 20.9 61.0 

1973 2.5.0 51.9 

1974 27.6 61.3 

1975 21.3 64-.9 

247 

----- - -- --- - -- ----- -- -

UTAH 

110 4-4-

71 .. 4- % 28.6 % 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

24-.22 

21.11 

24-.4-2 

21. 4-0 

18.78 



WYOMING GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

2,!.J.00 800 36 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

!.J. 

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

3 

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

1 
L-...I judgeships 

2 
L-...I Places of Holding Court (with jury triai ac.tivity during this fiscal ,,'eil,') 

100% 66.7 % 33.3 % 100% 

Fiscal 
Year 

1971 :1.5.2 

1972 '" 2l.6 

1973 10.2 

1974 lS.6 

1975 19,,6 

,249 

hi} 

," , 

I "oJ, 

, I ., 

8~.5 % 15.5 
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

146,300 

72-1 
(1) 

6 

4 

I 

I 

73-3 
(1) 

2 

1 

I 

I 

581 11,613 2,755 20.0 4.74 

252 13 

73-4 74-1 74-2 74-3 74-4 74-5 74-6 74_7 l 

(1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) 
__ ~ ____ ~ __ ~~~ __ ~~~~~~~~ __ ~ ______ L-~ ____ I 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

4 I 8 I 8 I 6 I 8 I 12 I 12 I 12 

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

2 8 I I 8 
*See Appendix B for a listing of Offi:.e Names and Numbers. 

1 
The listing ()f grand juries for this district is continued in Appendix A. 

COMMENT: The District of Columbia experienced four notoriety trials 
in the past fiscal year. Two of these cases were of a highly publicized 
nature and required 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 requir'ed 1,038 
prospective 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 techniques 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. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

Ll..5....! Judgeships 

-- ----
----~~- - -------~~-

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

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

10 623 2 277 3 936 

% % % . 

4-3,700 

228 84- 14-4- 863 3 8 4-85 

100% 36.8 % 63.2 % 100% 4-3.8 % 56.2 

Fiscal % Selected juror 
Year or Usage 

Serving Index 

1971 31.2 56.7 25.34-

1972 30.7 52.1 24- 4-4-

1973 27.2 57.5 22.22 

1974 31.4-

1975 23.4-
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APPENDIX A 

District of Columbia concluded 
GRAND JURY ~JUMBER (Office Number*) 

74-8 74-9 75-1 75-2 75-3 75-4 75-5 75-6 75-7 
(1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

12 I 8 I 11 I 5 I 7 1 5 l 3 1 3 1 1 1 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

9 6 - 2 4 2 - - -
*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names a. -d Numbers. 

District of New York Eastern continued 

GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Numbe~*) 

75-1 75-2 75-3 75-4 75-5 75-6 75-7 75-8 75-9 75-10 
(1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) 

Total Nl:Jmber of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

2 I 12 I 2 I 2 I 10 I 3 I 2 I 2 I 5 I 1 

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

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

District of New York Eastern concluded 

GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number*) 

75-11 75-12 75-13 75-14 75-15 75-16 75-17 75-18 75-19 75-20 
(1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

6 I 6 I 6 I 4 I 5 I 4 I 3 I 3 I 2 I 1 

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

I I 
, 

I 
- 5 - - - - -

I 
1 - -

I 
*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 74-14 74-15 74-16 74-17 75-1 
(1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

10 I 11 I 12 I 12 I 12 I 12 I 12 I 12 I 12 I 12 

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

10 11 4 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 75-4 75-5 75-6 75-7 75-8 75-9 75-10 
(1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

11 I 10 
1 

10 
1 

9 I 9 I 9 I 8 I 8 I 7 I 
Tot.al Number of Months of No Activity 

9 '7 - 7 l~ 7 3 - -
*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers. 

District of New York Southern continued 

GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number*) 

75-12 75-13 I 75-14 75-15 75-16 75-17 75-18 75-19 75-20 
(1) (1) I (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) C' ... ) (1) 

Total Number of Months in EXist.ence in the 12 Month Period 

6 I 5 I 5 I 5 I 4 I 3 I 3 I 3 I 2 I 
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 
(1) (1) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

1 l 1 I J J I I I I 1 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

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

District of New Jersey concluded 

GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number*) 

75-2 75-3 
(2) (2) 

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

8 I 6 I J J I 1 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

- -
. . . . 
"'See Appendl" B for a I,stmg of Office Names and Numbers . 
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75-11 
(1) 
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75-21 
(1) 
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District of Virginia Eastern concluded 

GRAND JuRY NUMBER (Office Number*) 

74-1 
(4) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

12 I I I I 1 I I I I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

11 L I . . 
*See Appendix B for a "sting of Office Names and Numbers . 

District of Virginia Western concluded 

GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number*) 

75-2 
(7) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

2 I I I J l 1 I I I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

I 

1 I 
*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 

1 

I 
I I I I I I I 6 6 I 

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

- - I 
"'See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers. 

District of Florida Southern continued 

GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number*) 

75-1 75-2 74-2 I 75-1 75-2 74-2 75-1 75-2 74-2 75-1 
(2) (2) (4) (4) (4) (9) (9) (9) (10) (10) 

Total f'.:umber of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

7 1 4 I 6 I 7 t 1 } 5 J 8 I 1 I 5 I 7 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

L/. I 1 I 4 
I 4 - 2 1 - ., 2 

*See Appendix B for a listing of Office Names and Numbers. 
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GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office ,Number*) 
~"~---'------~-------r--~--~'~' -----r------,----.. ---r------~------~----__4 

75-2 
(10) 

75-3 
(lQ} 

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

"I; i~,~'; LJ.;' ......0---1-.0
4. ,_ . ...L...,--! -----I.I-C.--", ----!-I---,---,-I ~.L----l-II -----1-1 ---I 

, [I"" Total Number of Months of No Activity 

~ ....... - '. ..1. I I 1 I I 
ri' ,,- .' . '_" _ _ _ _ ~ _____ L_ __ --.-.:L._ ___ __1. ___ ____ 

I'J'!} 

,'!'.l'+ I, 

'0' 

I;"";:' ---

i" 

11,;1 

II.) 

" it II 

r 

*$ee Appendi.iS' B for q /(stmg of Office Names and Numbers. 

'nis'E'rict,of Texas Southern concluded 

GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number*) 

"~,." 7~----l~~"," }~r I . I I I I 
Total Number of Months in E:~·x-'-is-te-il-c-e -i n-t~h-e-:-l-::-2-:-M-:-o-n---:th.J...P-e-r-io---:d-·---'--------'--------1 

J I ! I I I I 
I 
l 

Total Number of Months of No Activity 

*S~e"Appendlx B for,a lIstIng of Office Names and Numbf!rs. 

DJ-,strict of Texas Western concluded 
, GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number*) 

J ~, 

74-1 74--2 75-1 75-2 75-3 74·-1 75-1 
(!j) (5) (5) (5) (5) (7) (7) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

r. '.::.-

I r [ I I I 1 

i," 

S 4 9 5 2 8 5 
" 

Total Number of Months of No Activity 
, 

~ 1 1 

7 - 3 - 7 1 
~ ,--~-

. , 

*$ee Appenci.lxfi for a listmg of Office Names and Numbers . 

Dis'brict of Michigan Eastel"B. concluded 
f, 
1-------': :~o 

, GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number*) 

0 

i 

0-

" 

75-1+" 75-5 
c-C~) (2)' 

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

I I 'I 1 I I 2 2 , 
Total Number of Months of No ACtivity 

'I 1 I I - .,' ~, 

" '. 

" 
, 

*Se~,,Appendix8 for a listing of Offic;e,Names and Numbers. 
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District of Illinois Northern continued 

GRAND JURY NUMBER (,Qffh::e Number~) 

75-1 75-2 75-3 75-4 75-5 75-6· 75-7 75-8 
(1) (1) (1) (1) c:tj (1) (1) (1) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

3 
1 

11 I 2 I 1 1 1 I: 8 I 7 
,'! I 

6 
Total Number of ~:(onths of No Activity 

- 2 ... - .,.. - 5, 5, 
~ 

*See AppendIx B for a Ilstmg OT Office Names and Numbers. 

District of Illinois Northern concluded 

GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number*) 

75-11 75-12 75-13 75-14-
(1) (1) (1) (1) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

2 I 2 I 1 I 1 I I I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity 

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

v~s~r~ct of California Central continued . 
GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number*) 

74--12 74--13 75-1 75-2 75-3 75-4 75-5 
(2) (2) (2) (2) (2) (2) 

.' I 
(C) 

I 

75-6 
(2) 

Total Number of Months in ExisJence in the 12 Month Period 

Q 

'n 

'~ 

75-9···· 
0 

75-10 
(1) Q CL) 

,I 2 I .5 

Ii, 

- .,.. 

" '\ 
"; 

.~ 

. 

I 
I. 

I 
n 

(' -

7~-7 75-8 
(2) (2) 

9 I 12 I 11 I 11 I 11 I 8 8 
I' 11 J 5 I 5 

.. 

, 
Total Number of MO,hths of No Activity 

< 

I , ... t=l.::~j 3 1 3 1 
'.' 

1 
,I 

1 1 -
"-- .- .... _ ... _-.._.' ,,---".-.-'~' 'r_ --. - ~.- ,,- ".,', -- - - - -- - -

'" .,~~ 

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

District of California Central conc]uded 
__ --~~~Ji-------~ __ ~------------------~----------~----~----~_ 'I ~, GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office NUrriber*) 

1----7-5--~9 """"'-7 5--...:::1-0.:...·-r-7-5---1-1--.--7-;;g~-1-2-=.-.:.-.-75---1-3--.--7-5.:.-.---14--r-------·...:.t:--I---'-,.r---~r-----i 

(2) (2) (2) (2) (2) (2) iJ 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 1-2-'Month=~iod 
<:1 

I I 5 5 
1--.... ;·/' -, 

, ;!./ 
'\, 

S I 51 5 1 . ..--:--. 5---.J
N 

II-A ._. .....l-l ~_--'-------"~ 
Total Number ofiVIonths of Q ctlvlty 

I oJ 
, 

,~'. 

\.. 

(~::::: 

1 .,.. 

! 

*Se~ Appendix B for a /tstmg of Offtce Names and Numbers;.f'= 
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'District 0:1; California Southern concluded 

b --j':~~~ 
..-

" 

GRAND JURY NUMBER (Office Number*) 

75-3 75-it 
._--.-

I '=Z5';'!,2 75-5 
(3) (3) (3) r (3) 

Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

8 I- 8 I 2 
1 

2 I I I I 1 I 
Total Number of Months of No Activity , 

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

'j 

List of U.S. District COUrts and places of holding cour·t within 
each district where grand juries sat in fiscal year 1975. Office 
numbers are assigned to places of holding court' according to 
Administrative Office Bulletin No. 510 to all Clerks of Court 
(revised March 1972). The listing is presented in district and 
office number order. 

--- ---
-:- ':?'", 

/I 

Office Name Office Number O:!;fice Name OUic'e Number 

1 MIIlDL~:' = DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA PENNSYLVANIA, 
'~ 

Harrisbu'rg 1 
MAINE: Lewisburg 2" 

Bangor 1 Scranton 3 
Portland 2 Williamsport 4- ;:) 

Wilkes Barre 5. 
tvlASSACHUSETTS : 'J 

I )1 
Boston 1 PENNSYLVANIA, WESTERN: 

Erie 1 
NEW HAMPSHIRE: Pittsburgh 2 

Concord 1 h 

" HARYLAND: 
RHODE ISLAND: Baltimore 1 

Providence 1 c~ 

NORTH CAROLINA, EASTERN: " 
PUERTO RICO: New Bern lj.. c,:·· 

San Juan 3 Raleigh 5 

CONNECTICUT: NORTH CAROLINA, MIDDLE: 
Hartford 2 Greensboro '\" 2 
New Haven 3 
Bridgeport 5 NORTH CAROLINA, WESTERN: 

Asheville 1 
NEW YORK, NORTHERN: Charlotte 3 

Albany 1 
Auburn 2 SOUTH CAROLINA: a 

~ 
Syracuse 5 Columbia 3 
Utica 6 

VIRGINIA, EASTE:gN: " ~ NEW YORK, EASTERN: Alexandria' ~, 1 
Brooklyn 1 Norfolk l" 2 

Richmond 3 
NEW YORK, SOUTHERN: Ne\'iport; News 4-

New York City 1 
VIRGINIA, WESTERN: 

NEW YORK ,WESTERN : Abingdon 1 
Buffalo 1 Dav-ville ~" RochestelJ 6 Lynchbu[('g 

Roanoke 7 \ , 
VERMONT: 

" 

0 

BUrlington 2 WEST VIRGINIA, NORTHERN: 
1'./ Rutland 5 qlarksburg if 1 

Elkins " 2 
DELAWARE: a: 

V 
c;~ 

Wilmington 1 WEST VIRGINIA, ,:SOUTHj:;RN: " '0 , Bluefield "1" 
NEN JERSEY: ChadestQn 

;:. ~\ 
2 '\\ 

Camden 1 HUIltington "";\ 3 ;J' 
'1-

Newarl< 2 Beckley", .5 fi;;..: '~ 
("" 
D 

PENNSYLVAN'IA, EASTERN: ALABAMA, NORTH.ERN: h 

Philadelphia -II. 2 Birmingham 2 

~ 
\l :'~ 

"-
~ 
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,q I 

Office Name Office Nwnber Office Name Office Nwnber 

ALABAMA, MIDDLE: TEXAS, WESTERN: 
Montgomery 2 Austin 1 

Del Rio 2 
ALABl'.MA, SOUTHERN: El Paso 3 

Mobile 1 Pecos 4-
San Antonio 5 

J;LORIDA, NORTHERN: Midland-Odessa 7 
Pensacola: 3 
Tallahassee 4- KENTUCKY, EASTERN: 

Catlettsburg 1 
FLORIDA. MIDDLE: Covington 2 

,Jacksonville 3 Lexington 5 
O'rlando 6 
Tampa 8 KENTUCKY, WESTERN: 

Bow] ';.ng Green 1 
FLORIDA, SOUTHERN: Louisville 3 

Miami 1 Owensboro 4-
Fort Pierce 2 Paducah 5 
Key West 4-
West Palm Beach 9 MICHIGAN, EASTERN: 
Fort Lauderdale 10 Bay City 1 

Detroit 2 
GEORGIA, NORTHERN: 

Atlanta 1 MICHIGAN, WESTERN: 
Grand Rapids I 

GEORGIA, MIDDLE: 
Columbus 4- OHIO, NORTHERN: 
Macon 5 Cleveland 1 

Toledo 3 
GEORGIA, SOUTHERN: 

~f1gusta 1 OHIO, SOUTHERN: 
Birunswick 2 Cincinnati 1 
S~vannah 4- Columbus 2 

Dayton 3 
LOUISIANA, EASTERN: 

New Orleans 2 TENNESSEE, EASTERN: 
Chattanooga 1 

LOUISIANA, MIDDLE: Greenville 2 
Baton Rouge 3 Knoxville 3 

Winchester 4-
LOUISIANA, WESTERN: 

Alexandria 1 TENNESSbE, MIDDLE: 
Shreveport 5 Nashville 3 

MISSISSIPPI, NORTHERN: TENNESSEE, WESTERN: 
Oxford 3 Jackson 1 -~ , 

Memphis 2 
MISSISSIPPI, SOUTHERN: 
, Jacks,On 3 ILLINOIS, NORTHERN: 

Chicago I 
TmcAS, NORTHERN: 

Abilene 1 ILLINOIS, EASTERN: 
Dallas 3 Danville 2 
Lubbock 5 East St. Louis 3 

TEXAS, EASTERN: ILLINOIS, SOUTHERN: 
Beaumont I Springfield 3 
Tyler 6 

INDIANA, NORTHERN: 
TEXAS, SOUTHERN: Hammond 2 

,Brownsville 1 South Bend 3 
, Corpus Christi 2 

Galvestol,1 3 INDIANA, SOUTHERN: 
0 

Hou,ston 4- Indianapolis 1 
Laredo 5 

WISCONSIN, EASTERN: 
Milwaukee 2 
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O:l:fice Name 

WISCONSIN, WESTERN: 
Madison 

ARKANSAS, EASTERN: 
Little Rock 

AFiUs.NSAS, WESTERN: 
Texarkana 
Hot Springs 

IOWA, NORTHERN: 
Cedar Rapids 
Sioux City 

IOWA, SOUTHERN: 
Des Moines 

MINNESOTA: 
St. Paul 

MISSOURI, EASTERN: 
St. Louis 

MISSOURI, WESTERN: 
Kansas City 

NEBRASKA: 
Omaha 

NOR'fH DAKO'fA: 
Bismarck 
Fargo 

SOUTH DAKOTA:. 
Deadwood 
Sioux Falls 

ALASKA: 
Anchorage 

ARIZONA: 
Phoenix 
Tucson 

CALIFORNIA, NORTHERN: 
San. Francisco 

CALIFORNIA, EASTERN: 
fresno 
Sacramento 

CALIFORNIA, CENTRAL: 
Los Angeles 

CALIFORNIA, SOUTHERN: 
San Diego 

HAWAII: 
Honolulu 

'IDAHO: 
Boise 

MONTANA: 
" Billings 

Office Nwnber 

3 

l~ 

6 

1 
5 

3 

8 

1 
3 

2 
!j. 

3 

2 
t~ 

3 

1 
2 

2 

1 

1 

1 

,"( 

\~ASH+.NGTON, EASTERN';f~;\. 
~ripkai1e . 

"-" i ... 

WASHINGTON;WBSTtllN:::,. 
Sc~tttle,;:,\ \.: 

"", ~j.-:, ' .~ .-

" .GUAM~<" 
, Agaria' 

COLORADO: 
" ' " ,B"Hver 

~NSl'iS: .. 
Kansa.f!i>C~rt:y 
Top eka !\' 

Wichita 

NEW ME~,~'Q): 
\ 1\:\-bu<;ilJerque 

UTAH:; 
,,'0g;den' i.' ,',. 
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A'f~PENDIX C 

List of U. S. District Courts That Hal:e Adopted 
Rules Reducing the Size of Civil Juries 

Q!§J:rict of Columbia (b.pril 16, 1971) * 
"In all ci.vil cases tried in this Court the jury shall ccn'sist of six (6) members, 
except in cases of eminent domain. IT (Effective June 1, 1971) 

,~ FIRST C IRCU IT 

Maine (November 29, 1971) 

Ii. •• In all civil jury cases the jury shalJ, consist of six. (6) members. 11 

Massai~huse·t1.'€. (October 8, 1971) 

ITIn all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six membErs. 

This rule shall become effective November 1, 1971. IT 

New Hampshire (July 27, 1971) 

IT (a) Number of Jurors and Initial Selection 

(1) In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six members and 
+.he clerk sha,1'l select by lo't the names of six persons to be d~awn 
initially. 

(2) In all criminal jUl'Y cases, the jury shall conqist of twelve members 
and th<: clerk ,shall select by lot the names of ~twelve persons to be 
drawn initially. T! (Effec'tive September 1, 1971) 

~ Island (Filed September 20, :1.971) 

'I (a) Six-man jur.ies. In all civi.l jury cases, the jury shall consist of six 
members. The 'S.1u;y in a crdminal case shall consist of twelve members, 
except as prov:i.,k,d in 1>.;;t1e 23 (b) of the Federal RLLles of Criminal Procedure. II 
(Effective S!'~j;!:,.'2i~.her: 2/, 1971)' 

Puerto Rico (January 19, 197 2) 

I!In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members.1! 

~EC'OND CIRCUIT 

Conne~~-9u! lCctob~r 17, 1972) 

l't'h\JrJ-·~I' (13;' JUL'ors. The jU:t'y shall cO:llsist of six members in 'the trial of all 
cRTi. 'caseo .IT (Effective October 1, 1972) 

New York, Nor,:th.~.lli (July 3, 1973) 

"ln ~.l (l1.;vilc, Jury Cases in this bistrict Court, the jury shall consists of 
SLX (6) memDers. The chall€nges permitted shall remain as provided in 28 
U.S.C. IS70 and, Rule 4-7(b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure." 
(Effective Augt,l.st 31, 1973) 

'New York, Eastern (July 3, 1973) 

!fA .~ury for the trial of civil Ca&2S shall consist of six pel'sons. n (Effect­
,.~:t:i,}Q,e August 1, 1973) 

"~;,: l~w York, Southern. (July 24-, 1973) 

t) "A jury for the trial')f civil cases shall consist of six pel:'sons. IT (Effec-
Ii tiye A,pgus'c 1,1973) 

of CO,urt Ot~der, if l<."1oWn. 
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Vermont (October 17, 1972) 

!lIn all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six members. In pro­
tracted litigation an additional juror, or -jurors, may be selected who will 
participate in the deliberatio~I1s and ver9ict.1t (Effecti.ve July i., .. .' -x973) ',,;' 

THIRD CIRCUIT 

Delaware 

!TIn all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six members €,xqep"1: that 
the parties may stipulate that the jury in any such case shall consist of r 

any number less tl".an six. (Effect5_ve 1-1-73, applicable to all civil trials 
commencing on or after that date, without regard to th~ date upgn which th~ 
action was filed). I! . ..1 

~lew Jersey Ct'lay 28', 1971) 

"In all civil jury actions, except dS may be otherwi.se expressly r.eq'~irp.d ,I 

by law, the jury shall cmsist of six members.1! (Effective'Septem1:1.er 1, 
1971) 

Pennsylvania, Middle (Ju:ly 6~ 1973) 

l! (a) .Juries in civil cases shall consist, initially, 01; at least'eigh-t" (8) 
members. Trials in such cases shall continue so .::,ong as at le,ast su(6} 
jurors remain in service. If the number of jurors falls below-six (6[, to{) 
mistrial shall be declared upon prompt application therefor by any : partY 
then on the record. rr (Effecbive July 6, 1973) 

gennsylvania, Western (May 27, 1971) 

"In all civil jury Cases the jury shall consist of six members. ThisRule 
shall he applicable :to all civil actions tried in th~\S Distriqt on or a:l:te;t' 
Septembe~' :t, 1971. n (Effective September 1, ;L9TL) 

Virgin Islands (February 16, 1973) 

I!In all civil jury cases the jury shpJ). consist o£ six (6) members.1! 
March. 1, 1973) 

FOURTH CIRCUIT 

(Effective 

Narylanc! (June 10 , ,1971) .: . : c:;~ 

TlIn CiVil' ca.s. es in w. hieh. trial by jury has beell:demanded.-c~urs~t to FJR ..• ,C ..• pO •. "" 
~8, the jury shall cOllsiGt of six)urors, pl~s such nW11ber of, alte:t~~}f~f . 
Jurors, as the court may deem necessary. (/ Th~s ru,le shaJ.l 'apply to ~th uEt,ses 

,tried 011 or after the date of this order~ effective 'August 20,' JJl73~'~;" 
. " 

Northe~rolin8:, f.1id~le (October 14-, 1971) 
" ',- \'l .6 o 

II (a) Number of Juror~-.;}n C;ivil Jury Cases. In all. civil 'jury'cq.ses the iury 
shall"cronsist of six ,l(6) membe:rs." CEff,ective Janu<tty 1, "1972) c 
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North CarQlina, Western (January 1974) 

IIIn all civil jury cases the jury shall consj st 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). It (Effective 
July 1, 1972) . 

West Virginia, Northern 

"(e) In civil actions in which tr.';.al by jury has been demanded pursu.ant to 
Rul4 38, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the jury shall consist of six 
jur·ors, plus such number of al terna·te jurors as the Cou:t;'t may de·termme 
necessary." 

Wes·t Virginia, Southern. (February 15, 1974) 

"In civil actions in which trial by jury has been demanded pursuc.qlt 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, 1974) 

FIFTH CIRCUIT 

AlabamR" .. !,!orthern (May 10, 1972) 

"Effective July I, 1972, in all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of 
six members.1I 

Alabama, Middle (July 12, 1971) 

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members." 
(Effective August 15, 1971) 

Alabama, Southern (August 25, 1971) 

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

Florida, Northern (June 29, 1972) 

TlA jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons plus such 
alternate jurors as may be impaneled." 

Florida, Middle (June 27 , 1972) 

lIRule IIA. A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons 
plus such alternate jurors as may be imp .. neled." (Effective July 17, 1972) 

Florida, Southern (Fe.hruary 3, 1971) 

". •• all civil jury cases, jurisdiction for which is based upon 28 U.S.C. 
§13311, 45 U.S.C. §51, and 46 U. S.C. §688, shall be tried to a jury which 
shall consist of six members. II (Effective March 1, 1971) 

Georgia, Northern 

IIAII civil actions. shall be tried ;to a jUl~Y of six members and challenge,c; 
shall be in accoI'dance wi'th Title 28 U.S.C. §.1;370. tt 

Lou,isiana, EaS.tel'n (April 20, 1971) 

"In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consis·t of six (6) members." 
(Effective May 1, 1971) 
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Louisiana, Middle 

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members.1I 
(Effective April 16, 1972) 

Louisiana, Western (April 9, 1971) 

"In all civil jury cases" jurisdiction for whiqh is baS'i!d on 28 U.S.C.' §l332" 
4-5 U.S.C. §51, and l~6 U.S.C. §688, the jury shall consis·t of six members, 
with three peremptory challenges allowed to each opposing party. 9ue alter­
nate juror, in lengthy cases, will be empanelled, with one peremptory 
challenge allowed. to each of the oPPosing parties." (Effective April 15, 
1971) 

Mississippi, Northern (September 2?, 1972) 

liThe District Judges for the United States District Court for the Northern 
District of Mississippi do hereby adopt a local rule of coUrt to provide 
that in all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six members, with 
three peremptory challenges allowed to each opposing party. In its discretion 
the court may impanel two alternate jurors> with one peremptory challe):"lge 
allowed each of the opposing parties. II (Effective January 1, 197'3) 

Texas, Eastet·n (December 3, 1973) 

" ... in all civil jury cases, except as may be otherwise required by law', the 
jury shall consist of six members; however, it shall be optional with the Presiding 
Judge to require a twelve-member civil jury';rial rather than six members." 
(Effective January 1, 1974) 

Texas, Southern (July 27, 1973) 

"A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of s:,i.x (6) persons, plus. 
such alternate jurors as may be, impaneled." (Effective July 30, 1973) 

Texas, Western (May 1, 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. 11 

(Effective July 1, 197J"' (As amended July 1, 1971.) 

S]J{TH CIRCUIT 

Kentucky. Western (April 24-, 1972) 

!lIn all civil jury cases the jury shall consist ,of six (6) members. II 
(Bffective May l, 1972) 

Michigan, Western (July 17, 1974-) 

lIA jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons plus such 
alternate jurors as may be impanelled. II 

Ohio" Northern (March 24-, 1972) 

TtIn all civil tX'ials; juries shall ,consist of six members~ II 

Tennessee, Bas'cern (October 13, 1971) 

IIIn all civil jury cases except as lnay be otherWise expressly nequired by 
law, the jury shall consist of not less than six fi9~~ plembers. II 

Tennessee, Middle (March 23, 1972) 
, 0 

lilt is thel'efoN! ORDERED that f!l:'om and afte:E' May l~ 19,72, ,in all civil jury 
cases the juX'y shall consist of, sixpe~;sons. excluding al,; tematces. n 

j) 
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Tennessee, Western M1arch 9, 1972) 

"It is therefore ORDERED that from and after April 1, 1972, in all civil 
jury cases the jury shall consist of six persons, excluding alternates." 
(April 1, 1972) 

SEVENTH CIRCUIT 

Illinois, Northern (May 18, 1971) 

IIIn 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 (~~cember 10, 1970) 

nIn all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six members. n (Effec­
tive September 1, 1971) 

Illinois, Southern (January 21, 1971) 

"In all jury cases [civiiJ , except as may be otherwise expressly required by 
law or controlling rule, 'the jury shall consist of six members." (Effective 
May 1, 1971) 

Indiana, Northern (March 10, 1971) 

"In all civil jury cases, jurisdiction for which is based on 28 U.S.C 
§.l332 (diversity of citizenship and amount in controversy), lJ.5 U.S.C. §51 
(Federal Employers T 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) 

Indiana, Southe~n (February 26, 1971) 

"In all civil jury cases, ju:dsdiction for which is based on 28 U.S.C. 
§ 1332 (diversity of citizenship and amount in controversy), lJ.5 U.S.C. §51 
(Federal Employers' Liability Act), lJ.6 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) 

Wiscons.in, EasteI'n (July 26, 1971) 

"In all jtll'Y cases except as may be otherwise expressly required by law or 
controlling rule, the jury shall consist of six members." (Effective 
September 1, 1971) 

t'l;i.sconsin, Western (August 28, 1973) 

!t In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six members> plus 
such alternate jurors as may be impaneled." 

EIGHTH CIRCUIT 

Iowa, Northern 

"To better serve the interests of judicial economy and to avoid the calling 
of alternates in all civil jury cases the parties shall be bound by the 
verdict of not less than six jurors." (Effective November 30, 1971) 

Iowa, Southern (July 28, 1972) 

"Civil cases shall be tried to a jury of six, except in those situations in 
which it would ordinarj~y be advisable to selec,t alternates. In such 
situations an additional juror or jurors may be selected who will par­
ticipate in the deliberations and verdict .. Unless the parties stipulate 
otherwise, no verdict maybe' returned by a jury composed of J_ess than 
six members. In the abscence of a stipulation pursuant to Rule lJ.8, Federal 
Rules of Civil Procedure, 'the jury T s' verdict shall be unanimous." 
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Minnesota (November 12, 1970) 

"In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of 6 members.H 

Missouri, Eastern (July 30, 1973) 

"(g)(l) A jury Ior the trial OI 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 civil cases, including but not lirilited to. complex cases." 

Nebraska (January 17, 1972) 

"In all civil jury cases the juries shall consist of siX members." 
(Effective March 1, 1972) 

South Dakota 

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six persons. 11 (Effective 
July 30, 1973) 

NINTH CIRCUIT 

Alaska (October 1, 1973) 

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

Arizona (October 1, 1971) 

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of :six (6) members.lI 
i 

" California, Northern (Novembe:r- 18, 1971) 

"In all civil cases the jury shall consist of six members unless expressly 
otherwise provid(';!d in a Final Pre-Trial Order." (Effective December 6, 1971) 

California, Eastern (October 22, 1971) 

"In all cases in tlhich a jury is demanded in civil cases , trial of a cause ~:.; 
shall be' before a jury conSisting of six (6) lIjembers. It (Effective November', 
5, 1911) 

California, Central (March 8, 1971) 

"In all cases in which a jUry is demanded i Il civil cases, trial of the 
cause shall be before a jury consisting of six (6) members.o n (Effective 
March 15, 1971) 

.California, So(d:hern 01arch 19, 1971) 

"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) jurors. II (Effective 
April 15, 1971) .~ 

Hawaii (t-1arch 31, 1971) 

"Ili all civil jury cases for which jurisdiction.;i.s based on 28 U.S .C., 
Section 1332, 1+5 Untted States Co<ie, Section 51, atld 46 United S·tates 
Code, Section 68~,the jury shall consist of six T,I1embers(,,'f (Effective 
April 12, 1971) 
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Mon~ (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 

IIA jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six (6) persons, 
plus such alternates as may be impaneled.1! (Effective November 15, 1973) 

Oregon (June 7, 1971) 

11 (a) In all civil cases tried in this court to a jury the number of jurors 
shall be six lmless otherwise ordered by the court. 
'~) This provision shall not alter the number of challenges available to 
a party under 28 U.S.C. Sec. 1870 or Rule 4-9~) Fed. Rules Civ. Proc. 1l 

(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. lI (Effective July 1, 1972) 

Washington, Western (May 22, 1972) 

"A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consis·t of six jurors plus such 
alternate jurors that may be impaneled. T! (Effective July 1, 1972) 

"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 
otherw'ise ordered by the Court. ff (Effective September 1, 1973) 

, TENTH CIRCUIT 

Colorado (April 21, 1971) 

IIIn all civil jury cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required 
hy law or controlling rule, the jury shall consist of six mernbers." 
(Effective June 1, 1971) 

Kansas (March 11, 1971) 

trIn all civil jury cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required 
hy law or contloolling rule, the jury shall consist of six members." 
(Effective June 1, 1971) 

New Mexico (February 19, 1971) 

tTIn all civil jury cases ·the jury shall consist of six (6) members." 
(:t:ffec'tive May I, 1971) 

Oklahoma, Northern (August 7, 1913) 

'" "In all Civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members. The 
challenges pe:t'mitted shall remain as provided in 28 U.S.C. 1870 and Rule 
4-7 (b) of the Fede'ral Rules of Civil Procedure." (Entered AUJUst 7, 1973) 

. Oklahoma, Eastern (April 11+, 1972) 

II (3) In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist 
~he challenges permitted shall remain as provided in 
Rule t~7~) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. II 
1972) 
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O1<lahoma, Western 

II (c) In all civil jury cases the jury shall cOi1sist 
The challenges permitted shall remain as provided in 
Rule '+7 (b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. TT 

8-1-73.J 

Wyoming (February 25, 1971) ammended (August 21, 1972) 

of six (6) members. 
28 U.S.C. 1870 and 
[~dded, effective 

"In all civil jury cases, except as may be otherwi::;e expressly required by 
law or controlling rule, the jury shall consist of six members." (Effective 
September 1, 1972) 

Districts Using Less Than Twelve Member Civil Juries by Stipulation of Parties 
(Rule '+8, Fed.R.Civ.P.) 

Virginia, Western (For a period of approximately two years.) 

utah (As of March 23, 1971.) 
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NATIONAL GRAND JUROR USAGE PROFILE - FY 1975 

41,421 

/: ," ,<"')1 '':g< i:'~ " 
J', " ,,0,1 ",\, , _ ':';' _' " ,': ;:', ": .{: , __ • ":~'. ,.' '.J,!; -\\ - " •• /v '''\ 'I:?' /:')' ,',,'e;; GR,ANOlljR ~Nt1MBij~{OffiiffNtim~r~r,,' " " 

" 

N/A 
Total Number of Months in Existence in the 12 Month Period 

I I I I I I I I I 
Total Number of Months cf No Activity 

i 
"See Appendix B for a Ilstmg of Office Names and Numbers. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE PROF!LE 
FISCAL YEAR 1975 

, 400, Judgeships 

1 3061 Places of Holding Court (with jury trial activity during this fiscal year) 

546,627 328,445 88,228 129,954 

100% % % % 

100% 43~0 % 57.0 % 100% 

Fiscal %Not % Selected 
Year Selected, or Serving or 

Serving ChallengeD 

1971 32.9 54.2 

1972 30.0 55.5 

1973 28.4- 56.5 

1974 26.5 58.3 

1975 23.8 60.1 

NATIONAL 

44.1 % 55.9 

juror 
Usar;e 
Index 

" __ .31 

20.96 

20.16 

19.12 

19.32 
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