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, SCOPE AND PURPOSE 

The Jury Usage and Management Project has atten~t0d 

to objectively review our existing Common Pleas Court jury 

system, with the primary goal of improving an already ~xcellent 

functionin'::J system. We do not advocate change simply for the 

sake of change. Of the 18 study courts in this project, we 

have found that most of them function wi tlL 'Vlhat they believe 

to be the best system for therr..selves. 

The primary goal of this study has been to improve 

the image of jury duty to our local citizenry and to overcome 
the bias and prejuc.ic(': tt~t ::7:.2.'.y j?ccj?lc ha-Jc tov.;ard j Ur"'; service. - .. 

We are taking this opportunity to present to the judges 

of our cour·t the results of our study which we feel will enhance 
the excellence of our present jury system. The project staff 

will be most pleased to discuss any area of this study with any 

judge or other interested party. 

Our study reflects a true and accurate portrayal of 

our jury system and is open for scrutiny by any other jurisdiction .. 

At no time have we ever adjusted our statistics to show ourselves 

in a more favorable light for we feel that the ultimate result of 

this study is service to the Court and improvement of the comfort 

and well-being of citizens who serve as jurors. 
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...... EL.-...EM.u-.Er ...... n~J _~SELECTIQN f1ETHOD.B. 

A'... Source Lis t 

Under the Ohio Revised Code, Summit County must presently. 

use only the voter registratior. polls as a source of pot.ential . 

jurors. AI~hough we realize it would require legislative chunge, 

we see much merit in supplementing this source list with licens~d 

drivers so ~hat more citizens may qualify for jury duty. 

Mnny judges and court administrators accept the voter 

registration list as the best single list to use. They feel that 

it provides an adequate cross-section of a cOII1Inunity and that it 

includes all those who have sworn to the qualifications of citizen­

ship and residency. 

However, 36ri0~~ qUC~ti0~~ h~ve been raised aE to whether 

the sole use of this list does provide an adequate cross-section. 

Voter registration tends to lag until just before a presidential 

election and, therefore, the voter list in the intervening four 

years does not fully represent significant elements in the populati, 

such as the young and minorities. 

This trend is evident in Summit County_ For example, as 

of June 1, 1976 , there were 221,173 registered voters in the county 

But on October 4, 1976 - just one month before the presidential 

election - there were 246,931 registered voters. This increase of 

25,758 or 1107% was achieved in just 4 months. 

Summit County has a population of approximately 570,000. 

It is estimated that the population of those over 18 years of age 

is about 410,000. Assuming that about 85% of these persons hold 

valid driver licenses, the .source list would contain about 348,500 

rnor.e names if this group was included. The combined list of driver 

and voters would then contain about 595,000 names. About 35% or 

208,000 names would be duplicates on the list but these could be 

L..-_____________________________________________ ____ 
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removed by comp~ter editing. The remaining 387,000 names would 

then constitute the master source list. This represents an 

increase of 56.5% of over the size of the voter registration list. 

In addition, the combined list would cover about 94% of those 

oyer 18 years of age, while the single voter registration list 

cavern only about 60% of the same age group. 

B. Qualified List 

In i\pril of each yeor, qt131ifying questionncll.res (see 

i~PFendix A) are sent to approximately 18,000 registered vet.ers 0 

They are filled out and returned to the jury cornmissic!'wrs and 

a qualified list of about 9,000 prospective jurors is established. 
This process is completed by August and the qualified list is 

1::b-'::f! ,,~"",., tn ~l1!mnon jurors starting thn firs·t .t:erm. ~f:..._t~e .following 
January. 

About 8,000 persons "escape" possible jury service at 

this stage. This group includes categories of "non-resp~nses", 

"disqualifications","statutory exemption", and lIexcuses". 

Following is a breakdown of each of these four categories for the 
last three qualifying stages. 
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NON - RESPONSES 

CATEGORY # NOT RESPONDING ---- -

August, 1976 August, 1977 August, 

Qur.::~~;tionnair.es 
11ot. Returnee 1449 1392 1809 

Questionnaires 
Undeliverable 531 442 612 

TOTALS 1980 1840 2421 

DISQUALIFICATIONS 

CATEGORY # DISQUALIFIED 

August, 1976 August, 1977 August, 

Deceased 112 87 129 

Felon 2 5 5 

Not n Registered Voter 15 22 30 

Not a County Resident 443 305 708 

Service in Last Tt.:o 163 121 1.54 
Years 

Unable to Understand 14 8 12 
English 

TOT1U..IS 748 548 1038 



STATUTORY EXEMPTIONS 

CATEGORY # EXEMPT 

Augu.st, 1976 

Age (+70) 1505 

Attorneys 65 

Clergy 47 

Physicians and Dentists 224 

Police and Firemen 

Public Officials 

Teachers 

TOT2\LS 

CATEGORY 

98 

14 

449 

2402 

EXCUSES 

August, 1976 

Care for Family Illness 190 

Clergy * 
Extensive Business 32 
Travel 

Illness (No Certificate) 341 

III (Doctor's Certificate) 529 

August, 1977 

1352 

69 

28 

200 

80 

20 

361 

2110 

# EXCUSED 

August, 1977 

219 

* 
25 

276 

421 

4 

August, 

161J. 

60 

* 
70 

* 
16 

* 
1757 

August, 

154 

37 

66 

289 

564 
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Military Service 59 30 52 

Mothers with Small 533 503 427 
Children 

No Transportation 182 179 139 

Physically Handicapped 12 17 22 

RE'liyious Beliefs 10 18 7 

Students 356 384 391 

Substal1tial Income Loss 952 830 753 

1'f>ilChcrs * * 10 

* 

TOThLS. 3196 2902 2911 

Statutorily exempt prior to November 9, 1977. 

(1) ~eographic uis~ribu~ion 

We conducted a study of ~he geographic distributions of 

qualified jurors among the county's 31 cities, villages and 

townships. This study ~",as based on the voter registration 

list for the presidential election of 1976 that was later 

used to generate the qualified list ~n 1977. We specifically 

examined: 
~ 

(1) Each city, village and township's percentage of the 

total county population. 

(2) The percentage of voters who qualified in each city 
village and township. 

(3) Each city, village and township's percentage of the 
total qualified list. 

In analyzing the data, found in Appendix B, one can read 

observe the close percentage of voters who qualify from city, 

village and township. Most fall within the 2% - 5% range wit 

only the township of Saga.more Hills an extreme case. 



,.w::z;;::~:a;_" ,_,~,"~;:a_ ... <.-.a..;;w:::;:;:;Jo.:-......:;:;:;:;;::;::;:;:;::;;;:;az ........ ail4A..III...l~..a:..._t'::a:"'_ , ... ~.- ~./i'"~"Ioo,OiJIi&:~Oi:1_OIl.:::.~~~~~~i.W...U.'idiiUiIU. I 
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The percentage of qualified jurors in each city, village 

and township is generally within 1 per cent of their individual 

populations. These small variations are quite tolerable and 
they indicate the high degree of geographic randomness that 

the qualifying process has generated. 

The effectiveness of the qualifying process ~ay be 

measured and monitored by calculating the qualification yield. 

This yield is calculated by dividing the total nu~~er of jurors 

qualified by the total number of voters to whom qualification 

questionnaires were mailed. 

In the Pabst and Munsterman study, the qualification 

yield values ranged from 12% to 57~. Many courts achieve nbout 

a 50% yield but few seldom achieve a yield higher than 60%. 

If the yield is too low, there is good reason to believe that 

the court is sending out more qualification questionnaires 

than is necessary. 
.... . 
J.JH::: 

'"\ r._ ~.. • 1- .• ~ 

':!VCl...L. .LVJ.. I.-U..LO 
.- ... ~ - ..,- ~ - . 
,CIJ..VJC\..,I.-

than 40%. The yi..elds for our court for the last 3 qualifying 
processes are: 

August, 1976 17,014 - Questionnaires Mailed 

1,980 - Non-Responses 

748 - Disqualifications 

2,402 - statutory Exemptions 

3,196 - Excuses 

8,688 - Qualified List 

51.1% Qualification Yield 

* (For a sample of our smnroons p please refer to Appendix B) 



~ugust, 1977 

August, 1973 

C. §ummoning_ 

" 

16,201 

1,840 

548 

2,402 

2,902 

8 / 509 

7 

Questionnaires Mailed 

Non Responses 
Disqualifications 

Statutory Exemptions 
Excuses 

Qualifi.ed List 

54.9% Qualification Yield 
-~~-=----.!:"-=-= 

17,490 

2,421 

1,757 

2 .. 911 

9,363 

53.5% 

Questionnaires Mailed 

Non Responses 

Disqu2Ji r icutions 
Excuses 

Qualified Li.st 

Qualification Yield 

Summi t County Common Pleas Court sununons 250 y.n::ospective 

jurors for each 3 week term. (For a sample of the summons, please 

refer to Arpendix C). The effectiveness of this summoning proc~ss 

can best be assessed by calculating summoning yields. This is 

done by dividing the total number of jurors reporting for a part­

icular term by the total number summoned. 

Sununoning yields are plotted on a II control chart II • This 

chart is based on the theory that a system will operate within 

definable limits unless some ne'l'l or different stimulus is introduce 

Upper and lower control and "larning lim! ts are established on the 

chart, based on the standard deviation which depends on the ntunber 

of names swnmon~d and the aver~ge yield. 
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The aVerage sill1~oning yield is about 50% for most courts, 

The range of yields for our court ranged from 44.0% to 60.8% with 

the average yield about 51.0%. (please refer to the following 
charts). 

1\.5 can be seen in the control charts 1 only t'Ti;o yields 

were in the upper warning limit. These yields, which were for 

the jury terms of March 13 and April 3 of 1978, were "out of centr 

because fewer requests for exc::usal from jury servicE' Herf: (]rnn-Led. 

At the other extreme, yields for the summer months are much levier 

than usual becnuse roore excuses are granted for vacations that 

have been planned prior to racei ving SUlT'JT!.ons. 

Do Combim::d QJalification/SUE:'u:non~~ 

It is our reconunendntion t~h2t both the qualifying ar.o 

summoning of :;>rospective jurors be consolidated into (Ine mailipg. 

Instedd of sending out approximately 17,000 qualifyi~0 9uesticnnai 

and then mailing 250 summons every three weeks; we feel th3t 

mailing 400 combined c:ualificntion/summoning forns will yi".;ld t.he 
110-140 jurors needed for each term. 

The bemefits of such consolidation of forms are: 

(1) The percent of people serving will increase and 

the n~'mber of non-responses will decrease. 

(2) Paper work will be significantly reduced. 

(3) Cost savings - especially that of postage - will 
be signi.ficantc 



:~ 

Upper \'/arr.>.') Limit S(, if-
f -+ 2SD " .. .' __ <;;' 

p -+ SO c 5~. d- % 

p - SO /f(u <6 % 

Data 

ln~t. uct;om -.---
1. Lab~1 r'li:.lpoint of vertical .. xis 

dth ca;culatd <;vercge yield (P). 

2 uctl;rmir.· SO from table 0' by 
.~ •. ~irJ {(1rmuJa. 

3. t "bill vertical a)(is at multiples 
of SD. 

4. P/.,t data f,;r CdC/} time period. 
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S Uta MeN IIU6 Y/~LDS - J977 

VAI.UES OF nANDARD OSVI/, TlO:'J (:~D)" 

--+------- .-. ~ .. -----.-~ --_ ... _--_._--
200 3.5% 3.5'.'J 3.2')" 

400 2.5% 
----- -----'" .. - ---.------1 

600 

1000 

1600 

2.0% 

1.6% 

1.3% L--____ .L-__ 

" Bas.!<! on: 
so "/~(10~-Pl 

2.0% 1.5% 

1.6:', 

1.2% 

where 

1.5% 

1.1% 

P ~ avcr2:.]e yi~!d 

n'" nurnher called 

This formula may aho b~ used to d~terrnin~ SO (or more pnrj~ valuC1 of p. if de:;ired. 

STANDARD DEU I ATlOtJ = 3,~-



Imlructiam 
---~. 

1. I·.,·j rn:r!;lOil!t of vertical axis 
\·,ith c3:wlatt:d f!V'!1 ~"9'! yiF+J (Pj. 

2. O,,!r-rmine:::O fro:n t"ble or by 
using formula. 

3. laool v~rt;c<ll nxis :!t multiple! 
ol !:>l). 

4. Plot dd:a for e~ch timp. parivd. 

S U/Vl (VIOA) I NG 

<>8o'l~cn: 

10 

'-,I I t= 1- D S - J 9 7 f 

p ~ a'ler~,)~ yield 

n" n!.lmber r.alled 

This formula may ,,!~ b~ u~ to det~llT'in'! SO for more precise villlJe'; of P, if cj·'$ired. 

STANDARD D EU ! ~\ T70/J 
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RESPONS I VE[lESS-.11UQU RI lLF.£DS 

Numbe~ of Jurors Needed 

1. Q Pool Size 

Swami t County SUTIir.1ons 250 prospective jurors for each 2. 
t<leek term ..,,,i. th lhe expE.:ctat.ion that, after excuses arLd (.xem!=ltions 

;:ore granted, a jury pool of 120-135 can be fOrP'lE.::J. Som(~ f1exibilit, 

in pool size is exercised by placing 10 to 15 per cc~t of each pool 

on a ~tandby basis. Those ..... lho volunteer for Ii starlClby" jury dut.y 

caa be called durir.g period of peak demand and are paid only for 
those ~Qys they report. 

We feel that this pool size is not excessive due to the 

£a~ts that there are about 10 jury trials start per we0k and that 

the pool serves the following courts: 

Summit County Common Pleas Court 7 judges 

Akron Municipal Court 6 judges 

Cuyahoga Falls Municipal Court 2 judges 

Barber:-:on Municipal Court 2 judges 

Sumnd.~ County Juvenile Court 1 judge 

Each judge maintains his own personal trial cocket, so it 

is fairly easy to assess each judge's future needs and then trim th· 

pool each day to meet these needs. Since this court approaches ju~ 

system management from the perspective of the juror, we have establ. 
a policy of excusing jurors after panels have been cancelled or pOSi 

ponedo If jurors are not needed later that day, they are excused 

ra'ther than forced to wait in the jury lounge the rest. of the aften 

Jurors are paid for the day and they appreciate the court's acknow­

legement that jurors' time is also valuable • 
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B. Panel Size 

An adequate panel size is essential to effic~c~t jury 

systerr management. If panels tend to be too large, some jurors arE 

"not~reach(>d" and an artificial derrand is placed on the jtIry pool. 

If pclnLls are teo 5,::<111, tir,'e is wasted as a lurge"l::' panel n,'Jet. Lf! 

b::O~lght up to the courtroom and a nc\o, v~ir dire s:.artc;d. 

Each j ucJge in Sur;.:ni t county Cr.\rr.mon ? lea s Court m;t:e,b­

li~mes the size of the :jury pCll1cl he is request:.ng. 'J.'hir: pnJ.ctic(~ 

not only givesche jury bailiff advance notice of thE' -;:00.1101 size 

but dlso ensures that it h~s been set de11berately for eacL i~divid­

ual voir dire a1ld not left to custom or chance:. 

Most judges have been orderinc; pan(ds of aLOl:.t 16 jurors 

for civil trials and 22 for criminal trials. t"Ji th three peremptory 

cha1 1cDcres allowed fer each sidet we feel that these arc r:he opd.wurr. 

pan~l sizes for our court because they should provide an adequate 

suppJy of jurors in Dt least 95% of all voir dires. When the court 

needs large panels for highly publicized or multiple-dGf~n~ant cases, 

more jurors are asked to report on that day. 

Our court has studied the records of panel size, the 

nur.:ucr of challenges exercised, and the number 2ctually !'8<:'ded to 

complete voir dire. Rather than list statistics fer the duration of 

th0 entire project, we have opted to compare panel sizes during the 

first four months of 1977 with those during the first four months of 

1978. 
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11.11 Trials 

Avgo si.ze of pallels 

Avg. # jurors unused 

l't."fTN .u n,=,ede~ ......... .;.J - .. 

criminal Trials 

Avg. size of panels 

l ... vg. # jurors unused , 
'1vg. if needed 

Civil Trials 

Avg. size of panels 

Avg. # jurors unused 

Avg .. # needed 

PANEL SIZE 

(1977) 

1-24 

20.3 

4.0 

16.3 

24.4 

4.1 

20.3 

17.8 

3.9 

13.9 

2-14 

2201 

4.2 

27.9 

25.3 

5.3 

20.0 

16.7 

3.0 

13.7 

term 

3-7 

22.6 

5.7 

J 6.9 

25.6 

5.4 

20.2 

16.9 

4.0 

12.9 

3-28 

21. 0 

4.9 

1 ~ . J 

27.7 

7.S 

20.2 

16.6 

3.9 

12.7 

13 

4-18 

19.5 

4.4 

15. A. 

24.0 

7.0 

17.0 

18.0 

4.2 

13.8 
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PANEL SIZE 

(1978) 

1-9 

All 'llria1s -

Avg. size of panel 19.2 

Avg. # jurors unused 2u3 

Avg. # needed 16.9 

Crin:ina1 Trials 

Avg. size of panel 24.0 

l~\'g • # jurors unused 3.0 

Avg. J~ 
'i needed 21~O 

c:i.vi1 Trials 

Avg. size of panel 

Avg. # jurors unused 

A vg 0 =It needed 

1-30 

13.4 

2.9 

15.5 

2208 

4.0 

18.8 

16.8 

2.5 

14.3 

term 

2-20 

21.2 

3.5 

17.7 

22.7 

3.9 

18.8 

17.3 

3.1 

14.2 

3-13 

21.6 

3.8 

17.8 

22.6 

4.0 

18.6 

17.0 

3.7 

13.3 

14 

4-3 

20.1 

4.1 

16.0 

22.4 

3.3 

19.1 

16.7 

3.0 

13.7 
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An analysis of the timos at which voir dires have stnrted 
~~vc been conducted for 295 trials. This was don~ to m~asure how 

wpll our court hus maintained continuous operation of its jury pool, 

ioe., how many pCJ.nels are called in the morning and afternor-.n or , 

how they ~re distributed throughout the da7. 

Th~ following chart consist of voir dire start tirres. 

I:" indicates morning and afternoon start times broken am'In to the 
nearest qnart{;r hour. 

2/1 - 6/30 (1977) 7/1 - 12/31 (1977) 1/1 - 4/30 

f-i:ORNIl;G 

9:00 2 

:15 5 5 2 

:30 12 8 7 

:45 13 11 11 

10:00 18 17 10 

:15 20 15 12 

:30 5 9 6 

:45 5 B 4 

'11: 00 4 5 1 

:15 2 

:30 1 

:45 

'1'0 TAL 91 84 60 

(77.1%) (80.8%) (82.2%) 

(19 
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2/1 - 6/30 (1977) 7/1 - 12/31 (1977) 1/1 - 4/30 (19 

Ar"'TERlmON 

1:00 2 2 1 

:15 10 6 3 

:30 5 3 1 

:45 3 , 
2 .:L. 

2:00 ~ 

1 ..!:~ 

:15 ~ 1 J. 

:30 1 

: ti5 1 

3:00 

:15 

;JC 

:45 
---

'rCTAL 27 20 13 

(22.9%) (19.2%) (17.8%) 

13 

The follmving conclusions can be drawn frcm this chart: 

(1) Of the 295 voir dire starts, 235 (79.7%) occurred 
in the morning • . 

(2) Of the 295 voir dire starts, 174 (59.0%) occurred 
between 9:30 and 10:30 a.m. 

(3) This 9:30 - 10:30 peak demand should be alleviated 

by making an effort to start more voir dires later in the morning 
and in the afternoon. 



------.;:,-----~ 
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Co Jurors Not fhallenged 

Cumulative Frequencies 

(JAN. 1977 - APRIL 1978) 

CRIMINAL CIVIL --
~!'m CUMt.lIATIVE #NCfr CL..1V!tJL.!\ 'I'IVE 
OlATIJ:N.:iE:D FPEQ(JE~lCY ~rnmUENC'l CHALLENGED FREQUEN::..'Y ET<EQUEl'LY 

0 3 3.4 0 7 4.3 
1 G 10.3 1 10 10.4 
2 10 21.8 2 37 32.9 
3 11 34c5 3 47 61.6 
t1 13 49.4 4 32 81.1 
5 18 70.1 . 5 18 92.1 
h 17 RQ.7 6 6 95.7 
7 4 94.3 7 3 97.6 
8 2 96u6 8 2 98.8 
9 9 

10 1 97.7 10 

11 1 98.9 11 

12 12 

13 13 1 99.4 
14 1 6 100.0 14 
15 15 

16 

87 17 

18 1 100.0 

164 



E. Jurv Composition 
'I 

CRIMINAL 

M 

F 

' . 
. ' 

CI'iTIL •. _-

1>1 

F 

Total 

- Race and Sex -----

w 

569 

(49.6) 

452 

(39.4) 

1021 

(89.0) 

W 

701 

(46.5) 

642 

(42.6) 

1343 

(89.1) 

B 

63 

(5.5) 

62 

(5.5) 

125 

(11.0 ) 

B 

79 

(5.3) 

85 

(5.6) 

164 

(11.9) 

18 

Total 

632 

(55.1) 

514 

(54.9) 

1146 

(100.0) 

Total 

780 

(51.8) 

727 

(48.2) 

1507 

(100.0) 
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JURY VERDICTS 

(January 1977 - April 1978) 

An analy~is of civil and criminal jury verdicts in SQ~~it 

C-c:unty Common Pleas Court over a sixteen month period o:fers no con­

~lusive support to the theory that jurors becomes "seasoned" during 

their term of service. Even though the ratio of plaintiff to de­

iendant verdicts and of guilty to non-guilty verdicts varies accord­

ing to the week of service, the difference is not statistically 

s~~l:ificant. The conclusion is ~hat jurors do not change much in 
thei~ decisions during their term of service; that is, fresh jurors 

du net favor the defendant in either civil or criminal trials any 

mor~ than those jurors with more experience. 

All three "hung" juries in criminal cases occured during 

tllird we~ks of jury service. This is also not significant because 

of the small nlli'TIber. These three tlhung" :: uri no:< m; crhi- hp A; vi A""A by 

chance among the groups or bunched without proving any real relation­

ship. However, it may suggest that jurors becorre tired or polarized 

uti their terms of ser.vice drag on. 

In civil cases tnere was much less variation tram firs~ 

week jurors tu second and third week jurors than one could expect to 

c~cur by chance. Plaintiff verdicts were reached in 114 trials (66%) 

of the total of 174 civil trials. The percentages for first, second, 

Dl~ third week jurors were close to the overall percentage. 

In criminal cases, 82 guilty verdicts were returned in 100 
trials. First and third week jurors returned approximately the same 

porcentage of guilty verdicts but second week jurors returned guilty 

verdicts in 33 out of 36 cases. This high percentage (92%) of guilty 

verdicts is not statistically significant because of the small number 

of verdicts included. 
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JURY VERDICTS 

(January 1977 - April 1978) 

CRIMINAL CIVIL ---
G NG Hung TOTAL 'P D Hl.I~ 

1st "leek 24 7 31 39 20 

2nd wf'c'k 33 3 36 42 17 1 

3rd \-wek 24 5 3 32 32 21 

4th wE'ek 1 1 

5th week 1 1 

All weeks 82 15 3 100 114 59 1 

PERCENI1AGE 

G NG Hung TOTAL p D !:!:ung 'J -, 
1st week 77 23 100 66 34 

2nd week 92 8 100 70 28 2 

3rd week 75 16 9 100 60 40 

4th wc~k 50 50 

5th week 100 100 

All weeks 82 15 3 100 66 33 1 
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Juror Usage Measure~ents 

(1) The Juror Usage Index (JUI) is an excellent overall 

measure of juror. utilizatiun efficier:cy. The JUI is best calculate 

on a monthly basi::; by dividing the number of paid jurors days fer 

that month ~y the total number of trial days for that wonth. Be­

~anse Summit County Corrnon Pleas Cot-:.rt uses 8- and 12- n~emb€':!. 

juries, the number of trial days is \Arej ghted, as can be seen in 
the sample ua.ta in Appendix 

3UI 
guror days availa~le 
Total trial days 

JTJI (1977) January 

February 

l·iarch 

Apri: 
t,(_ •• 
A """"'..l 

June 

July 

August 

Septembl2l. 

October 

November 

DeGember 

JUI (1978) ~ January 

February 

!'larch 

J.'l.pri1 

l\1ay 

.-rune 

l:<lean (1977) ::: 23.B 

Mean (1978) ::::: 19.6 

::::: 28.8 
::: 24.9 
::: 24.3 

= 22.0 
." , ..._- -

= 27.1 

- 26.2 

= 23.9 

= 23.6 
:::: 19.9 

= 20.8 

= .22.5 

= 18~8 

::: 19.9 

= 19.3 

= 22.0 
::: 19.0 

= 18.4 

'--_____ . ____ . _____________ ~ ---~-------------------I 
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The smaller the JUl, the better the performance in utiliz­

:ing jurors. It has been recommended that the JUI not exceed 20. 

Although the average JUI in 1977 exceeded this recoIT:mended goal, the 

individual JUI in Eive of the first six months of 1978 and the avora~ 

JUI for this same period have been lower than 20. The court is confj 

en~ that JUI indices under 20 can be maintained in future jury syste~ 

operation. 

The court can also use the JUI in predicting cost savin~s 

:i n juro:;:- fees. A one-point reJuction in the JUI will 2.hmys r;roduce 

a dcllar savings equal to the daily fee times the number of wei']htcd 

trial da:'ls associated with that JUl. For example, the nun'ber of 

~eightEd trial days in Appendix D is 110.0. Since the daily juror 

f8Q is $10.00 in cur ~ourt, the dollar savings produced by reducing 

the JUI from 18.S to 17.8 would be calculated! 

nnllars Saved Per Month = (Daily Fee) (Weighted Trial Days) 

{L!.C.C} 

= $1100. 

P.nnual Savings = $13,200. 

(2) Juror Days Per Trial (JDPT) is another measure of 

efficient juror utiiization. Similar to the JUI, tho JDPT is cal­

culated by dividing the total number of paid juror days in that month 

by the number of trials. In Appendix D f the total number of j~ror 

ddyS served is 2071 and there were 54 trials (34 civil and 20 crimina 

during the month. When divided I a JDPT of 38.3 is achieved. 

It has been recommended that. the JDPT not exceed 40. If a 

larg8 number of jurors are in the pool each morning and there are few 

trials scheduled or a large number cancelled, a large JDPT will 

plobably result. We have found this not to be the case in Summit 

County. 



JDP'l' 
Nurrber of juror 9~ served 
Number of trials 

JDPT (1977)-

JDP'i' (1978) 

Dlean (1977) = 

Mean (1978) = 
& 

January 

February 

March 

April 

May 

June 

July 

l-\ugust 

September 

October 

Noverr.ber 

December 

. Jinuary 

February 

March 

April 
May 

June 

45.8 

39.1 

= 

= 
= 

-

= 
= 

= 
= 

= 
= 
= 

= 

= 

= 
= 
= 
= 
-
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57.2 

47.7 

45.0 

43.8 

43.3 

51.3 

47.0 

46.1 

47.5 

38.2 

39.5 

42.9 

38.3 

39.5 

41.3 

40.1 
37.4 

37.7 

(3) People Brought In (PBI) is basicly the same as the 

JDPT but \vi th one exception. In the PBI, the number of juror days 

that were used on continuing voir dires or trials at the start of . 
each day are subtracted from the total number of juror days served 

in that month before dividing by the number of trials that month. 

It i.s recommended that the PBI not exceed 30. 

Number of juror days served, less juror 
PBr - days on continuing voir clires or trials 

Number of trials 



PBl (1977) 

PBI (1978) 

Mean (1977) 

Mean (1.978) 

January 

February 

l-1arch 

April 

May 
June 

~ruly 

August 

Sep'cember 

October 

November 

December 

January 

February 

!!arch 

April 

May 

June 

29.9 

27.6 

24 

= 3~.7 

== 30.9 

-- 31.9 

- 28.7 

- 32.7 
:: 34.8 

-. 29.3 

== 27.9 
-. 28.'" 

== 26 .. 3 
-. 29.4 

- 25.3 

:: 28.0 
::: 30.1 

== 27.2 

== 25.4 

== 28.8 

== 26~O 

(4) Interval (111il1utes) bet~';een "Panel Reques ted" <l!'d 

"Par.e1 Arrived in Courtroom" ~ This :mebsurement snmJs the jur.y 

systernVs responsiveness in delivering panels to courtrooms after 

t.hey are ~equcst(!d. It is useful because it can ir.ciicat(; to 

judges atvut how far in advance of actual need he should ~end for 
a panel. 

The recommended goal is a tiIt.le interval less than 15 
minutes. However p one wait in 20 beyond twice the average is 
accertable in most courts. 

These average time intervals for trials in the first 
sixteen months in our court are as follows: 
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(19 7 7) January .- 23.7 minutes 
February = 17.0 " 
March ::: 19.0 " 
April = 17.4 II 

i-lay = 18.1 ., 

June = 14.9 " 
July = 15.7 " 
A.ugust = 13.8 1/ 

September = 16.4 " 
October = 15.1 " 
November = 13.7 " 
December = 14.8 11 

(1978) January -- 13.1 minutes 
February = 14.2 " 
March ::: 16.1 " 
April ::: 12.6 \I 

Mean (1977) ::: 16 .. 6 minutes 
M~a!l (1978) = lll.Q rr.in1J.te:.; 

(5) Int.erval (minutes) "Panel Arrived in Courtro0rn ll 

and "Voir Dire Started ll
• This measure~ent can indicate how often 

pa.nels are called prematurely and must wait for the jud~Je. It car, 
also indicate Yo-hether the wait is routinE~ court operation or is 

only unique to certain judges. Long delays can be ~nalyzed individ­

ually to see if some ccrr.mon factors exist that. might be Rnticipated 
,~ 1 or corrected. Frequent y it is just a breakdown in organizational 

communication that can be easily remedied once it is identified. 

. The recommended goal is a time interval of less than 15 

min1.1tes. The averages in Surr.mi t County Common Pleas Court have 
been: 

(1977) January ::: 24.4 minutes 
February = 18.3 " 
March = 16.6 " 
April ::: 14.2 " 



(1978) 

Mean (1977) = 
l>1ean (1978) = 

May = 
June :::: 

July = 
August = 
September = 
October = 
November = 
December = 

January = 

February = 

March = 

April = 

15.5 minutes 
12.5 minutes 
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13.8 minutes 
16.0 " 
15.3 " 
13.2 If 

14.7 " 
12.5 " 
12.9 " 
14.0 " 

12.0 minutes 
13.6 II 

10.0 " 
14.4 " 

The aVtJrage ur LlH::~ UULd Li..UH of voir dires frr th~ period 
of January, 1977 through April, 1978 are: 

January, 1977 Civil Tri.als 54.3 IPinutes 
Criminal Trials - 88.7 " 
All Trials 71.3 II 

Februa;y, 1977 Civil Trials 51.6 minutes 
Criminal Trials 96.6 " 
All Trials 74~1 II 

March, 1977 Civil Trials 52.9 minutes 
Criminal Trials 114.7 " 
All Trials 77.2 " 

April, 1977 Civil Trials 48.1 minutes 
Criminal Trials - 72.0 " 
All Trials 52.9 II 



May, 1977 

June, 1977 

Jul;tr 1977 

Ausust r 1977 

SeEt.ember l 1977 

October, 1977 

Novernber, 1977 

December, 1977 

January, 1978 

. 

Civil Trials. 

Criminal Trials -
All Trials 

Civil Trials 
Criminal Trials -
All Trials 

Civil Trials 

Criminal Trials -
All Trials 

Civil rrrials 

Criminal Trials -
All Trials 

Civil Trials 
Criminal Trials -
All Trials 

Civil Trials 
Criminal Trials -
All Trials 

Civil Trials 
Criminal Trials -
All Trials 

Civil Trials 
Criminal Trials 
All Trials 

Civil Trials 

Criminal Trials -
All .Trials 

27 

59.3 minutes 
Bl.7 II 

67.9 " 

53.8 minutes 
73.7 " 
60.7 " 

69.4 minutes 
80.1 " 
72.4 II 

50.9 minutes 
69.8 II 

55.5 " 

57.8 minutes 
73.0 II 

62.0 " 

49.4 minutes 
83.3 " 
65.2 " 

47.1 minutes 
104.5 II 

67.4 " 

47.8 minutes 
65.5 " 

54.9 " 

50.1 minutes 
71. 0 

56.8 

II 

" 
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I>'eb:z:uary, 1978 Civil Trials 53.1 minutes 
Criminal Trials 69.5 VI 

1'.11 Tria:'..s 60.9 " 

~arch, 1978 civil Trials 57.0 minutes 
Criminal Trials 63.6 " 
All Trials 58.9 « 

~pril, 1978 Civil Trials 55.9 minutes 
Criminal Trials 61.2 " 
All Trials 57,,5 " 

Mean (1977) Civil Trials 53.4 minute~~ 

Criminal Trials 83.4 " 
All Trials 64.6 II 

Mean (1978) Civil lJ.'rials 54.1 minutes 
Criminal Trials 66.4 " 
All Trials 58.5 H 

". 
;;.:,-
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A. Qualified List 

Each January the two jury commissioners r(2cc.'ive a list 

of all registered voters in the county from the boar5 of elections 

This list is in alphabetical order by ward and precin~ls. For 

exareple, all Akron voters in ward 1, precinct lA are alph3betized, 

then followed by those in ward 1, precinct lB. This process is 

continued through Akron's ward 10, precinct Z. Then th~ voters 

in all the other county municipalities are alphabetized in the 

Bt:lme manner. 

The random-start/fixed-interval method of randomization 

is then utilized. The number of names to be selected from the 

source list is divided int.o the total number on the list. The 

resulting n~~er i~ c~llcd ~n intcrv~l. If; for exaffiple, We need 

17,000 names and the size of the voter registration list is 

250,000, we merely divide 250,000 by 17,000 to achieve an interval 

of 14.7 (rounded to IS). The presiding judge then selects a 

random number ranging from 1 to 15. This is the starting nurrber 

(i. e., random start) corresponding to the first name of the 

subset. The i:nterval number is then added successively to the 

starting number of determine the 17,000 names in the subset. 

Bo Summoning 

When the qualified list is established in August, 

another randomization process is used to create subs8ts of 

p=ospective jurors to be later summoned. Eighteen to nineteen 

sub~ets of 250 each are generated. This amounts to 4,500 being 

summoned during the course of the following year. Therefore, 

if a registered voter qualifies as a prospective juror, he . 

stands about a 50% chance to be summoned for jury duty~ 
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ELH1EUI 5 COST ANn C011Dill~ 

. 
A. Term of Service 

Summit County's jury service term is presently 3 weeks 

long. This is in accordance with the Ohio Revised Code Section 
2313.24 which states that, 

~IThe number ordered for the first part of the term .•. 
shall be surrmoned to be present during the first three 
consecutive calendar weeks of the term •.• and in IH;:e 
manner, jurors shall be drawn and summoned ~or each 
succeeding three 'Vleeks .•• This shall not apply to 
counties less than one hundred thousand population, 
according to the last federal census, in which cases 
the judge shall make rules and regulations in his own 
county applicable to such matters." 

During the last five jury terms, jurors were surveyed 

choices of the following terms of service: 1 day, 1 week, 2 
weeks, 3 weeks, 4 weeks, and 5 weeks. Responses were given by 

273 jurors. A breakdown of these responses is as follows: 

1 day o 

1 we:ek 12 (4.4%) 

2 weeks 32 (11. 7%) 

3 weeks 206 (75.5%) 

4 ",eeks 15 (5.5%) 

5 weeks 8 2.9%) 

TOTAL 273 (100.0%) 

As the survey indicates, three out of four jurors favor 

the present 3 week jury term. Because of this preference and 

because our jury system administration functions very well on a 

three week basis, we have decided to retain the three week term 
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B. Juror Fees 

As of November 9, 1977, juror fees in Ohio increased 

from $5.00 per day to either $10.00 or $15.00 per day. Section 

2313.34 of the Ohio Revised Code states that, 

"The compensation of each juror shall be fixed by 
resolution of the board of county cOIT~issionersf 
not to exceed fifteen dollars for each days attend­
ance, payable out of the county treasury. .1\.fter 
ten days of actual service, the compensation of a 
juror shall be fixed at not less than fifteen doll­
ars for each additional day of actual service." 

Although Summit County is allowed to pay as high as 

$15.00 per day for each of the first ten days served, it has 

opted ~o pay only $10.00 per day. We have recommended to the 

Smumit County Commissioners that jurors be paid $15.00 for 

each and every day served during the three week term. 

Co Loss of Juror Income 

In tabulating responses of the juror exit questionnaire, 

we have found that only 3% of jurors suffered financial loss by 

serving. This low percentage can be attributed to two factors: 
4 

(1) Many corp0rations in Summit County, particularly 

the rubber and tire industry concentrated in Akron, 

actively encourage their employees to serve on 

jury duty. These companies pay the difference 

between an employee's daily jury fee and his regular 

income. Unions have even bargained for the right 

of its members to serve without penalties or re­

prisals. 

(2) In many instances, potential jurors are excused 

because of economic hardship. If all persons who 

had been summoned were forced to serve, this per­

centage would be substantially higher. 
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D. p-eEetition of Service 

The Ohio Revised Code, Section 2313.34, states that 

"s person discharged ••• is prohibited from jury service in 

any court of the state until the second jury ye~r after the 
'day of his last service." 

In Summit County, about 12% of all jurors have had 

prior jury service. This low percentuge signifies good 

randoroization in both the qualifying and sununoning processes. 

E. Costs 

Total jury days served 

(1st half - 1977) 

Total jury da,ys served 

(2nd half - 1977) 

Net Difference 

(between 1st half - 1977 
and 1st half 1978) 

Total juror fees 

(1st half - 1977) 

Total juror fees 

(2nd half - 1977) 

11,696 

11,567 

-954 

$ 58,480.00 

$ 68,040.00 



Total juror fees 

(1st half - 1978) 

Cost Difference 

(between 1st half - 1977 
and 1st half - 1978) 

34 

$114,310.00 

*Even though less juror days w~re used in the first half 

of 1978 than i11 the fJrst half of 1977 I the significant in­

crease in juror fees paid can be attributed to the ircrease 

of juror fees from $5.00 to $10.00 and $15.00 ~~w paid jur0rs. 
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A. Juror Feedback 

In order to obtain juror feedback, jurors were asked 

to complete exit questionnaires during the last week of their 

s~rvice term. Overall, 1177 jurors voluntarily filled out these 

questionnaires and provi~ed valuable comments concerning their 
j\U"y service. 

AGE: 

SEX: 

R1'l.CE: 

The demographic characteristics of these jurors are: 

18 to 

21 to 

25 to 

35 to 

45 to 

55 to 

65+ 

Male 

Female 

White 

Black 

Other 

20 

24 

34 

44 

54 
64 

52 ( 4.7%) 

117 (10.5%) 

212 (19.1%) 

195 (17.1%) 

278 (24.6%) 
248 (2l.9'z.) 

9 ( 0.8%) 

1111 (100 .. 0%) 

546 (47.2%) 

611 (52.8%) 

1157 (100.0%) 

984 (90.4%) 

101 ( 9.3%) 

4 ( 0.3%) 

1089 (100.0%) . 



EMPLOYMENT: 

IN::OME: 

Home maker 

Student 

Factory Worker (Skilled) 

Factory Worker (Unskilled) 

Retail Clerk 

Office Clerk or Secretary 

Outside Sa1eman 

Construction Worker 

Government Korkor 

Business Executive 

Technician 

Professibnal 

Self-Employed 

Management (Salaried) 

Unemployed 

Retired 

Other 

Under $ 5,000 

$ 5,000 - $10,000 

$10,006 - $15,000 

$15,000 - $20,000 

$20,000 - $30,000 

$30,000+ 

-109 

- 16 

-233 

-139 

- 49 

-121 

- 11 

- 20 

- 31 

- 24 

-102 

- 66 

- 37 

- 87 

- 29 

- 17 

- 48 

11.39 

- 42 

-131 

-479 

-283 

-103 

- 64 

1102 

36 

( 9.6%) 

( 1.4%) 

(20.5%) 

(12.2%) 

( 4.3%) 

(10.6%) 

1. 0%) 

1. 8%) 

( 2.7%) 

2.1%) 

( 9.0%) 

( 5.8~) 

( 3.2%) 

( 7.6%) 

( 2.5%) 

( 1.5!t) 

4.2%.) 
t1 ('\0 ('\9-' \ ___ D __ ~ 

( 3.8%) 

(1149%) 

(43.5¥-) 

(25.7%) 

( 9.3%) 

( 5.8%) -
(100.0%) 
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RESIDENCE: 

CITIES 

Akron -527 (45.3%) 

Barberton - 79 ( 6.8%) 

Cuyahoga Falls 97 8.3% } 

Stow - 60 5.2%} 

Tow""NSHIPS 

Bath - 16 1. 4%) 

Boston 4 003%) 

Copley - 30 2.6%) 

Coventry - 23 2.0% ) 

Franklin - 31 ( 2.7%) 

Green - 42 ( 3.6%) 

Northampton 8 0.7%) 

Northfield Center 12 \ 1. 0%) 

Norton - 37 3.2%) 

Richfield - 14 1.2%) 

Sagamore Hills 2 0.2%) 

Springfield - 21 ( 1.8%) 

'l'allmadge - 32 2.8%} 

Twinsburg - 29 2.5%} 

VILLAGES 

Boston Heights 7 0.6%} 

Clinton 9 0.8%) 

Hudson - 22 ( 1.9%) 

Macedonia 6 ( 0.5%) 

Mogadore - 14 ( 1.2%) 

Monroe Falls - 10 0.9%) 

Northfield - 13 ( 1.1%) 

Peninsula 9 ( 0.8%) 

Remindersville 3 ( 0.2%) 

Silver Lake 6 0.5%) 

1163 (100.0%) 
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Jurors 'V;ere asked the following basic quest-i.ens regardin 

their experiences as a juror: 

(1) How many times were you chosen to report to a court· 

room for the jury selection process? 

Answers ranged from 1 to 7 times reporting for voir dire. 

Those jurors on call were the ones reporting less frequently and 

those serving the full three weeks reported more frequently. The 

average was 4.4 times. 

(2) How many times were you actually sele~ted to be a 

juror? 

Ans\yers ranged from 0 to 4 times as serving on a jury. 

Som~ jurors ~ere challenged every time they reported. The average 

n.umber of times selected was 2.20 

(3) Have you ever served on jur::, d.'.:t~t b<;f('~c? 

Twelve percent of the surveyed jurors indica'~ed that 

they have had prior jury service. The average number of times 

of prior service ~1aS 1.7. 

(4) Hmv '/lould you rate the following factors? 

Good Adequate Poor .. 

Ad Initial Orientation 92% 7% 1% 

B. Treatment by Court 95% 5% 0% 
Personnel 

C. Physical Comforts 80% 18% 2% 

D. Physical Safety 85% 11% 4% 

E. Parkin.g 30% 37% 33% 

F. Eating Facilities 46% 31% 23% 

G. Scheduling of your 58% 23% 19% 
time 
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(5) Did you lose income as the result of your jury 
service? 

Only 3% of those jurors surveyed indicated they suffered 

financial loss by serving on jury duty. However, it should be 

remembered that many of those who would have suffered an income 
loss had already been excused from service. 

(6) After having served, what is your impression of 
jury service? 

A. The sam,;: as before favorable. 56% 

B. 'l'he same as before unfavorable. 1% 

C. l-iore fa"vorable than before. 41% 

D. Less favorable than before. 2% 

Transportation Survey 

Before the Court implemented the jurcr METRO Rider Plan, 

i't had to assess the need of such a program. The Jm~ project 

staff surveyed 181 jurors during the period of July 25 - October 

11, 1977 to elicit their reaction to the proposed plan of reduced 

fares. Based 011 the responses, the plan ",as implemented on 
May I, 1978. 

The results of this survey are: 

166 (91.7%) 

15 (8.3%) 

139 (76.8%) 

42 (23.2%) 

23 (13.9%) 

own a car. 

do not own a car. 

drove to the courthouse for jury duty. 
did not drive to the courthouse. 

of the 166 who own a car did not drive to the court' 



, 

20 (87.0%) 

128 (70.7%) 

53 (29.3%) 

93 (66.9%) 

46 (33.1%) 

38 (82.6%) 

8 (1704%) 

99 (S4.6%) 

63 (45.3%) 

76 (54.7~) 
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of the 23 who own a car and did not drive to th~ 
courthouse indicated they would drive if free or 
reduced rates were provided. 

are served by public transportation. 
are not served by public transportation. 

of the 139 who drove arc served by public trnnsportc 

of the 139 are not served by puhlic transportation. 

of the 46 not served by public transportation wOllld 
use it if it were available. 
of these 46 wovld still not usc public transportatic 
even if it were available. 

of the 181 would use METRO if free or reduced rates 
were available. 

of the 139 who drove would use HETRO. 
of the 139 who drovo '{ ... ould ctiJl not use HETP.O evc.:n 
if rates were free or reduced. 

B. Juror Comfort;::; 

A considerable amount of money from the grant was spent 

on improving juror comfort. These irr.provements include: 

(1) New carpeting t.hat has been ordered and will be 

installed in the near future. 

(2) Padded chairs and new tables. 

(3) Complete renovation of the ladies' lounge. 

(4) Minor renovation of the mens' restroom. 

(5) A new public address systern~ 

(6) A stereo system for listening pleasure. 

(7) Subscriptions to 30 magazines suitable to all 
reading interests. 

(8) A new code-a-phone system that jurors can call at 

their convenience. 
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We conducted a study con~crning possible subsidation of 

juror parking fees. We found that many parking spaces in the 

vicinity of the courthouse are already rented on a monthly basis. 

Those spaces that are available require too large of nn expenditur 

to make subsida~ion feasible at this time. 

To help alleviate the parking problem, the project 

impler'iented a plan to encClurage jurors to use METRO. (Akron's 

publj.c transportation system.) All jurors were giveL a free 

ticket on the first day of service that entitled them to two free 

rides on ~XTRO. In addition, they were given the opportunity to 

purchase lO-ride tickets for only $1.75 which is a 50% discount 

f.ccm the regular ticket price of $3.50. The difference was p<:tid 

for out of grant monies. 

This half-price ticket plan was enthusiastically receive 

by jurors. However, after the grant is terminated, the funding 

of the plan is uncertain. It is hopeful that it can continue and 

c~ Citizen Information 

One of the major objectives of our project has been to 

convince the cornnunity of the merits of jury service and to dispel 

popular rumors and myths. To this extent we have used all of the 

functioning media in our community. v-7e have had judges and advisol 

cOL~ittee members frequently speak to community groups, appear on 

radio talk shows, and discuss jury service during television inter­

views on three of the four networks serving the Akron area. 

We have also introduced a juror orientation film for new 

jury panels and we are presently producing a film strip as a 

supplement to this film. Both will be available to public and 

private citizen groups and schools after the termination of this 

project. With the cooperation of the University of Akron, we have 
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implement-eel a jury and court seminar that junior and senior high 

school teacher may attend for credit. This seminar will be cont­
inued after the projec~rs conclusion. 

We have had at least 12 a~ticles about our jury sYEte:n 

puhlisheel by nIl the newspape~s (both daily and weekly) in ou~ 

communi ty. Art:icles have also been published by loce'll inc;u~; trL;r: 

in their employee papers. P~rtherrnore, our assistant project dire! 

conducted ~ training seminar for judges at the Ohio Judicio! 

Ccnference. We havp also in! tia ted a cumpaign of puLli~ s(;rvice 

announcements to enccurage citizen p3.rticipation in cur jury syste: 

We. have tried to foster the understanding among our citizens that 
the jury system is their "system". 
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ELEr1HH 7 - ~DRK 

Many test courts in the Juror Usage and Managelilent 

Project have installed various data processing systems to 

facilitate thc~ opc~r;J.tion of their j\:ry systems. However, 

we feel that the efficiency of our jury system would not 

be enhancec:' by the addi tion of a corr,pt:ter system. Our 

ccmnt~y computer system is already operating beyond i b, 

normal capacity EO it would be necess2ry to buy a complete 

data prccessil:g system x-ather than connect a terI:1inal to 

the county cO!lputer. 

Therefore, we have elected to retain our manual 

paper work procedures. \-'7e feel tha't our Court has refined 

our internal a~~inistrative system to such a point that 

paper work has been reduced to an absolute minimum. At 

this time the only addition ",·e are recommenC1ing lS the 

iwplernentation of a juror information card. 

Currently a panel sheet which lists each juror's 

name, address, and occupation is available to the judge 

and both attorneys during the voir dire. Any additional 

information mus.t be elicited from each individual juror. 

11 

The information card we recommend would contain 

additional information about jurors~ This card could be 
mailed with the summons, filled out by the prospective 

juror and then returned on the first day of service. Extra 

cards would be made available to those who forget ·them. 

In addition to being xeroxed to generate a punel 

list to be used by the judge and attorneys during voir dire, 

other uses of this information card is possible. One is to 

e;}cpedite the roll call and attendance procedure. The cards 
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could be colle~ted on the first day, displayed in a rack and 

removed and deposited in a box by each juror as he arrives 

every day. Attendance could be noted on the back by the jury 

J?ailiff. 

Another use of the juror information card is as a 

payment voucher. Pay can be calculated and noted on the 

card. After cards are copied to create a court record, they 

can be forwarded to the payment authority. 

For a sample of the jury information card we have 

proposed to the court, please refer to Appendix E. 
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...,..."ELEr ....... 1 ...... EtU-l-1I--'><-.B __ --'>!J.URY STATUTES 

Chapter 2313 of the Ohio Revised Code outlines the 
procedures that Ohio courts are to follow in operating their 

jury systems. The applicable section of the Code is contained 

in Appendix. 

Two important statutory changes were enacted by the 
Ohio legislature in the last year. The first limited the 

n~~er of statutory exemptions that could be claimed by pros­

pective jurors, and the second increased the amount of daily 

jm::::>r fees. 

A. Statutory Exemptions 

l'rior to November 9, 1977, the following persons 

could claim an exemption from jury service: 

( 1) Public officers 

(2) Clergymen 

(3) Priests 

(il) Physicians 

(5) Attorneys 

(6) Registered 11urses 

(7) Dentists 

(8) School teachers 



46 

(9) Nuns 

(10) Members of a police force 

(11) Firemen ernployr:d by a municipal authorit.y 

(12) Persons over 70 years of age 

After November 9, 1977, only the following could claim su.:::h 

an exemption: 

(1) Elected public officials 

(2) Physicians 

(3) Attorneys 

(4) Persons over 70 years of age 

Furthermore, the law stipulates that these persons "may 

rec;ruest exemption from jury service by filing \,,'ri tten notict?: with tl1e 

clerk of courts. The written notice shall state the classification 

under which the person requests exemption and shall be effective as 

a c.:.rrant of exemption upon receipt and verification by the clerk"tI 
il 

'B. Juror Fees 

The old law fixed juror fees at an amount "not to exceed 

five dollars for each day's attendance and in addition, jurors shall 

be allowed five cents a mile for each mile travelled by the nearest 

route from said juror's place of residence to the county seat and 

ret:urn to home once per day •• 0" 
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The amended section of the Ohio Revised Code mandates that 

~Qthe compensation of each juror shall be fixed by resolution of the 

bo~~d of county commissioners, not to exceed fifteen dollars for each 

dayVs attendance, p3yable out of the county treasury. After ten days 

of actual service the compensation of a juror shall be fixed at not 

less than fift8en dollars for each additional day of actv31 servic~. 

Residcr:ts of townships that art~ comprised entirely of islands shel] be 

reimbursed for such additional t:ransporta tion costs ... in such amount 

as is ccrtifieC to be due by a judge of the court in which such servic 

is performed .. " 
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ELEf'lENT 9 JURY SYSIEfiE.Uill 

Summit County Court of Common Pleas presently operates 

'\'lithout a formal jury system plan. The project staff has rE'com­

ended that the court administrator, jury bailiff and the two 

jury commissioners develop a cOlt1plete plan such as th~ one out~ 
lL1ed belo,,;. 

In reviewing other jury system plans r wE. h'3.ve found 

that the one recormnended by Pabst and Munsterman in ;} Gl1}_'Je~c 

Jury SystemJ:lana~~~E:'..en~ to be the most suitable. Such c.' plan 

wculd provide inforrrntion atout the Cou=t's policies &nd pr0~ed­

ures in sufficient detail to guide all personnel in the operation 
of an orderly and integrated system. 

II. a~NDOMIZATION 

A. Selection from the ~aster list 

Eo Panel assignment 

1I1o SELECTION PROCESS 

Ap Source and master lists 

B. Disqualifications 

c. Exemptions 

D. Excusals 

E~ Qualification and s11mmoning (l-stepj 

F. Specification and forms 

G .. Delivery and follow-up 



IV. JURY SERVICE 

A. T~rm of service 

B. Juror fees 

C. Enrollment procedures 

1. Juror check-in 

2. Excuses 

3. Postponement 

4. Orientation 

5. Lounge procedures 

6. Payment procedures 

V 0 MANAGEMEl\T PLAN 

A. Responsibilities 

B. Selection and service reports 

c. Juror eva~uat~on 

VI. REVIEW OF PROCEDURES 

A. Source lists 

B. Jury system plan 
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QUESTIOi\!!\iAlRE 

of8lrth ____________ -=-_ 

Ilone: Bw!nMl _________ Residenco _______________ _ 

I 

~u hliVfl pnHC'we' 1109 chnd,5n, ___ _ If 50, can plans be mella for thel- Gu;>ai'.·:alcn D1d 
, 

~U IWrva Iii II Juror7 

,)yef _____________ Occupa!fon 

~r cf'lizenshlp r1ghtG presently forfeited by reason of a felony conviction Yoo ___ No __ _ 

you M'IVed IllS. Juror In the pS$t 2 yellr8~_1f so, when _____ . ___ _ 

U hwe any dlubUity which may Impair your capacity to sarvG 0S Il Juror 8uch DS Implllred eyesight 

____ ,If SO, stele Its nalure and elctent and please enclose 0 doctor's certificate or you wlli 

u read, write, spoal: and understand Ih" English language? Yes ___ No __ _ 

u claiming lin exemption based on a state stlltute or do 'IOU know of eny reason why you conno! 

8 juror1 _______ 11 80, please stat a Bxemption or reason. 

\RKS: 

answers to the foregoing qUllStlonl lira true lind correct to the best of my knowledge end 

rmct A.dd«m) ____________ ITown Et Zip CodeJ _____ _ 

Data Signed _________ _ 

I, 

OFFICEOFTHE 

JURY COMMISSION OF SUMMITCOIJKiY, OtilC 

fat Any Inlonnatlen or Clufl!;lloos 
P:~ ... Can, 

mSOI2Nn4-9621 
~ tho ho:m el9 A.M. & 4 PM. om v 

According 10 the law of the Slata of Ohio, you hllve boon relected, III !l pro!pl)Ct!"o'O Jutw for the Comroon 
Pleas Court of Summit County, Ohio. 

In order 10 assist In dotermlnlng whether you meet the legal requlr8mGnt9 for sorvlce liS a Juror, th3 Court ill 
requesting thot you answer tha questions conlained on the left of this page. You are &$lJ:.sd to fill tha ~u01tIoi1-
naire oUlln Ink and RETURN WITHIN FIVE DAYS, using this pocket envolope. 

THIS IS NOT A SUMMONS TO APPEAR: " you ero chosen to servll BS II juror, you will recelvt! .ufflClent 
notice. 

You musl fill in this form and return same to tho Jury Commission. 

Your faiiure to fill out and return this Questionnaire will resuh in your being notified to appear perzooany 

before tho presiding judga at the Summit County Court House. to qualify for jury service, under penalty as pre­

scribed by law for failure to so appear. 

EXEMPTIONS: The following persons are exempt from jury service by Ohio Law: Elected Public OffICers; 
Physicians; Attorneys·at·Law; and every person over 70 years old. ThUll exemption. may bo waived by 

you. However, you must fill out and return this form even though you may b!i IIxempt. Any person requesting 

/I statutory exemption from Jury service may file a written notice with the clork of courts. Tho written notice 
shall state the c1assifiesl'on under which the person requests exemption lind 'hell be eHectlvo lIS II grllnt of 
exemption upon receipt and vorificatlon by tha clerk of courts. 

U1 
o 
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APPENDIX B 

JURISDICTIONS WI~'I!IN SUMMIT COUNTY 

cities POEulation l?ercentag~ ----
Akron 275,425 48~95 
Cuyahoga Falls 49,678 8 .. 83 
i3zu:berton 33,052 5 .. 87 
Stow 19,847 3~53 

Villaqes ---:::--
Boston Heights 846 .. 15 
Clinton 1,335 .24 
Fairlawn 6,102 1 .. 08 
Hudson 3;933 .,70 
Lakemore 2,708 .48 
Macedonia 6,375 1.13 
Mogadore 3,207 .57 
f4unroe Fall::: 3,794 .67 
Northfield 1,089 .19 
Peninsula 692 .12 
!l~~~i~~c"!:"'.;rill.e 215 _OA 
Richfield 3 Q 22& .57 
Silver Lake 3,637 .65 

TO'Y7nships 

Bath 7,552 1 .. 34 
Boston 1 / 504 .27 
Copley 14,735 2.62 
Coventry 13,429 2039 
Franklin 15,114 2.69 
Green 13,473 2.39 
Hudson 4,462 079 
Northampton 5,662 1.01 
Northfield Center 2,162 .,38 
Norton 12,308 2.19 
Richfield 4 p 943 .88 
Sagamore Hills 12,152 2 0 16 
Springfield 16,921 3.01 
Tallmadge 15,274 2.71 
Twinsburg 7,847 1.40 

TOTAL 562,701 100.00 
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REGISTERED VOTERS 

Octc·ber 4, 1976 

NUMBER OF NU1·1BER QUALIFIED PER. OF va 
REG~ VOTERS WHO QU.i\.LIF 

CITIES 

l~k!:on 108 r 228 3983 3uGa 
Cuyalloga Falls 23,522 860 3.66 
13a:rbe:=ton 13,226 607 4.59 

Stm'l 11,284 390 3.46 
VILLAGES --.--
Boston Heights 442 25 5.66 
Clinton 534 32 6000 
Hudson 2u 741 94 3.43 

Lakemore 1!133 21 1.85 
Mr:;cl?donia 2,485 65 2.62 
Mogadore .i,.')!1S - 45 "" ,.,'" .c...LJ..c.. 

Monroe Falls 1,935 73 3.77 
Northfield 1,495 76 5.08 
Peninsula 388 30 7.73 
Re.minder sville BOO 12 1.50 
Richfield 1,749 43 2.46 

Silver Lake 2,,031 47 2.31 
Tm'l'NSHIPS 

(j 

Ba"th 4,971 147 2096 
Boston 736 23 3.13 
Copley 4,763 264 5.54 
Coventry 5,770 140 2.43 

Franklin 7,904 178 2.25 

Green 8,074 202 2.50 

Hudson 3,276 103 3014, 
Northampton 3 Q465 40 1.15 
Northfield Center 2,104 99 4071 

Norton 5,862 229 3.91 

Richfield 686 17 2.48 

Sagamore Hills 3,230 24 .74 
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NUMBER OF NUMBER QUALIFIED PER. OF' , 
P..EG <> VC'1'ERS WHO QUAL~ 

'rmmSHIPS 

Springfield 1,,127 207 2.90 
T~llmadge 7,993 318 3098 
Tt1insburg 2,853 115 4 .. 03 

TOTALS 242,402 8509 3,.51 



CI'1'IES 

Akron 

Cuyahoga Falls 

Barberton 

St.ow 

VILLAGES 

Boston Heights 

Clinton 

Hudson 

Lakemore 

Macedonia 
.... - - ~ ----'·!V':::I c. .... v ... c:: 

Munroe Palls 

Northfield 
Peninsula 

Remindersville 

Richfield 
Silver Lake 

'l'OWNSHIPS 

Bath 

Boston 

Copley 

Coventry 

"Franklin 

Green 
Hudson 

Northampton 

Northfield Center 
Norton 

Richfield 

Sagamore Hills 

~ngfield 

9UALIFIED LIST 

August, 1977 

NUMBER QUALIFIED 

3983 

860 

607 

390 

25 

32 

94 

21 

65 

73 

76 
30 

12 

43 

47 

147 

23 
264 

140 

178 

202 

103 

40 

99 

229 

17 

24 

207 

54 

PERCENTAGE 

46.80 

10.10 

7.13 

4.58 

.29 

.38 

1010 

.25 

.76 

.86 

.89 

.35 

.14 

.. 51 

.55 

1.73 

.27 

3.10 

1.65 

2.09 

2.37 

1.21 

.47 
1.16 

2.60 

.20 

.28 
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NUMBER QUALIFIED PERCENTAGE 

TOWNSHIPS 

Tallmadge 318 3.74 
'I'tvinsburg 115 1..35 

TOTALS 8509 100.00 
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THE STATE OF OHIO, } 
Summit County, 55; 

vs 
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APPENDIX C 

COMMON PLEAS COURT 

I OM Commanded to Summon You to be and appear before the Court of COmmon Pleas, within and for t 

County of Summit at the Court House in Akron in so;d County, on the 23 day of DC T 

A.D.19 78 
ot 8,30 ". dock A.M., then a nd there to serVe 0, apE Tl T Juror. Hereof fa i I not, under penalty of the 10 
.. BRING THIS SUBPOENA WITH YOU" 

REPORT TO JURY ROOM IN BASEMENT OF COuRT HOUSE ANNEX 

Doted at Akron, 

I! this day of A.D.19 

The Sheriff's Cffice has NO AUTHOR2TY TO EXCUSE JURORS. 

.. b I\NTHO~JY~J.,..cAl?nARE!:l_!, Sheri 
J.. ( .7 ~rf ~ !/ ... ! IV Iv' J;' ,~,j 

......... ~( L, L..tL4~ 

for Informatidn Please Call: 
HELEN ZENAR, Jury Bailiff 

379-5375 
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APPENDIX D 

PETIT JURor~S USED 

A 

--.2..-

L~ ___ ._ 3'---4f-..-=3 
:l~_L._ J:. ___ '±-

H-HLY 
ALS 

,total • s-q. 0 

Tora 
t'.\iail.!L 
To Ser 

I 
'IE! 
It! 

B 

SUM"" IT c OU1"LIT __ S...Q1VtMON £LeA~ 
PLACE OF HOLDltJG, COURT 

I\lUM,>.ER OF JUROR;--- ~ j 
I -;;-':B~h"';;:;-

~---

Net I 0 ... rri~1 f.r.d ~Jot u~~ Juries Rt.-.::,i!'d 

E 

F fO,)tionllll 

In thi' S;l'>C~ each ,our~ may r'-(.",d :'Jch 1.:!< .. ls nbout c~II'f Juror ~it­
u3tions e!; It 1lr'd'i f e~~[u! 'or !lt~r {.s.:~p. In:l['r'sis. (c.q,. nuri~~er ot jlJiO($ 

requested f-;.., ei.~h jt.lC-i~ .. ,. nurr.b~ r dctual1y u,;C\i. t~rnt;5 wh~n s:~.ne 
juror 5erJe$ an mare tr~n 003 .,,"1 0" gIve ... di'i', identIty 01 c~pil~1 
ot:en$e c:tSJ?J, etc.). 

~t __ ~ __ 
I ,~~ -~---I-=--:- --:-__ ! __ .l,_R P :L~_ 38'. 3=-=-:== 

Ie,' 0 - -l- . ,.. "F' .,'':''- -

i 1--. 

- --__ -0 

~1cl--f~ -l~-==---'~~-='~~~== 
I I~~--j _ I --- ---.. -----~=-.---_. ~--- ---_._---- -- . ---
_~'L ______ '_+ _._____ _._____ . ___ _ 

=i!-- r- - - ----------------=-=-.-=--.----. 
_.JJL __ ------+-----\----1-------_._-.------.----------

107 

/'8 ~--~~,~~------~.------+-------~--------------------------------------------, 

1 ___ ~/IO~(~----+_---4----4----__ -_------------__ ----------
;;to 

~---J'-""~·--l----4---._+---~f-----.. ---------------------.-----

!---Lf--,-!:/.5"'~~ __ ---4 __ -----r------ ----.---------------------------------.----------
10 h.--I-___ .-+-___ r-____ l-____ _ -- --------._-----------,-

1---------~'------r_--_+-----------------------------
~--------+-------+------~------~------------------------------.--------------

------t----t---+----t----------------~--.. 
II\)STRUC liONS :J.07 ( 

Juror Onys 1 CoIY<T'n B, "':"UI Column C. ",iflLl: Column D, .-quQII Culumn E. 
I.A_v_a_il_ll_bl_o_-'-______ l.-_ ... ---1 _____ . :2 Column A-.how t"" nUIT1!)~r of ,. parMO jury trlDI. In pro"",,_ 

\'\;h~tht, or nOt 'tht3 tti"l Is com~l~h·"j ,hut d.1Y All" if two tflnl, 
oc;eut 11'\ ,am~ courtreom w,thin tho d.y count thet .. c '" two. 

3 Coh.unn a·1how tote' nlwomt"t' 'fllh~r\:rlll 0'1 ovqU.bla to ,,,,,.VIf. w~~'''e, 
or not put On " po"" or ., IU' (. I lIcluuo ""y _.ell" ,llu,or~ 1/ thaV 
W'C'fe not paid e" at!endanl.;4 1tl"'_ 

4 Column C-'Itlow flu","or krv,nJ unv p.nrt: 01 ,"C dAY h'" tho'\rllfn JUt on 
fOl nny Ii'v..;.iflt; c:cue trl~'. q,,"n It ell'" lutt1t.tl bdh.fa •• ."ldence I, 
I .. troduc.d_ 

II C"lumn 0-0"0,", nutT,h., thsllon\]\ld nnd nrH .... <h.d d."ln!) v(ll!, dlr. 
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~r Pro5pective Juror: 

APPENDIX E 

XUE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 

nW:!l;::lif; County 

Akron. Ohio 

Your name !lilS been dra'lo:n by the Jury Commissioners of 5u=1t COt!nty to 
8(!!:;:VB on the Pet:it Jur;f. You are to report: to the Jury Bailiff of the Co=on 
Plc~a Cocrt's office in the ba$ement of the Court House Annex at _____ A.M. on 
the day of , 19 __ . 

The Court. will appreciate your filling out the enclosed questionnaire a~d 
returning it to us ia the self-addressed envelope provided. Thi~ informa~ion 

t7111 be treated cunfidentially and will be used only to assist attorneys nnd 
JU:1BeS in impanqling juries, and .:-il1 not be retained in our files for any pur­
l?ose. after this jury session tcrcina.tes on 
!ion't you please return this ,qL'estionnaire Y"ithin the next five days? 

If qualified for j'.ll:Y duty, you .nIl be subject to call until the ___ _ 
day of , but: most likely this duty will not require 
th.:lt you report on a d-;Uy basis. During a jury period of two or three '",~eks a 
pet'!;on could exrect a call bet·.,een three ami seven times. 
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!~,ile every registered voter is subject to serve as a juror when called, the 
Revised Code of Ohio per~~ts the folloYing individuals to request exemption from 
jury service, according tv R.C. Section 2313.34: PubJ.ic officer, physicians, 
llttomeys-:l.t-law. dEntist:>, nuns, and every persoll 0\,,2r 70 years old. Any person 
may" however, WiliVI! his exer::?tion from jury service. In addition, R.C. $(>c'::10n 
5193 provides for excc.s'~ of -:Je::::bers of ~the Ohio Naticual Guard. 

J...i you iai..:i in1:c anv or 'these n,l}~vp' rltP:~c:;i'f';t"'~~;"T'lt'" .. ~1~'2='~~ "!:.~t=­

·r-r your quest10~ire and you ~11 be automatically excused. 

, The 111WS of :;hi.) alse peroit the CommeD. Pleas Judge to excuse prospective 
jmors in. !tardshlp cases for good cause. Hardshi.p cases usually fall into the 
:ollowing classifications: .. 

1~ ~loy~ent P~oble=~ 
If Jury service :is likely to cause serious conflict with you:: e.Ir.ploy­

l-ilent. you can be excused only if the chief e.'{ecutive officer at your 
placa of cx::ployment: oakes a written request stating reasons why he feels 
yow: jU::y sex-..rice vou1.d caUS~l.:rous problems to his organizations. 

Since roost ex::ployers in Summit County reimburse employees for jury 
aervice, you should not request to be excused unless your employer 
does not follow this policy. 

2. Personal Hardships 
a) Mothers with children of pre-school age; and no sitter. 
b) College students enrolled at a time when they nre earning graduation' 
• credits during the period of the jury duty. 
c) PersQns who cannot coce because of lack of transportation. 
d) Persons vho have difficulty in hearing. 
m) Persons with physical disabilities, convalescents from recent oper3tions 

und others t/ho, upon advice of phYSicians, would find jury duty detri­
mental to their recovery. 

If you have a personal hardship case or wish additional information concerning 
j~7 ~ervice. please call the Bailiff at (Area Code216) 379-5375 between 8:00 and 
8:30 ~ny ~rning Monday through Friday. 
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" 

" 

COMMON PLEAS COURT 
SUMMIT COUN1"l, OUIO 

~OR qUESTIONNAIRE 

" 

.PLEASE PRINT ALL ANSWERS 

1. Nawa and age: ~ __ ~~~~~ ______ ~~~~~~~~ ________ ~~~ ____________ ~~ 
(FIRST) (HIDDLE INITIAL) CLAST) (AGE) 

Phone Number: 

:3. Years of red.di?!ice in SUI:llll:U:: County: ._. _______ . _____________ _ 

Place of birth: ____ ~ _________________________ _ 

4. Education: Completed to: Grade School ------- High School _____ _ 

College Grad. Student 
(1.udicate completion by "X". or uncompleted by years attended) -----

5 •. YOt~ occupation and empioyer _____________________________ ~_.. _____________ ~ __ 

(If retir .. .d. write "RET!RED" and give last occupation and employer) 

(j" If you are. a wldow ot a widower p give late spouse's occupation and etnployer: 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------.-.~ 
. 7.. !id.rital St:etus: lo£an:i=i tJ-irir'\"U" ---- --------

Smgle_~ __ _ Divorced ____ _ Widower ------
Numbor of Children 

S. List Uvi:lg members of your fam:Uy: (Spouse end children only) 

L:1.ving mt:h you 
!!lationship Yes ~ Occupation 

9. Have you ever been convict.ed of a crime? Yes ____ _ No __________ • ________ __ 

(If "yes". describe nature of crime) _______ ~ ______________ _ 

10. Huve you served I1S "I juro;: prior to this term? Yes ____ _ No_~ ____ _ 

(If Olyes'9, t;rhen and l.Jhere) 

• ll. ll.&ve yo\.\. or any member of your family listed above. been sued, or sued another 
pttnou ? Yes No ______ _ 

(If IO,U". complete the following) Type of la"rsu1t 
-----------------------------

______________ What Court? ________ ~ _____ _ 

.12. H.o.ve YOIl or any member of your family listed above, ever Buffered any bodily 1.njury 
due to an accident or other mi~hup1 YQS No ----------.-.-------

.~ •• ;;;:a ___ .JI • .1il.f.'ig· .. ?iI--ii''''' ........ _"'.""1 _______________________________ _ 



U. t§A'.ve you, or .any member of your fanily listed abov~ baen il victim of ~ cdma7 

No _____ _ 

14. Has 0 claim for personal injury cv~r been made against you or your family NOT 
:INVOLVWC A lAWSUIT? Ye2 No __ ~ __ _ 

15. t.rE~ you related to, or Il close friend af nuy 18\1 enforcement officer? 
YIi'C No _____ _ 

16" Do you drIve nn automobile? yeo _____ _ ~!o ______ _ 

410 NflrlUl of your physicians or surgeons _____________________________ _ 

18. Nama of your .. ttomey _______________________ . ______ _ 

~9. Axe you o~ any members of your immediat~ family stockholders in any insurance 
casualty company. automobile or other.wiG~. or are they employed by an autoQobile 
liability insurQnce or casualty company? 
'Yes No -----_. 

20c Are you cr any members of your irnmediata family connected in afty ~~y ~th any 
insurance agency that sells autocobilc liability O~ cusunlty inourance? I£ SC 1 

1lJ:~1! the company Cl.1:d the member of your famil:~ (it!d the ~gency. 

=-~------------------------------.--.-----------------.-------------------
21~ ~y.e you or any ~embers of your immediate family employed by the Ohio Bureau of 

UOl:kmcm t G Comp~a.tion and Industri1l1 CommiasionZ If so. name such member of the 
£o:.:n;!l y • 

----------~~-----------------------------------------------~-----------------------
220 Are you or any members of youx immediate £,amily connected "in any way ~ith any 

he.a1.th and accide.nt insurance cocpany. such as Blue Cross or any ocher siJ:Jilar 
ccm.pany that se.lls health and accident insTJratlCe'l If so. nama. the company and 
t:lw ~N!mber of the family? 

~~~------------------.---------------.~----------------------------------------
23. Do you c:ar:cy automobile casualty inoorance? If sOo name the c.~mp.o.ny and tho. 

ml!.Ounts 'Of your pol:!.c.y. 

ST..A.'tE OF.' OHIO 
SS 

StlUMIT C01.lN'!Y 

'1 uol~y affirm that the answers to ehe foresoing questions are trua and correct 
~ t~e best ox my knowledge and beliefo 

Dated: 
(Signature) 

... 

. ' 

:d6 ... 



----- - - -- ---

~-----------------~ --






