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FOREWORD

In July 1970 the petit juror reporting system was instituted pursuant to a
Judicial Conference Resolution of March 1970. The grand juror reporting program
went into effect in July 1974. The Administrative Office of the United States
Courts has issued an annual report on petit juror utilization in the United States
distriet courts since 1971. Grand juror information was first included in the 1975
report. The presentation of information on the entire jury program is useful 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-11G and JS-11 monthly reports submitted by each distriet court during
the year ended June 30, 1979. Comparison statistics from the five prior years are

also provided.

The first section presents juror utilization data in various summary tables and
accompanying text. Section Two contains information on juror expenditures for each
distriet court as well as national figures for juror costs. The third section provides
individual profile pages for each of the 95 districts. Each utilization profile gives
historical comparison data for a five year period in selected areas. The profile data
for each district illustrate all pertinent juror statisties for the year ended June 30,
1979 in a format that will provide an overall picture of the jury system and the
efficient, or inefficient, operation of that system within a district.

In reviewing a district's profile page, it is helpful to refer to the national
profile page at the end of the report. The relevant national averages provided there
make it possible to assess each distriet in terms of the performance of the federal

court system as a whole.

‘ William E. Foley
November 1979 Director



Section I
JUROR UTILIZATION

A comprehensive picture of the jury operations in the federal courts
follows with grand and petit juror usage statistiecs. These statistics are
compiled from information reported on the JS$-11G and JS-11 monthly forms
submitted by the 95 district courts during thev 12-month period ended June 30,
1979. National totals for prior years are included in text tables to provide a
. means of identifying trends in juror usage. ‘

Detailed information on payments to jurors appears in Section II of this
report.

Grand Jury

Grand jury activity increased markedly in the 12-month period ended
June 30, 1979. As shown in the accompanying table, the total number of grand
jury sessions convened increased 9.7 percent from 8,929 sessions in 1978 to
9,791 sessions in 1979. Nationally, the number of jurors in session climbed to
194,168 in 1979 - a 10.0 percent increase over the 1978 figure. The hours in

Table 1
National Grand Juror Statistics
For the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1977 - 1979

1979 over 1978
Increase Percent
Grand Jurors and Juries 1977 1978 1979 (Decrease) Change
Total Number of:
Sessions convened. . v e iver e e 8,849 8,929 9,791 862 9.7
Jurors in sessioN« s+ vsvseeses. | 175,687 | 176,459 | 194,168 17,709 10.0
Hours in session. o s cevoeeevess 47,094 46,739 50,896 4,157 8.9
Average Number of:
JUrors per Session . v e.s s v e s s s 0 19.9 19.8 19.8 - -
Hours per SessSion v o eeieossvsee 5.32 5.23 5.20 - -
Total Number of:
Grand Juries:
InExistence . ..ceeovveeonass 641 659 674 15 2.3
Impaneled ....cvvvenenesnns 298 321 311 (10) -3.1
Discharged. . o oo vevvnosvisnse 303 295 287 (8) -2.7




session also rose substantially to a record 50,896. This increased activity can be

traced to a growing use of special grand juries.1

In 1979, there was an increase of 15 grand juries in existence over the
659 reported in 1978. Twelve of the 15 were special grand juries. The number of
special grand juries in existence, thus, increased 13.5 percent from 89 in 1978

to 101 in 1979. In large judicial distriets, regular grand juries2

, s a rule, meet
to investigate isolated instances of criminal activity, while a special grand jury
is impaneled to study the overall picture of criminal activity in the district.
The historical role of the special grand jury is that of an advisory body with
greater discretion than the regular grand jury in investigating crime. At the end
of its term of service a special grand jury may submit a report concerning the

misconduect of public officials or organized erime conditions in the district.3

The statistics collected on grand juries show that special grand juries
meet more frequently and for longer hours than regular grand juries. Each

special grand jury met an average of 110.8 hours per year in 1979, up from 84.9
hours in 1978. In comparison, each regular grand jury met an average of 69.3
hours in 1979 and 68.7 hours in 1978. Moreover, in 1979 special grand juries
averaged 23.6 sessions per year (19.0 in 1978) compared to 12.9 sessions (12.7 in

1978) for each regular grand jury in existence at some time during the year.

Nationwide, 363 grand juries were in existence on July 1, 1978, During
the current year 311 grand juries were impaneled and 287 were discharged,
resulting in a total of 387 grand juries in existence on June 30, 1979. Overall,
674 grand juries were reported in existence at some time during the 12-month
period. The number of grand juries in existence varies considerably among the
districts due to amount and type of criminal activity and the number of places
of holding court. The Eastern District of New York recorded 48 grand juries in

existence in 1979. In contrast, only one grand jury served in six of the 92

1a special grand jury is impaneled pursuant to the authority of 18 U.S.C.,
Section 3331(a) and may be extended by court order beyond the original 18-
month term up to 36 months.

2Regular grand juries have a natural life of 18 months but may be discharged by
court order at anytime during the 18-month period, Rule 6(g), Federal Rules
of Criminal Procedure.

318 U.S.C., Section 3333,



United States Distriet Courts. Number of Grand Juries
For The Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1979

Table 2

Number Impaneled Dis~ Number Total in
- on in the charged on existence
Distri¢t July 1, 12 month in the June 30, in the
1978 period 12 month 1979 12 month
period period
Total all districts « v oo v v v 363 311 287 387 674
Distriet of Columbia. ... ...... 13 10 8 15 23
First Circuit
Maing .., en s P 2 2 2 2 4
Massachusetts® .. ... e 10 7 7 10 17
New Hampshire ..........00. 1 1 1 1 2
Rhodelsland .............. . 2 2 1 3 4
Puerto Rico ..... feb s esaia . 4 1 2 3 5
Second Circuit
Conneetieutd . ..., ....... . 6 7 2 11 13
New York:
NortherE Cee st 2 ] 4 4 8
Eastern® . ....c.cvveenns 22 26 20 28 48
Southern™ .....vo0vnva 28 19 13 29 47
Western.....oooee. . 5 4 4 5 9
Vermont .......... e 3 2 2 3 5
Third Cireuit
Delaware.vs v evsvvansvsossn 2 1 1 2 3
New dersey™ ...voiveeeerens 9 5 7 7 14
Pennsylvania:
Eastern® ....:.¢0000a . 9 6 6 9 15
Middle. .. .. s eaaaees . 3 3 2 4 6
Western......... Ceeees 6 5 4 7 11
Virgin Islands! ....... Ceaenas ~ - - - ~
Fourth Cireuit
Maryland « o v v i i cnnannan 6 9 7 8 15
North Caroling:
Eastern® ......... . 3 2 3 2 5
Middle.vovounvnaninnnns 1 2 2 1 3
Western..... e 2 2 2 2 4
South Caroling .. ...evvevuene 1 1 1 1 2
Virginia:
Eastern .......s... . 9 10 9 10 19
Western.ooeeveeavaness 1 1 1 1 2
West Virginia:
Northern .....covvuuen. 1 1 1 i 2
Southern ..,..... e 3 3 1 5 6
Fifth Circuit
Alabama:
Northern ....covcevevin 2 2 2 2 4
Middle...vsnioonnans . 1 1 1 1 2
Southern® .....vvveuvnn 2 1 1 2 3
Florida:
Northern ..... seseanans 2 2 2 2 4
Middle...vvau ciaeades 7 5 5 7 12
Southern ....... e 13 12 10 15 25
Georgia:
Northern ..... ceerenid 3 5 1 7 8
Middle,..... . reseus 3 1 2 2 4
Southern . .vevevivenans 1 1 1 1 2
Louisiana:
Eastern™® ......... . . 5 3 3 5 8
Middle....... [N 1 3 3 1 4
Western...... NP 4 3 4 3 7
Mississippi:
Northern,....... ‘e 1 1 1 1 2
Southern PSRN 1 1 1 1 2
Texas:
Northern .....vevvnnen 7 3 4 6 10
Eastern ...vovvesunsn 2 2 2 2 4
Southern® ............ 11 5 8 8 16
Western.v.ovveveevnsnns 10 8 7 11 18
Canal Zone™...v... ST - - ~ - -




Table 2

United States Distriet Courts. Number of Grand Juries

For The Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1979

District

Number
on
July 1,
1978

Impaneled
in the
12 month
period

Dis-
charged
in the
12 month
period

Number
on
June 30,
1979

Total in -
existence
in the
12 month
period

Sixth Cireuit

Kentucky:
Eastern™ ... .. 0000eine
Western...covenvesonnn
Michigan:
Eastern4..............
Western..voeovivnvnoion
Ohio:
Northern? .............
Southern™ ....uvivniisn
Tennessee:
Eastern ......vevvennin
Middle s v enieinnenss
WesterNewvvooienunanes

Seventh Cireuit

Illinois:
Northerp? ¢ ovvvnneinn.s
(17114 ol
Southern® ... .00 vunnn

Indiana:
Northern4.............
Southern «vesoeeeninans

Wisconsin:

Eastern® ....000ivhnens
Western.ooveevenennns

Eighth Circuit

Arkansas:
Eastern vovevevunsoanss
Western.oeeneeovonenns
lowa:
Northern «cvevvevesnnnn
Southern vveveeesveonns
Minnesota ....vvvvrvennnsss
Missouri:
Eastern y.oooveeniniannn
Western™ . .
Nebraska « .. .o

North Dakota. .
SouthDaKe teviverevenvanss

Ninth Cirecuit

Alaska . .v e rneinannanns
ATiZONA  vevvevevnnnnnnasns
Catifornia:
Northerp® ... vavensen
Eastern, «oeeevecenanen
Central4 .....
Southern .. ...
Haweiie.oooonss
Idaho. v vivvversosanvanens
Montanz..................
Nevada™ «oovevnnnornennnes
OTegon o vvvevosnsovsnorons
Washington:
Eastern . «ovvnveveneens
Western....eovevin
GUEM v vseeenorsncnswsans
N orther{l Mariana
Islands® .o i

Tenth Circuit

Colorago 1o vvervesnvemanaes
Kansas™. couseeveonnnovanne
New Mexico...vovevenenaran
Oklahoma:

Northern ..oveeeevovses

Eastern «..cs060i0e

Western. ..o eevavaseiss
Utah v vvvvrinsnneerononnaes
Wyoming «covveevinniivaieen
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ke districts of Virgin Islands, Canal Zone and Northern Mariana Islands reported no grand
juries in existence during the 12 month period, July 1, 1878 - June 30, 1979.
Central Illinois includes 12 month data from Danville, Peoria, Rock Island and Springfield.
Scuthern Illinois includes 12 month data from Alton, Benton, Cairo and Eest St. Louis.
Distriets with "Special” grand juries impaneled under 18 U.S.C. 3331.



Table 3. United States Distriet Courts. Grand Juror

Usage For the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1979

Average

Average
Number of Number of
Distriet Sessions Jurors in Hours in Jurors Per Hours Per
Convened Session Session Session Session

Total all distriets v aeveenes 9,791 194,168 50,896 19.8 5.20
Distriet of Columbig.....ouuss 705 13,839 3,373 19.6 4,78

First Circuit
Maine «.vovenersvnrannesse 14 272 79 19.4 5.64
Massachusetts .....c0o00cs .o 330 6,441 1,562 19.5 4,73
New Hampshire .......c0000 31 577 177 18.6 5.71
RhodeIsland .oeveevsannnann 42 872 260 20.8 6.19
PuertoRiCO .. v v evvnvuerune . 46 917 237 19.9 5.15

Second Cireuit
Connecticut .. vovvnvvonnennn 134 2,638 751 19.7 5.60
New York:

Northern . «ccocvvvvonnas 72 1,449 308 20.1 4.28

Eastern vvveeennerenses 686 13,613 2,773 19.8 4.04

Southern «...ooveivanene 979 19,738 4,329 20.2 4.42

Western...oooeevnnnass 179 3,387 898 18.9 5.02
Vermont ....ccovevesvennss 41 795 150 19.4 3.66

Third Cireuit
Delaware . v v vseeevssessssins 47 922 184 19.6 3.91
NeW JEISeY «vevvrenannoanns 300 5,795 1,404 19.3 4.68
Pennsylvania: )

Eastern «oeevivevnnnans 377 7,324 1,667 19.4 4.42

Middle..v.vvviennnenis 38 753 203 19.8 5.34

Western.vevevaoveaonnns 155 3,042 944 19.6 6.09
Virginlslandsl.............. - - - - -

Fourth Cireuit
Maryland oo vvveenvanonnes 276 5,343 1,436 19.4 5.20
North Carolina: -

Eastern ....ceovvinnrnen 27 566 144 21.0 5.33

Middle..venvevnnsnne ‘e 30 592 175 19.7 5.97

Western..oeevenesonnns 12 229 79 19.1 6.58
South Caroling v« sovesvnsvees 22 461 163 21.0 7.41
Virginia:

Eastern ..oevuevinonas s 161 3,207 1,061 19.9 6.59

Western. oeerevocoonns 22 420 151 19.1 6.86
West Virginia:

Northern .......o0vuvve 22 488 166 22.2 7.55

Southern «..ovevvunnnns 75 1,404 546 18.7 7.28
Fifth Cireuit
Alabama:

Northern ....ivvvveennn 56 1,211 392 21.6 7.00

Middle..veivvevaaosana 21 435 119 20.7 5.67

Southern +.vovevnnesnns 14 300 92 21.4 6.57
Florida:

Northern «..veevevnnens 15 305 89 20.3 5.93

Middle.veovvoennnnnaen 175 3,470 992 19.8 5.67

Southern «v.conevnseone 375 7,461 1,617 19.9 4,31
Georgia:

Northern ¢ v.ivvevianenn 158 3,115 956 19.7 6.05

Middle..vvovnvannns vee 47 957 315 20.4 6.70

Southern v.voevvevesans 20 417 88 20.9 4.40
Louisiana:

Eastern «vveesennconnss 116 2,278 715 19.6 6.16

Middle veweinivnnnsonse 57 1,163 279 20.4 4.89

Western..oooecvneeisves 51 1,089 355 21.4 6.96
Mississippi: :

Northern v.ivvvnavvenas 29 557 221 19.2 7.62

Southern +evveenvnsvoss 25 490 131 19. 5.24
Texas:

Northern « cvvevvensssns 91 1,825 610 20.1 6.70

Eastern e oovcnonnivnnes 38 724 211 19.1 5.55

Southern ... .vevnvnnnn 173 3,433 - 816 19.8 4.72

Western. vovoneneiiinan 142 2,914 543 3.82

Canal Zone™, ... ..svu.

20.5




Table 3. United States Distriet Courts. Grand Juror

Usage For the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1979

Average Average
Number of Number of
Distriet Sessions Jurors in Hours in Jurors Per Hours Per
Convened Session Session Session Session

Sixth Cireuit
Kentucky:

Eastern «oovevvnennsenes 54 1,141 316 21.1 5.85

western. ..o veeiiicaen 52 1,092 271 21.0 5.21
Michigan:

Eastern . ..vivevnvvenns 306 5,916 1,812 19.3 5.92

Western.....ooveeenein 46 912 314 19.8 6.83
Ohio:

Northern .. voveneenenas 176 3,517 877 20.0 4.98

Southern ..v..ovvivivven, 83 1,601 5§55 19.3 6.69
Tennessee: i

Eastern ... uavvnineine 14 290 85 20.7 6.07

Middle.oooviveennnannn 53 1,076 358 20.3 6.75

Western....oovevsvvain 93 1,889 569 20.3 6.12

Seventh Circuit
Hlinois:

NortherE P 431 8,849 2,200 20.5 5.10

Central® . .. .oevvvoenen 37 780 223 21.1 6.03

Southern? ... 0iiivann 37 723 217 19.5 5:86
Indiana:

Northern ...ivevvevanas 43 816 218 18.0 5.07

Southern +..oveuiveneen. 66 1,331 478 20.2 7.24
Wisconsin:

Eastern ..o ovvsuonvenas 64 1,318 346 20.6 5.41

Western. . oo vivanovens 27 511 162 18.9 6.00

Eighth Cireuit
Arkansas:

Eastern ...vooviiuinennn 19 407 131 21.4 6.89

Western....ocovvanernen 10 225 48 22.5 4.80
Iowa:

Northern . ..ovevveerens 26 545 161 21.0 6.19

. Southern .......vvvevnn 20 390 128 19.5 6.40

Minnesota .. ..voviviinreses 64 1,234 343 19.3 5.36
Missouri:

Eastern «vvvuvnvnvonses 67 1,321 375 19.7 5.60

WeSterNe .o veveevns oo 65 1,333 429 20.5 6.60
Nebraska « o vvvenevnnnoives 21 422 141 20.1 6.71
North Dakota.......cevueuns 15 301 89 20.1 5.93
SouthDakota «cvvvvsvervnens 17 332 96 19.5 5.65

Ninth Circuit
AlBSKA s s v v v s v v s vanrsnnnns 14 279 106 19.9 7.57
AriZONB ¢ s o v oo vt v naas 128 2,631 671 19.8 5.24
California:

Northern .... 163 3,248 898 19.9 5.51

Eastern...... 71 1,481 346 20,9 4.87

Central .. ..., 376 7,217 2,015 19.2 5.36

Southern, .« . 163 3,226 808 19.8 4.96
Hawaii.ooooawons 31 587 148 18.9 4,717
Idgho...cvvvwenen 22 448 141 20.4 6.41
Montang ...ve.n 7 145 45 20,4 6,43
Nevada ..... 110 2,073 483 18.8 4.39
Oregon «.oovvivos 63 1,138 406 18.1 6.44
Washington:

EASLOrn ovvnvnvunurones 12 247 50 20.6 4,17

Western.ve v o vnvneosons 60 1,299 478 21,7 7.97
GUEIM Wedvovescnonosssions 11 221 55 20,1 5.00
Norther{\ Mariana
Islands™ voviveeivarsiianns - - - - -

Tenth Circuit
Colorado v ovvvvresersrioeen 50 984 370 19.7 7.40
KANSAS . v o v s v s s osnnsanens 25 521 174 20.8 6.96
New MeXiCo. v vrowesenssnne 31 612 149 19.7 4,81
Oklahoma:

Northern . vesevsinene 20 410 152 20.5 7.60

Eastern «ovuovasseaseini 18 343 117 16.1 6.50

Western i e ovonone 44 865 326 19.7 7.41
Utah v v evvvivsdasonaveninn 21 409 107 19.5 5.10
Wyoming . coveevaevrninsvo 19 386 144 20.3 7.58

Lpye districts of Virgin Islands; Cenal Zone, and Northern Mariana Islands reported

no grand juries in existence during the 12 month period, duly 1, 1978 - June 30, 1979.
2Gentral Iilinols includes 12 month data from Danville, Peoria, Rock Island and Springfield.
Southern Illinois includes 12 month data from Alton, Benton, Cairo and East St. Louis,



districts? reporting grand jury activity in the 12-month period.

Twenty-four districts reported a total of 101 special grand juries in
existence during the 12-month period. The distribution of special grand juries
ranged from thirteen districts reporting one impaneled special grand jury to the
Southern District of New York, Central Distriet of California and Eastern
Distriet of New York reporting 17, 19, and 22, respectively, in 1979.

The Southern Distriet of New York reported the greatest number of
grand jury sessions convened (979), the largest number of grand jurors in session
(19,738), and the highest number of hours in session (4,329). Montana presents a
contrasting picture of grand jury activity with seven sessions involving 143
grand jurors for a total of 45 hours. Forty-five of the 92 districts reporting
grand jury activity conducted 50 or more sessions during the 12-month period -

an average of approximately one session per week.

Grand jurors are included in the category of "Jurors in Session" only
when they participate in a convened session.? Jurors in travel status,
prospective jurors reporting only for impanelment, or jurors waiting for a
quorum are not included in this category. Nationally, there were 19.8 jurors per
grand jury session and 5.20 hours per session. The average number of grarid

jurors per session ranged from a low of 18.1 in Oregon to 22.5 in the Western
District of Arkansas. A higher average number of hours per session is one

indication of more efficient use of grand jurors' time. Twelve distriets averaged
7 hours or more per session in 1979. The Western Distriet of Washington
recorded 7.97 hours per session, while grand jurors in Vermont spent an average

of 3.66 hours per session.

Table 4, "Duration of Grand Juries Discharged" provides five years of
historical data on the number of months each grand jury was in existence

before being discharged.

The 561 grand juries which were in existence for 18 months accounted
for 39.7 percent of all grand juries discharged. A total of 66 special grand
juries or 31.6% of all special grand juries lasted more than 18 months, while 15

AThe Virgin Islands, Canal Zone, and Northern Mariana Islands reported no
grand juries in existence in the 12-month period ended June 30, 1979.

A grand jury consists of 16 to 23 sworn jurors with a quorum of 16 required to
conduet business, Rule 6(a), Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure.



Table 4
Duration of Grand Juries Discharged
From July 1, 1974 to June 30, 1979

Number of Months in Existence

Grand Juries Discharged 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18

July 1, 1974 ~ June 30, 1975
Regular ....... veraeena Lo 11 8 7 9 10 18 12 6 9 7 10 9 10 6 5 5 16 51
Special ....ciiiiniiniion, - - 2 2 1 - 1 = 2 2 - 1 4 2 2 1 2 17
Total....ovvevan craaseaes) 11 8 9 11 11 18 13 6 11 9 10 10 14 8 7 6 18 68
Percent of Total............| 41 |30 [3.4 |41 |41 |67 |49 |22 |41 | 3.4 3.7 3.7 |52 |3.0 {26 |22 |6.7 (254

dJuly 1, 1975 - June 30, 1976
Regulalr ccovevveeeranneoes| 10 5 5 13 11 16 15 6 4 5 5 16 5 2 3 4 14 89
Specil ,eeveee oo aan 1 - 1 - - - - - 2 - 3 - 1 - 2 1 - 12
Total . v vevwnvevsvnvneesssf 11 5 6 13 11 16 15 6 6 5 8 16 6 2 5 5 14 | 101
Percent of Total............| 42 |19 |23 |50 4.2 |62 |58 |23 |23 |19 3.1 |62 |23 |08 |19 1.9 | 5.4 [38.8

dJuly 1, 1976 - June 30, 1977
Regular .....covviennvenns 9 5 5 14 7 9 6 3 4 13 8 11 8 4 11 9 13 | 115
Speeial .oiiiiiiiiiiaa - - - - 1 2 2 - - - - 2 4 - 2 - - 21
Total..... e ereeeraiaans 9 5 5 14 8 11 8 3 4 13 8 13 12 4 13 9 13 | 136
Percentof Total............ 3.0 j17 |17 |46 |2.6 (3.6 |26 [1.0 1.3 | 4.3 2.6 (43 |40 |13 (43 |3.0 |43 |44.9

duly 1, 1877 - June 30, 1978
Regular ......... P I 4 10 16 8 7 10 6 5 4 9 13 2 7 10 7 22 | 106
Special .. it - - - - - - - 2 - 1 - 1 1 - 2 - - 18
Total.sveeroneoinenvnneas 10 4 10 16 8 7 10 8 5 5 9 14 3 7 12 7 22 | 124
Percent of Total. v .ovvuveen| 34 1.4 1 3.4 |54 |27 |24 |84 |27 [L7 |17 3.1 |47 |10 |24 |41 |24 |75 |42.0

July 1, 1978 - June 30, 1979
Regular . .coveieneennenns . 5 6 4 12 4 7 4 7 3 4 7 19 8 1 7 12 25 | 121
Special ...... 1 - - 1 1 - 1 2 1 - - - - 2 1 - 1 11
Total.eweeveneoancnnonnn 6 6 4 13 5 7 5 9 4 4 7 19 8 3 8 12 26 | 132
Percentof Total. .. .cvvvven.| 21 |21 (14 (45 (1.7 124 {17 |81 (1.4 | 14 24 |66 |28 |10 (2.8 |42 |9.1|46.0

Total Grand Juries Discharged

July 1, 1974 ~ June 30, 1979
Regular .....vvevnvenvna. | 456 | 28 31 64 40 57 47 28 25 33 39 68 33 20 36 37 90 | 482
Special ..... 2 - 3 3 3 2 4 4 5 3 3 4 10 4 9 2 3 79
Total.evevoneponeneanaada| 47 28 34 67 43 59 51 32 30 36 42 72 43 24 45 39 93 | 561
Percentof Total. ..o vsuvvews | 3.3 (2.0 124 47 |30 |42 | 3.6 |23 {21 | 25 3.0 |51 |30 1.7 132 |2.8 |6.6 |39.7




Table 4.
Duration of Grand Juries Discharged
From July 1, 1974 to June 30, 1979

Number of Months in Existence
Grand Juries Discharged 19 20 21 23 24 25 26 27 29 30 31 33 35 36 |Totals

July 1, 1974 - June 30, 1975
REGUIAL o4 oo vevunrrnnens - - - - - - - - 1 - - - -| 210
Special +..iii it - 2 1 - 6 - 1 - 3 1 - 1 4 58
Totalevseivevnsnneansons - 2 1 - 6 - 1 - -1 4 1 - 1 4 268
Percent of Total. .....0vun. - |07 | 04 -1 2.2 - ] 04 - - |15 |04 ~ | 0.4 1.5

duly 1, 1975 - June 30, 1976 .
Regular ...covvvvevannens - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 228
Special +.ieieiiiinians 1 - - 1 ' 1 1 - 1 - 4 32
Total v vvensnnnnesannnns 1 - - 1 1 1 - 1 - 4 260
Percentof Total. . ..ivuvuwes 0.4 - - -1 0.4 - 104 - |04 - {04 - - 1.5

dJuly 1, 1976 - June 30, 1977
RegulalF.....ovevenrnnnas - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 254
Special .1 eiereriieenans 5 1 2 3 1 1 - - - 1 1 49
Total s vov v vunvncennosnns 5 1 - 2 3 1 1 - - - 1 - 1 303
Percent of Total. .o ov'vuuus 1.7 0.3 - 0.7 1.0 - 0.3 0.3 - - - 0.3 - 0.3

July 1, 1977 - June 30, 1978
Regular .. .iivvvisvnnnns - - = - - - - - - - - - - - 256
Special v, iiiiniienas 3 1 - 4 1 - - 2 - 2 - 1 39
Total. . evvinsnsnnscnnsons 3 1 - - 4 1 - - - 2 - 2 - 1 295
Percent of Total. . ...vvsuus 1.0 0.3 - 1.4 0.3 - - |07 - 107 - 0.3

dJuly 1, 1978 - June 30, 1979
Regular .....vovnvuvnnnns - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 256
SPECIBL vt - 1 - 2 - 1 - - - - - - 5 31
Total . oot eninonnnansnns - 1 2 1 5 287
Percent of Total. . s evinesus - 103 0.7 0.3 1.7

Total Grand Juries Discharged

July 1, 1974 - June 30, 1979
Regulal « oot vvvevennnine - - - - - - - - - 1 - - - - ] 1,204
Special v.iviiiiiniinnias 9 4 2 2 16 1 1 4 1 1 5 2 3 1 15 209
Total . v evnsenvonnnnasas 9 4 2 2 16 1 4 1 1 6 2 3 1 15 | 1,413
Percentof Totale . svenvosns 0.6 f 0.3 01 oY | 11 01 (03 )01 Jo1 Jo0.4 JO1 | 0.2 ]O.1 1.1




special grand juries, or 7.2 percent, lasted the full 36 months. Forty-nine
special grand juries, or 23.4 percent, lasted from two to three years in length.

In addition, 278 grand juries, or 19.7 percent, lasted six months or less;
263 grand juries, or 18.6 percent lasted between seven and twelve months; 805
grand juries, or 57.0 percent, were in existence between 13 and 18 months; and
67 grand juries, or 4.7 percent, lasted between 19 and 36 months.

Table 5 provides a summary of the number of cases that were
commenced by indiectment and the number of defendants that were proceeded
against by indictment for the years 1975 through 1979. This information is
derived from the criminal statistical reports submitted to the Administrative
Office by the clerk of court for each distriet. The number of grand jury sessions
convened, as well as the number of hours grand juries were in session, is also
provided. This information can be used to determine what was produced by the
grand jury system in the past five years. Nationally, 18,973 cases, involving
28,395 defendants, were commenced by indictment as a result of the 9,791
grand jury sessions in 1979. While the number of grand jury sessions continued
to inicrease, the average number of defendants indicted per grand jury session
continued to drop. In 1975 an average of 5.10 defendants were indicted per
grand jury session, while in 1979 the average decreased to 2.90.

The final grand juror usage table presents for each distriet the number
of cases commenced by indictment and the number of defendants for whom
indictments were obtained. Also included in Table 6 are the number of grand
jury sessions convened and the number of hours in session for each distriet. A

careful examination of these figures for any one district will give a clear idea
of the activity of that distriet's grand juries. This data should not, however, be

Table 5
Proceedings by Indietment and Grand Jury Sessions
Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1975 - 1979

Proceedings Average
Commenced Grand Defendants
by Indictment Average Jury Indicted per | Hours |- Average
Defendants| Sessions Grand Jury in Hours per
Years Cases | Defendants | per Case | Convened Session Session ] Session
1975 26,775 40,038 1.50 7,846 5.10 41,421 5.28
1976 26,150 38,753 1.48 8,404 4.61 44,765 5.33
1977 25,016 36,608 1.46 8,849 4.14 47,094 5.32
1978 22,694 32,740 1.44 8,929 3.67 46,739 5.23
1979 18,973 28,395 1.50 9,791 2.90 50,896 5.20
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Table 6
United States District Courts
Proceedings by Indietment and Grand Juror Usage
For the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1979

Proceedings Commenced Grand
by Indictment Jury Hours
Sessions in
Distriet Cases Defendants Convened Session
Total all distriets « .o vv e v 18,969 28,391 9,791 50,896
Distriet of Columbig. s .vovviv.. 639 812 705 3,373
First Cireuit
Maine caveveveennnens [ 69 103 14 79
Massachusetts ..o . 307 530 330 1,562
New Hampshire «..c.00.. .. 40 49 31 177
Rhode Island ... ..... e . 36 53 42 260
Puerto RiCO vev e v viinsossanns 254 332 46 237
Second Cireuit
Connecticut........ i 138 172 134 751
New York:
Northerfi o v v v v e vnenvvonnsss 94 148 72 308
Bastern v veveeronororennones 485 800 686 2,773
Southern «.veevswsoeionnnans 848 1,242 979 4,329
WeStern. . e v o vv v eosnnnrans 168 279 179 898
Vermont ..ovveeesirenenavion 37 70 41 150
Third Circuit
DElaware .« s oo s v vv s e nsnane 36 45 47 184
New Jersey «vevevecevacscnons 228 426 300 1,404
Pennsylvania:
Eastern ..... PO 293 568 377 1,667
Middle..ovevovnnnsnns PN 68 81 38 203
Western....... ene e e 193 298 155 944
VirginIslands* .« o vvevivinnen.n . - - - -
Fourth Circuit
Maryland « cioovvserenandasens 3717 578 276 1,436
North Carolina:
Eastern . voveveeveeonennnnans 174 230 27 144
Middle...ovuovnesnn R 187 271 30 179
Western.. ... ‘e e 174 284 12 79
South Carolina cee 226 443 22 163
Virginia:
Eastern « oo veveevevvaconnsns 272 347 161 1,061
Western...... Ceer i 123 158 22 151
West Virginia:
Northern .....-vcuuven PR 51 77 22 166
Southern ........ S 117 175 75 546
Fifth Circuit
Alebama:
Northern v oo vvne ciess e 316 435 56 392
Middle. oo enenn Ceaene e 96 133 21 119
Southern «..veveens 75 121 14 92
Florida:
Northern ....... Vi ie v e 91 127 15 89
Middle. . oo vennnn R S 281 471 175 992
Southern + ... et neeanas 496 970 375 1,617
Georgia:
Northern ...... cevenseesen .. 222 293 158 956
Middle. v vvvanearaann 62 94 47 315
Southern ....evvevvienn 105 175 20 88
Louisiana: ‘
Eastern ...... 249 383 116 715
Middle...... . 33 58 57 279
Western....... 103 140 51 355
Mississippi:
Northern .. .oveevesennnnn ‘e 66 79 29 221
Southern . oveescevvieesnnanse 33 43 25 131
Texas:
Northern <. ... s e raasanes 368 622 91 610
Eastern . . .coevesvens. chsens 114 179 38 211
Southern .v.vvsvenenune euen 1,196 1,935 173 816
Western....... [ 599 987 ‘ 142 543
Canal Zone*. ..., ... - - - -

11



Table 6
United States Distriet Courts

Proceedings by Indietment and Grand Juror Usage
For the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1979

Proceedings Commenced Grand
by Indietment Jury Hours
Sessions in
District Cases Defendants Convened Session
Sixth Circuit
Kentucky:
Eastern . oo eviwnnsrnionnans 160 252 54 316
Western. . ovivivennivennines 243 324 52 271
Michigan:
Eastern «ovvovvnnneinnin ey 434 716 306 1,812
Western..oovvunvinnnsoennnans 112 214 46 314
Ohio:
Northern covvinininseevinnas 234 316 176 877
Southern v, eviiveriossnoannns 209 290 83 555
Tennessee:
Eastern «vouvivinvinenvncnan 89 121 14 85
Middle .o venin v vnnsnnens 146 212 53 358
Western e v e vnensserionanns 201 290 93 569
Seventh Circuit
Hlinois:
Northerft « vovvvesviuennnnrnn 532 817 431 2,200
Central” o oo vvnvrenvnnennnns 101 135 37 223
Southern® ..., . eiiiiviien, 75 103 37 217
Indiana:
NOPthern «vvvvnveveavonunnns 110 151 43 218
Southern «vvvevvienieensennn 111 167 66 478
Wisconsin: .
Eastern «vevevevonsonnennias 148 167 64 346
Westermeo o voveeinernesnnnss 54 66 27 162
Eighth Circuit
Arkansas;
Eastern . vovvvnieviinnrense 172 224 19 131
Western. .o ovevserionnreinas 62 85 10 48
Iowa:
Northern « o vivresvrooineans 30 48 26 161
Southern «veeveerninnninness 143 159 20 128
Minnesota «vovneriviennisaenas 195 282 64 343
Missouri:
Eastern .o vvul roeene 166 207 67 375
186 249 85 429
tevees 93 129 21 141
North Dakota s e ovvseveeenannen 84 107 15 89
SouthDakota oo v vevvennnsunens 147 178 17 96
Ninth Circuit
AlBSKO . ot v v i 45 75 14 106
AriZona . vevvvv et roninanoan 560 866 128 671
California:.
NOFthern «iveevnvnsevnrsonns 282 438 163 898
Eastern . . 283 379 71 346
Central v vseviensnanniraeeas 862 1,163 376 2,015
Southern +vovvvvveeeserennes 602 1,019 163 808
Hawaile ovovooennenoeeevonnns 125 141 31 148
Idaho s v v vvvetnvsnnonnncnsosn 106 134 22 141
Montana «.eeveisveranienonan 94 105 7 45
Nevadah «vvecasrssnnsssonnans 105 151 110 483
Oregon vevvevnvransennveoson 174 242 63 406
Washington:
Eastern o vevveevernevaneanas 123 123 12 50
WeSterNe e e vvv vt vovvnnnsons 269 397 60 478
GUEBIM e vvevennraroninanesan 20 30 11 85
Northern Mariana Islands*. . ... ... - - - -
Tenth Cireuit
Colorado +cvvensrsrssnnvronns 219 283 50 370
Kansas. oeeveevusvaeosoossons 124 175 25 174
New MexiCo..vovvevannnervons 183 259 31 149
Qklahomes
Northern «vovivveevmroennnss 105 140 20 152
Eastern » cvvesurnoascnnnssoe 54 77 18 117
Western. ¢ cvoevvivvoensisons 146 202 44 326
L 4 S P 78 120 21 107
WYoming .« i vvinviinneeonnass 34 47 19 144

*The distriets of the Virgin Islands, Canal Zone and Northern Mariana Islands
reported no grand juries in existence in the 12-month period ended June 30, 1979.

1minois, Central was established on April 1, 1979, Totals include cases and defendants

in both Illinois, Central and the former Hlinois, Southern,

Illinois, Southern was established on April 1, 1979. Totals include cases and defendants

in both Dlinois, Southern and the former Rlinois, Eastern,
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construed as an indication of the efficiency, or lack thereof, in a particular
court's grand jury operation since the grand jury time required to obtain
indictment(s) depends on the nature of the aectivity, the number of defendants
involved, and the guidance of the U.S. Attorney in any matter which a grand

jury is investigating.

Petit Jury

The utilization of petit jurors in the 12-month period ended June 30,
1979 improved in many district courts; however, the national Juror Usage Index
(J.U.L) increased slightly this past year. The J.U.L is the average number of
jurors on hand for each jury trial day and is calculated by dividing the total
number of available jurors by the total number of jury trial days. The national
J.U.L for 1979 was 19.60.

As shown in Table 7, there were 565,617 prospective jurors available
during the current 12-month period. This total is distributed among three
categories according to the status of jury service that each juror attained on
each day of service. For the first time since 1974 the percentage of jurors
selected or serving dropped below 60 to 59.2 percent. The percentage of jurors
who were challenged for cause or peremptorily by counsel increased to 16.2

percent.
Table 7
United States Distriet Courts
National Petit Juror Usage
For the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1974 - 1978
1978 over 1978
Increase Percent
Petit Jurors 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 (Decrease) Change

Total Avaijlable ...... ..o | 540,628 | 546,627 | 592,594 584,1‘22 570,523 565,617 (4,906) -0.9
Selected or Serving....... | 315,419 ] 328,445 | 356,951 | 352;940 | 345,372 334,765 | (10,607) -3.1
Percent . ...:.. PR 58.3 60.1 60.2 60.4 60,5 59,2 - -
Challenged. . ..cvvvr . .. 82,152 | 88,228 | 92,727 | 90,693 | 88,103 91,575 3,472 3.9
Percent oo cvvvuvinn 15.2 16.1 15.6 15.5 15.5 16.2 - -

Not Selected; ferving
or Challenged., ... ... 143,057 |} 129,954 | 142,916 | 140,489 | 137,048 139,277 2,229 1.6
Percent .. ... Yeaeea 26.5 23.8 24.1 24.1 24.0 24.6 - -
Jury Trial Days veeovevatn . 28,274 28,293 30,032 29,875 29,238 28,851 (387) -1.3
Criminal ...... .. Vees 16,426 15,818 17,818 16,945 16,084 15,171 (913) -5.7
Percent «oonvvuann 58.1 56.9 §9.3 56.7 §5.0 52.6 - -
Civil s v s v s vnn s s e nas 11,848 12,475 12,214 12,930 13,154 13,680 526 4.0
Percent «.ovvvuvisn 418 44.1 40.7 43.3 45.0 47.4 - -
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Jurors not selected, serving or challenged rose slightly from 24.0 percent
in 1978 to 24.6 percent in 1979. All jurors who travel to the place of holding
court on the day prior to jury service and who travel home the day after service
and are paid for those travel days are reported under the category of not
selected, serving or challenged. With enactment of the Jury Reform Act of
1978 a fixed distance can no longer be used as an automatic excuse from jury
duty. Therefore, many individuals who once were excused on the basis of
distance will now be required to travel the day before or after service. This
may explain the slight rise in the category of jurors not selected, serving or
challenged.

A 5.7 percent decrease in the number of criminal jury trial days1
coupled with a 4.0 percent increase in the number of civil trial days resulted in
a 1.3 percent drop in the total number of jury trial days in 1979. While eriminal
trial days account for a majority of jury trial days, eivil jury trial days are in an
ascent and will soon take the lead if the trend of the last three years continues.

The percent of jurors selected for or serving on jury trials ranged from a
high of 81.7 percent in Rhode Island to a low of 18.2 percent in the Northern
Mariana Islands. In this category a total of 54 distriets recorded percentages
higher than the national figure of 59.2 percent.

The Middle District of Louisiana and Western Distriet of Virginia
reported highs of 39.1 percent and 39.0 percent, respectively, for prospective
jurors challenged either for cause or peremptorily by counsel, while the
Northern District of New York recorded 7.4 percent in this category. The wide
range of percentages of challenged jurors is partially attributable to the various
local court practices and traditions in the use of peremptory challenges by
counsel and the increased number of challenges for cause in districts which

have had one or more notorious trials.

A prime area of concern in juror management is the reduction of the
number of people who attend court and who are not selected, serving or chal-
lenged. This group includes the people who are not sent to a voir dire because
of such factors as an overcall of jurors for that day or late settlements or

11} jury ,,tri_al day is counted for each jury in trial each day. For example, one
jury in trial on Monday is one jury trial day; four juries in trial on Monday are
counted as four jury trial days.
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PETIT JUROR USAGE

12 MONTHS ENDED JUNE 30, 1979

SELECTED OR SERVING - 59.2%

CHALLENGED = 16.2%

NOT SELECTED,
SERVING, OR CHALLENGED

.NOTE: . Twenty people are pictured because the Juror Usage Index in 1979 was 19,60,

0

= 24.6%
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pleas; and also those who are not reached on voir dire questioning due to such
factors as excessively large panels or poor pool management. Many distriets
have been able to show improvement in juror management through the use of
efficient juror utilization practices. These practices include the use of less
than 12 member civil jury, jury pooling, multiple voir dire, reduction in voir
dire size, established deadlines for settlements or pleas, staggering of trial
starts, effective use of pretrial hearings, and use of the code-a-phone for
notifying jurors of a postponement or cancellation.

Hawaii achieved the lowest figures of jurors not selected, serving or
challenged with 4.2 percent, while 63.4 percent of the jurors in the Northern
Mariana Islands and 52.5 percent of Alaska's jurors were reported in this
category. Eighteen distriets recorded 15 percent or less of their avsilable
jurors as not selected, serving or challenged during the year ended June 30,
1979.

The percentage of criminal jury trial days for the 12-month period
ranged from 15 percent in New Hampshire to 100 percent in the Canal Zone and
the Northern Mariana Islands. Thirty~-seven of the 43 districets having a majority
of ecivil jury trial days recorded J.U.L's under 20.00, while only 23 of the 52
distriets having a majority of criminal jury trial days recorded J.U.L's under
20.00. '

The information on jury trial days can be used to develop a better
understanding of the demands which the different districts must meet. A high
percentage of criminal jury trials generally presents more problems to
overcome in attempting to utilize jurors efficiently. The criminal jury trial
- often requires a larger panel of prospective jurors than is needed for most ecivil
trials due to anticipated increases in challenges and alternate jurors.

The Juror Usage Indexes for the year ended June 30, 1979 range from a
low of 11.70 in the Western District of Oklahoma to 46.10 in the Northern
Mariana Islands. Sixty of the 95 distriets recorded indexes under 20,00 for the
12-month period. '

16



Table 8
United States Distriet Courts. Petit Juror Usage
For the Twelve Month Pering Ended June 30, 1979

Number of Juror Days Jury Trial Days
Percent Percent Percent Juror
District Total Selected or | Challenged | Not Selected Total Percent Perecent Usagg
Available Serving Serving or Civil Criminal Index
Challenged
Total all distrietsv....... | 565,617 59.2 16.2 24.6 28,851 47.7 52.6 19.60
District of Columbia, v v euen. 13,660 57.0 14.5 28.5 603 35.0 65.0 22.65
First Cireuit
Maing «.ooonene Ciseseranes 1,058 71.8 14.2 14.0 63 63.5 36.5 16.79
Massachusefts .. oovvvevennns 10,374 68.9 8.8 22.3 871 36.5 1 69.5 18.17
New Hampshire .. ... Ceve e . 2,059 64.5 14.8 20.7 ‘133 85.0 15.0 15.48
RhodeIsland ....evevaiennns 3,713 81.7 12.3 6.0 224 51.8 48.2 16.58
Puerto Rico..... teersresene 5,313 49,1 12.9 38.0 234 48.7 51.3 22.71
Second Cireuit
Connecticut..... Ceeae s 3,657 74.0 17.3 8.7 215 69,8 30.2 17.01
New York:
Northern.«covveve s 2,604 54,2 7.4 38.4 135 57.8 42.2 19.29
Eastern ..... ceeiraenan 28,449 59.0 17.0 24.0 1,435 42.2 57.8 19.83
Southem1 ........... e 45,075 52.4 16.1 31.5 1,954 41.3 58.7 23.07
Western™ s oveeneaen e 5,664 70.1 11.4 18.5 258 37.6 62.4 21.95
Vermont . ..... terara e . 2,232 57.3 10.7 32.0 128 75.0 25.0 17.44
Third Cireuit
Delaware .o vees oo v nsen e 1,499 67.2 18.9 13.9 117 81.2 18.8 12.81
New Jersey «coseeoneneas e 11,500 67.0 11.1 21.9 600 47.0 53.0 19.17
Pennsylvania:
Eastern ....... 00 e 35,569 45.9 19.0 35.1 1,604 Thed 28.6 22,18
Middle. .. ... Nesendaeen 3,852 75.2 17.7 7.1 226 770 23.0 17.04
Western. ... cvvveesnnnn 12,028 53.9 19.4 26.7 631 56.3 43.7 19.06
VirginIslands . v oo e vvavnnnns . 4,924 59.0 23.4 17.6 175 37.7 62.3 28.14
Fourth Cireuit
Maryland .. ... F N . 11,071 59.6 17.3 23.1 575 43.1 56.9 18.25
North Carolina:
Eastern™ ...oeovnvennnnn 2,450 62.4 14.0 23.8 103 25.2 74.8 23,79
Middle...... cebensaeen 1,839 77.1 14.8 8.1 118 29.7 70.3 15.58
Westernl . ............. 2,144 75.8 7.8 16.4 136 59.6 40.4 15.76
South Caroling . o s evsveaveven 5,364 72.2 12.4 15.4 262 52.3 47.7 20.47
Virginia:
Lastern ..o vvvevennnn . 3,990 52.5 30.5 17.0 250 66.8 33.2 15,96
Westernt ... ..... een e 1,637 51.9 39.0 9.1 93 9.9 30.1 17,60
West Virginia:
Northern ........ e esate 1,851 46.8 28.9 24.3 74 25.% 74.3 25.01
Southern ....ov0vvun e 2,520 60.7 20.2 19.1 136 50.7 49.3 18.53
Fifth Circuit
Alabama:
Northern o o oo vvun PRI 4,843 54.6 215 23.9 258 60.5 39.5 18,77
Middle.ovivveeravnnnns 9,365 73.0 12.5 14.5 106 35.8 64.2 20.52
Southern ...evevevenses 2,859 68.5 13.8 17.7 144 38.2 61.8 19.85
Florida:
Northern . 1,888 61.7 17.6 20.7 93 28.0 72.0 20.30-
Middle . . 9,635 68.6 15.3 16.1 543 30.9 69.1 17.74
Southern .. 15,259 52,6 15.4 32.0 614 13.4 86.6 24.85
Georgia:
Northern ......vvvvavus 10,148 57.2 18.8 24.2 871 §3.2 46.8 17,77
Middle” .. vvvvisennnnnn 2,724 62.7 22,2 15.1 133 57.1 42.9 20,48
Southern . .ovvuveninnns 3,426 70.3 18.6 1.1 183 54.1 45.9 18,72
Lounisiana:
Eastern ... voviovnrne 10,772 56.8 22.3 20.9 639 73.9 26.1 16.86
Middle.wovsenninnnsane 376 27.7 39.1 33.2 1¢ 40.0 60.0 37.60
WesterN.ouvennsnnnncns 4,557 55.1 17.8 W1 242 71.5 28.5 18.83
Mississippi:
Northern_ ...eveveeenenn 2,272 65,8 21.3 2.9 125 §3.9 40.8 18.18
Southern! ............. 3,986 55.1 14.7 20,2 157 5.8 17.2 25.39
Texas;
Northern . .vvuvvnnnnnns 10,241 61.2 14.4 4.4 513 £52 45.8 19.96
Eastern ....cvvvveasn .o 4,168 60,3 17.2 22.5 217 81.6 18.4 19.21
Southernt «cvenecananean 14,945 62.8 13.0 34.2 655 3.5 68.5 22,82
Western..vveveviesnnis 9,263 56.2 171 23.7 346 20.% -3 728 26.77
CanalZone . veeevenevionns 1,494 38,2 28.4 22.4 43 - - 100.0 34.74
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United States District Courts, Petit Juror Usage
For the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1979

Table 8

Number of Juror Days

Jury Trial Days

Percent Percent Percent Juror
Distriet Total Sejected or | Challenged | Not Selected Total Percent Percent Usag
Available Serving Serving or Civil Criminal Index
Challenged

Sixth Circuit
Kentucky:

Eastern.ss.oeiaen e 5,121 68.2 11.1 20.7 239 16.3 83.7 21.43

Western...vooses e 4,063 50.0 18.0 32.0 194 47.9 52.1 20.94
Michigan:

Eastern v.ovevss oo .. 20,466 62.3 11.5 26.2 1,165 45.2 54.8 17.57

Western..ooveneennnns 3,035 64.1 12.4 23.5 129 22.5 77.5 23.53
Ohios-

Northern ..icovovevvas 7,133 66.4 10.7 22.9 411 42.8 57.2 17.36

Southern «voevvvevasn 3,844 67.4 16.9 15.7 230 46.1 53.9 16,71
Tennessee:

Eastern «...ve000su 2,546 61.4 14.8 23.8 166 72.9 27.1 15.34

Middle.:voovineeninnn 3,968 58.5 14.4 27.1 191 44.0 56.0 20.77

Western...oovvesvenas 5,431 65.7 17.8 16.7 314 43.3 56.7 17.30

Seventh Cireuit
Nlinois:

Northerp «ovevuvennnann 20,258 56.6 13.0 30.4 1,104 50.8 49,2 18.37

Central’ o vvvveevennans 3,083 53.8 20.6 25.6 143 41.3 58.7 21.56

Southern? ............. 2,418 56.4 21.6 22.0 117 41.0 59.0 20.67
Indiana:

Morthern . .vvnv e ees 4,770 63.5 12.6 23.9 247 27.1 72.9 19.31

Southern ..o ‘e 3,402 61.2 15.3 23.5 219 62.6 37.4 15.53
Wisconsin:

Eastern «.oovveeveennnn 4,082 70.6 15.5 13.9 279 52,0 48.0 14.63

Western.ooovveeniennnn 1,825 71.4. 20.2 8.4 102 22.5 1.5 17.89

Eighth Cireuit
Arkansas:

Eastern,, o oveervensons 4,017 59.0 21.1 19.9 187 51.3 48.7 21.48

Western® ... vveennsnnnn 2,652 62.6 29.9 7.5 116 57.8 42,2 22.86
fowa:

Northern .... el 887 61.9 17.1 21.0 63 73.0 27.0 14.08

Southern vovevevvnonans 3,081 61.4 17.0 21.6 151 25.8 74.2 20.40
Minnesota v.oeevveveeinsan 6,665 59.9 15.6 24.5 357 53.8 46.2 18.67
Missouris

Eastern . .vveeevenenans 4,510 57.3 21.4 21.3 300 68.3 31.7 15.03

Western., .ovvvvvsvernan 2,968 56.6 25,7 7.7 175 60.6 39.4 16.96
Nebraska s cvoevvenvesvaines 3,723 49.7 19,7 30.6 202 70.8 29.2 18.43
North Dakota . vvvvivns s 2,017 §5.3 21.3 23.4 106 41,5 58.5 19.03.
South DaKota v o vvvvs v venons 2,543 56.9 17.2 25.9 126 46.0 54.0 20.18

Ninth Circuit
AlaSKA « e vv v rnesan . 1,343 38.0 9.5 52.5 42 28.6 71.4 31.98
ATiZONA s o v voevsssrosonsns 7,490 59.5 20.7 19.8 350 7.1 92.9 21.40
California:

Northern v vvceevenenens 13,891 65.6 12.6 21.8 853 67.2 32.8 16.28

Eastern «vcovevevnonanns 2,976 59.4 15.4 25.2 163 36.2 63.8 18.26

Central i ovevevnennain 16,328 57.5 9.7 32.8 824 38.3 61.7 19.82

Southern «.vvaeveasrann 8,863 58.7 17.1 24.2 408 27.5 72.5 21.72
Hawaiie o v v vvevavonininnsos 1,354 61.2 34.6 4.2 69 20.3 79.7 19.62
Idaho e v v s v i vvin e nnwnsuny 1,462 61.0 19.4 19.6 88 53.4 46.6 16.61
MONtBNA v vvivvinnvonnvsss 1,717 55.9 13.2 30.9 91 74.7 25.3 18.87
Nevada ovoveverrvevsossvan 4,465 586.1 17.0 27.9 196 23.0 77.0 22.78
Oregomn ‘e vevovnvroneonesean 3,408 56.2 19.7 24.1 198 53.5 46.5 . 17.21
Washington: : )

Eastern voveseannnnnens 1,161 60.6 20.1 19.3 65 53.8 46.2 17.86

Western..vosvennvuonsy 4,597 57.0 17.4 25.6 211 14.7 85.3 21.79
GUEIM o v vvveverosavasnssne 387 57.1 12.4 30.5 20 55,0 45.0 19.35
Northern Mariana
Islands «vveiiedein e iien 461 18.2 18.4 63.4 10 - 160.0 46.10

Tenth Circuit
Colorado +ivvven v 6,731 60,7 18.5 20.8 390 36.2 63.8 17.26
Kanses. . oo eisvnssnnssovonn 3,666 65.5 14.9 19.6 221 41.2 58.8 16,59
New MeXiCO . v oo vensennvas 4,421 62.9 18.1 19.0 215 39.1 60.9 20.56
Oklahoma:

Northern «.vovvvvinnnes 1,835 66.8 11.7 21.5 108 46.3 53.7 16.99

Eastern «ovvennnssnnns 1,585 69.6 20,7 9.7 99 30.3 69.7 16,01

Westerncvvvvvaaosenass 3,836 76,3 15.6 8.1 328 74.1 25.9 11.70
Utah® i ei e invnsons 3,356 65.5 20.3 14,2 172 22.1 77.9 19.51
WYOmMINg « s vsvinevsssarens 818 71.4 13.9 14,7 57 42.1 57.9 14.35

Lindicates those districts which have not yet adopted local rules reducing the size of civil juries.

Total available jurors divided by total jury trial days giving the average number of jurors available per jury trial day.

Central Illinois includes 12 month data from Danville, Peoria, Rock Island, and Springfield.
Southern Minois includes 12 month data from Alton, Benton, Cairo and East St. Louis.
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COMPARISON OF JUROR UTILIZATION 1973 - 1979

Seven-year distriet trends in the areas of the Juror Usage Index, percent
selected or serving and percent not selected, serving or challenged are shown in
tables 9 through 11. Forty-six of the 92 distriets have shown improvement in
their J.U.L's when 1979 data is compared to 1973 figures. The District of the
Virgin Islands has exhibited the most improvement in the J.U.I. declining from
41.43 in 1973 to 28.14 in 1979. Fifty-two districts have shown improvement in
their percent of jurors selected or serving from 1973 to 1979 with the Virgin
Islands recording the greatest improvement, increasing its percent selected or
serving from 29.7 percent in 1973 to 59.0 percent in 1979, an increase of 29.3
percentage points. In the category of not selected, serving or challenged the
District of Hawaii has shown the greatest amount of improvement reducing its
37.6 percent not selected, serving or challenged in 1973 to 4.2 percent in
1979, Further, 58 distriets have shown improvement in this area from 1973 to
1979 resulting in a decrease in the overall national average from 28.4 percent
in 1973 to 24.6 percent in 1979.
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Table 9

United States Distriet Courts
Juror Usage Indexes

For the Twelve Menth Periods Ended June 30, 1973-1979

Distriet 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979

National Average « vevovvvven.so | 20.16 19.12 19.32 19.73 19.55 19.51 19.60
Distriet of Columbia..:ivovuous | 22.22 22.05 19,51 21,00 21.59 20.31 22.65

First Circuit
Maine ... rneeeass ] 10,28 12,20 15.67 17.69 24,03 17.16 16.79
Massachusetts ........o00sss.: | 18.06 15.87 17.62 18,54 16.07 18.42 18.17
New Hampshire «vovvoveeees.vo ! 13.87 13.12 13.22 14,75 18.10 25.26 15,48
RhodeIsland +....vovuvveseinss| 18.43 11.31 12.54 15.68 15.58 13.86 16.58
Puerto Rico vevivveraeraveanes | 19.44 18.30 19.33 31.32 25.08 24.09 22.71

Second Cireuit
Connecticut. .. ivvseeeavseaass | 16,06 14.70 16.70 19.15 21.59 15.08 17.01
New York:

Northern .ooovuveesesars | 20.80 18.26 17.56 18.17 23.74 22.38 18.29

Eastern ....vovuuseeesin. | 27.82 23.62 20.62 22.09 23.04 22,37 19.83

Southern . :evsveveavanss | 2723 27.85 23.60 22.88 21.46 23.41 23.07

Western....ovoeuvevnness | 20.16 21.62 18.30 20.37 21,60 24,00 21.95
Vermont vieevvsesnvanvennass | 19.32 15.46 15,94 16.78 15.89 14.21 17.44

Third Cireuit
Delaware . vvvueervvooneseiais 22.22 19.77 17.56 17.76 17.94 15.16 12.81
Newdersey ¢ voevveevnncesiavs | 17.07 16.18 17,97 18,55 18.87 19.87 19.17
Pennsylvania:

Eastern .....v.o0cveanase ]| 19.89 20.15 18,83 19.21 18.11 20.42 22,18

Middle..ovrsennnninaaes | 1427 12.62 17,34 17.68 17.80 17.13 17.04

Western...vovevernvanas | 20,74 17.25 20,59 20.83 19.63 19.90 19,06
Virgin Is1ands « v s s s oen v o v oo s | 41.43 30.08 29,38 30.85 33.99 27.81 28,14

Fourth Cireuit
Maryland .o oo osvvrvsovenios.s | 1870 18,01 17,71 18,34 23.21 17,94 19.25
North Carolina:

Eastern ... .vevveenveves | 21,31 19.68 20.78 19.89 24.61 26,18 23.79

Middlessvous s veoseereas | 18,18 15.05 14.84 17.58 16.62 18,21 15.58

Western.,.ovevnevasesss | 1578 15,49 15.53 14.61 14,62 14,74 15.76
South Carolin@ ...svevuvssesans | 18.42 17.65 18,68 18,79 18.57 19,76 20.47
Virginia:

Eastern . vvenveevsvesas | 2195 23.32 19.36 17.68 18.45 16,49 15.96

Western.ovevvevoeirends | 1731 18.83 16.62 18.69 15.37 18,67 17.60
West Virginia:

Northern . vvoeeevsoineeas | 2583 19.83 18,32 23.78 17.43 19.00 25.01

Southern vovvvenvnsaseas | 24,32 20.42 24.95 21.74 19.97 18.10 18.53

Fifth Circuit
Alabama:

Northern veveveurnewesse | 13.45 13.63 13.05 16,99 17.30 17.10 18.77

Middle...vvveoerenarsas | 18,54 12.78 15.84 18.46 17.73 20.95 20.52

Southern +..vesuvesevese. | 18,88 15.15 15.53 18.47 15.95 15.28 19.85
Florida:

Northern ...ocevuvevsenss | 14.92 18.24 19.38 19,69 19.93 22,19 20.30

Middle s o v nsoeeonss | 21.84 17.74 20.00 18.81 18.90 19,22 17.74

Southern o..veveeosooess | 20.82 19.02 18.78 20.61 22.73 21,52 24.85
Georgia:

Northern v ooisevenveness | 19.94 17.86 16.95 17.83 21,02 19.56 17,77

Middlesevovenerennnaanss | 22,02 22.06 19.32 21.06 19.99 21.87 20.48

Southern .. ..svueesnssss | 21.30 19.60 21.26 18,96 20,27 20.60 18,72
Louisianas

Eastern «..eocovevesavess | 15.35 16.10 16.31 16.88 15.66. 17,07 16.86

Middi€ s cv s vsvovnsenanns | 2157 31.22 . 28.33 22.50 26.59 24.00 37.60

Western..ooeivanoesvese | 24,40 16,48 18,10 18.16 17.19 14,39 18.83
Mississippi:

Northern .,....eeeeveses | 2170 12.71 18.92 18.39 19.92 17.89 18,18

Southern vovovesevovaess | 30.63 21.06 22.42 24.97 22.82 21,92 25.39
Texas:

Northern . vespevaeenen. s 7 18.34 19.26 19.29 19.49 18,24 18,53 19.96

Eastern o veseveosssanees | 1565 13.42 15.90 19.80 17.94 20,52 19.21

Southern ..o vsvevsensnas | 18,23 15.46 19.06 22.47 22.81 23.89 22.82

Western:veivesuossonenes | 17.89 14.20 21.92 22.87 23.67 26.14 26.77
Canal Zone vuevevevensovansey | 2911 27.54 21.79 26.57 21.43 30,06 34.74
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Table 9
United States District Courts
Juror Usage Indexes

For The Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1973-1979

District 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979

Sixth Circuit
Kentucky:

Eastern «,....... e .| 27.43 22,36 27.05 23.51 23.54 23.72 21.43

Western..,.oeovens wesess ] 20.88 20,60 23.37 19.11 21.91 23.52 20.94
Michigan:

Eastern «v.voven Ceieees . | 16.56 19,98 20.60 20.40 19.65 16.99 17.54

Western.:.ooovieiviennsan 13.97 12.16 14.70 17.51 17.15 21.00 23.53
Ohio:

Northern «.vvevvvnnenn e | 18.89 17.02 20.61 21.12 20.43 17.74 17.36

Southern ...ovwvniveennn .| 19.22 18.74 18.84 19.00 18,50 17.19 16.71
Tennessee:

Eastern «vvvvvnvennniinns 16.43 17.07 16.92 15.38 15.43 14.27 15.34

Middle .o oo svnvrevonnonnn 23.08 18.43 19.75 19.43 23.94 23.34 20.77

Western......... e 15.86 15.79 16.82 17.07 17.26 16.87 17.30

Seventh Circuit
Hlinois:

Northeril ...... e 18.41 16.75 16.87 19.86 17.47 17.89 18.37

Central™_..ovovven RSN - - - - - - 22.44

Southern® ........ . ... . - - - - - - 19.67
Indianas

Northern & . ..... veeeeeaes | 22,89 23.53 25.73 31.26 20.93 19.93 ° 19.31

Southerfnt v.voowvsuin vesees | 15,18 16.24 15.83 14.97 17.58 13.20 15.53
Wisconsin:

Eastern ..... cee e e ese 111744 19.81 17.94 17.69 15,81 15.52 14.63

Western.....ouuun eeaes | 26,72 12.25 15.67 17.95 19.11 16.17 17.89

Eighth Cireuit
Arkansas:

Eastern ....... ceeeesdiess | 19.69 22.17 21.90 21.73 20.91 23.30 21.48

Western....... sereenes e | 22,33 25.27 25.26 22.11 23.39 23.08 22.86
Towas

Northern ., . e av,e .| 14,71 14.84 15.64 17.77 14.29 21.70 14,08

Southern +...vuuuu. 15.88 14.93 21.84 17.45 15,91 17.15 20.40
Minnesota +..veviennnan 16.15 18,52 17.55 16.32 17.62 17.77 18.67
Missouri:

Eastern . .oivvvvuun ceeees | 20,42 18.58 17.17 17.08 17.43 16.89 15.03

Westerneeeiveessas veves | 25,51 24.76 26.67 24.60 22.85 22.85 16.96
Nebraska . ...ov... 17.93 16.74 19.88 17,04 15,43 15.34 18.43
North Dakota . . .. . | 18.87 16.88 .20.60 20.63 20.49 18.14 19.03
South Dakota « oo v vsvnvessnnns 26.70 22.39 24.18 24.62 22.89 22.39 20.18

Ninth Circuit
Alaska . v v v v v v v i nin cesess | 2031 22,77 25.41 20,94 18.04 23.58 31.98
ArizZona . v oo nn e 21.52 23.81 22.00 25.88 21.56 24.29 21.40
California: :

NOPthern v v v v v vnosnnn 18.07 16.15 15.97 16.16 16.77 15.76 16.28

Eastern ......o.. e 20.79 18.86 20.55 23.39 22,48 20.39 18.26

Central ..... i . | 20.44 20.08 20.83 19.64 19.77 20.71 19.82

Southern ........ ESIN .. f 27,24 24,54 23.66 20,95 22,73 19.72 21.72
Hawailsoivvovenonnns e 22,29 22.01 19.93 15.40 20.32 12.73 19.62
Idaho. ooy vvv v ns e b e 20.65 16.05 15.39 15.51 16.57 20.39 16,61
Montana .i.vovvuuns e 18.52 17.45 19.73 20.45 17.16 18.37 18.87
Nevada +.voouo. eseeseaesaas | 21.87 20.28 20.99 22.65 23.24 23.47 22.78
oregon v...eseens e e 14.56 16.05 16.28 15.96 16.02 16,15 17.21
Washington:

Eastern i ..oev.. Ceeseees | 19,78 15.06 - 17.16 20,18 19.41 21.54 17.86

Western. ... ... veeandes | 18,74 20.45 19.53 19.90 18.96 20.31 21.79
GUEITL v vevesnnnnnos [SEERRREE 25.46 20.07 18.94 34.50 60,00 14.35 19,35
Northern Mariana Islands®...... Ve - = - - - - 46.10

Tenth Cireuit
Colorado v vv v venasoneos Ceeees]13.38 14.63 15.09 16.53 16.77 17.76 17,26
Kansas. . ... N Cieens oo | 16,59 15.83 19.85 17.62 16.87 17.48 16.59
New Mexico.. ... [ .| 20.14 15.93 16.69 19.25 1755 16.55 20.56
Oklahoma: -

Northern v .ovvvevsvsnnesss | 21,08 27.92 20.28 16.37 19.89 14.35 16.99

Eastern «v.iveivnsnsnnnn . ] 19.61 21,93 17.57 14.80 14.69 18.59 16.01

Western........ e . ] 21,66 15.53 17.28 13.56 13.49 12.33 11,70
Utah oo iven i navivsanenss | 24,42 21.40 18.78 19.60 23.40 22.70 19.51
Wyoming «v.v.ow.s Cere b e 12.19 11.80 11.67 12.84 12.24 12.82 14.35

)1Centra1 Illinois includes 12 month data from Danville, Peoria, Rock Island and Springfield.

Southern Hlinois includes 12 month data from Alton, Benton, Cairo and East St. Louis.

The District of Northern Mariana Islands was established on January 8, 1978.
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Table 10

United States District Courts

Percentage of Jurors Selected Or

Serving On Jury Trials

For the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1973 - 1979

Distriet 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979
National Average .. ......0. | 56,5% 58.3% 60.1% 60.2% 60.4% 60.5% 59.2%
Distriet of Columbig....vveuuess | 57.5 54.8 63.1 58.2 56.3 61.8 57.0
First Cireuit
Maine ....... e e e 73.5 82.7 82.2 83.1 54.0 74.1 71.8
Massachusetts ..o vinve v 67.8 62.6 66.0 68.4 71.0 87.7 68.9
New Hampshire . .vvivveveens 69.2 72.2 72.2 68.2 58.8 53.0 64.5
RhodeIsland sweevvniansvons 62.2 80.8 78.4 72.5 77.5 82.9 81.7
Puerto Rico . . vivuvvvnneeans 54.5 54.7 51.5 35.0 43.3 44.5 49.1
Second Circuit
Connecticut .. oo v v e v 71.4 73.6 71.8 75.3 70.7 86.1 74.0
New York:
Northern . .vevuvsess 60.0 61.2 64.8 66.1 46.3 57.0 54.2
Eastern o vonveenoonns 48.8 57.5 60.9 59.6 53.7 55.9 59.0
"~ Southern “.i.iiveaans .o 47.4 43.4 48.7 52.6 54.2 51.5 53.4
WesterN.vveovononoas 68.0 64.7 70.8 71.8 70.2 69.3 70.1
Vermont vvvivvennnaesins 62.3 54.7 55.0 56.4 61.3 60.8 57.3
Third Cireuit
Delaware . .. .ovvvrnuns .e 51.6 56.3 62.7 60.5 60.4 70.5 67.2
New Jersey v vvovvernnvavones 74.8 74.3 73.6 72.5 68.9 64.5 67.0
Pennsylvania:
Eastern ...ovivuisveennns 52.7 51.5 56.2 52.2 §5.8 50.6 45.9
Middle..oovinernnonnss 76.3 78.2 77.0 72.0 76.0 77.3 75.2
Western....oovvvsvnsen 45.3 56.2 55.5 49.7 56.6 57.4 53.9
VirginIslands « v v s v en v e i inn 29.7 49.4 49.8 54,1 48.8 54.6 59.0
Fourth Cireuit
Maryland .« c oo vvvensvnnn 64.2 €7.6 62.7 67.8 54.6 66.9 59.6
Narth Carolina:
Eastern ...covovniveses 55.3 62.5 63.4 69.4 59.2 60.3 62.4
Middle. .ooiveevunennnn 60.4 67.1 63.7 69.6 73.1 66.1 771
Western.....oovvuennen 70.1 74.7 74.7 78.6 76.3 77.3 75.8
South Caroling « v vvevavasrsn 60.5 56,0 63.4 68.3 71.0 717.3 72.2
Virginia:
Eastern ...oiovenvvoninn 43.4 43.7 48.4 53.9 49,2 54.8 52.5
Western. .. vovvveuovian 53.8 48,6 51,3 52,3 57.6 50.2 51.9
West Virginia:
Northern ..vvvevuvsvans 47.2 59.3 63.1 39.0 60.5 55,5 46.8
Southern .vovvvvinesnn 50.8 55.6 44.3 51.4 47.9 58.5 60,7
Fifth Cireuit
Alabama:
Northern .oviveviw seen 64.8 60.8 71.0 56.3 53.7 56.9 54,6
Middle . .ivninenannnnns 59.9 81,9 78.2 73.7 75,0 73.3 73.0
Southern «., .o anvv 54.8 72.8 73.4 85.0 80.8 81.0 68.5
Florida:
Northern . oveevenveinnn 68.1 68.3 68.6 68.2 69.7 60.4 61.7
Middle e v v iviiiccaaann 54.0 69.1 66.0 68.5 67.0 64.7 68.6
Southern « . v evvvivnans 54,1 59.4 56.8 58.0 52.8 56.6 52.6
Georgias:
Northern & ...vvvveennvs 61.4 64.5 59.4 57.8 56.2 53.6 57.2
Middle. e v cinninennnnen 57.4 §7.2 65.6 60.4 64.9 80.6 62.7
Southern vuieeevayossns 56.7 57.2 72.8 74.0 76.8 71.9 70.3
Louisiana:
Eastern .. ovvvevvionnns 56.5 56.4 59.6 58.9 59.0 60.4 56.8
Middle..... e e 35.8 30.6 28.2 45,2 38.5 41.7 VARS
Western oo vvinavrnnns 38.4 53.5 61.1 57.8 53.8 55.0 55.1
Mississippis
Northern . .v.vnvvunvnns 59.7 71.5 71.0 73.5 64.2 68.6 65.8
Southern +...voviveonas 40.5 59.2 58.0 53.8 58.9 61.0 55.1
Texas:
Northern . ovvivvewsonss 65,5 63.6 65.2 63.3 69.2 67.1 61.2
Eastern «vovevivenesnns 75.8 72.1 66.1 . 62.9 65.9 58.5 60.3
Southern +..eevevwrswas 65.0 67.1 75.0 65.8 67.3 58.4 62.8
Western.,.ovenooswienas 55.8 69.1 63.3 61.7 61.3 57.9 56.2
Canal ZoNe . i'vvevvonionensin 41.2 43,6 54.8 46.2 59.3 47.9 38.2
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Table 10
‘United States District Courts
Percentage of Jurors Selected Or
Serving On Jury Trials

For the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1973 - 1979

Distriet 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979

Sixth Cireuit
Kentueky:

Eastern ....... beveas .| 48.7% 51.3% 54.5% 56.6% 58.3% 61.8% 68.2%

Western....vovveennnnens | 54.3 45.7 44.4 53.3 53.9 51.9 50.0
Michigan:

Eastern ...ovvvvvnnn, .| 60.1 63.1 64.4 65.2 67.4 68.2 62.3

Westerne.vvvveevisnnasas| 84,8 88.8 81.4 72.4 81.9 73.3 64,1
Ohio:

Northern vovvevseans eeees]| 55.5 61.2 54,1 51.3 54.4 59,9 66.4

Southern ...... R L X 66.5 67.8 67.6 68.1 70.4 67.4
Tennessee:

Eastern ..o.oevevenss veees| 614 63.3 65.1 61.3 62.5 63.1 61.4 -

Middle......... viesas| 46.8 53.4 53.8 53.2 49.9 54.7 58.5

Western.voosun seeene| 71,8 71.5 66.3 70.0 69.1 68.3 65.7

Seventh Circuit
Illinois:

Northern «vvveveevessvess| 54.9 64.5 63.6 58.3 63.6 62.1 56.6

Centrald . ...iviveiinnen, - - - - - - 55.7

Southern® ....... R - - - - - - 54.0
Indiana:

Northern . +vvvvuss i .1 49.3 45.6 49.2 42.8 59.1 53.1 63.5

Southern «...vevviwesses. | BL2 63.1 60.6 63.7 60.6 60.6 61,2
Wisconsin: )

Eastern «..oovvvenna vevee| 58,2 56.6 60.4 69.1 68.0 63.3 70.6

Westernooivovunennseinns 47,1 67.7 72.8 67.9 71.3 78.2 71.4

Eighth Circuit
Arkansas:

Eastern o ooveuons e 62.3 55.3 54.7 55.9 57.2 51.3 59.0

Western:vouvoienoneinnss 60.3 53.7 53.1 63.8 58.7 64.4 62.6
Towa:

Northern . ...cvvvvevvvaens | 79,3 65.4 61.8 57.6 65.1 45.5 61.9

Southern «..ovvvvnnn o] 70,2 74.1 49.9 67.4 69.3 68.0 61.4
Minnesota .....u0vue s oo | 64,0 56.9 71.4 67.7 60.4 60.7 59.9
Missouris

Eastern ... v0unnn oo | 56,1 50.6 59.4 55.2 54.9 57.4 57.3

Western.covvusvedavias.. | 453 47.2 45.5 46.5 48.3 58.4 56.6
Nebraska « voovevinivsons .. ] 50,2 53.8 51.9 52.6 57.8 56.6 49,7
North Dakcta...ov'vevevvsennsa. | 66,0 74.5 ST 59.8 61.3 56.8 55.3
South Dakota « v vv v v esuuss .| 46.8 46.3 42.2 43.5 48,7 50.3 56.9

Ninth Cireuit
Alask@ .o v ov e ivane v 66.6 5L.1 49.5 62.3 63.9 52.5 38.0
Arizonga « oo v eiiii oo 47,5 50.5 53.9 45.6 47.4 49,6 59.5
California:

Northern +v.vvvevvaeivves | 64,6 67.6 65.8 66.8 65.9 69.3 65.6

Eastern ....vvvvuinnn .| 57.0 58.4 55.4 53.4 53.5 59.3 59.4

Central oo vievevevnnsess | 63.2 61.0 62.0 62.4 61.3 61.7 57.5

Southern «...... .. | 43.0 50.1 53.6 60.8 60.1 65.6 58.7
Hawaileooooinivonsn oo ) 48,2 54.4 58.2 65.0 58.1 67.5 61.2
Idaho . e v e v v nwv o . .. | 8L1 70.9 60.5 69.5 59.1 49,5 6L.4
Montana ....cvusus . .| 66.7 50.0 51.0 54.7 68.3 63.1 55,9
Nevada «ovveevevennseniviaos | 585 58.4 59.2 56.6 49.4 54.8 65.1
Oregon «vvvsvevnnns veesea | 567 56.3 54.5 54.2 54.9 64.0 56.2
Washington: -

Eastern ,..eoeevvoosssses | 58,6 60.7 57.6 55.5 58.4 56.4 60.6

Western.seoveiionsvaioen | 554 53.7 55.9 59,9 59.1 62.1 57.0
GUAM v e vnvverssesansosnsses | 46,8 512 56.7 32.8 20.5 66.5 57.1
Northern Mariana Islands3. ... ... - - - - - - 18.2

Tenth Cireuit
Colorado + v vvevevniunveananss | 71O 68.2 64.8 57.3 64.5 59.8 60.7
Kansas. . vuvvveoesvnnwssasoass | 62,8 67.5 63.5 64.4 63.2 66.3 65.5
New MexXico .o v ovvvuuiovsnanss | 53,4 64.7 59.6 64.7 66.6 70,3 62.9
Oklahomas )

Northern .vovvvevinveeens | 57.8 33,7 52,7 70.5 69.0 72.9 66.8

Eastern v ouveviiivnsnensos | 48,2 47,0 54.7 68.9 68.8 60.7 69.6

Western oo vuvevssernses | 57.3 67.9 62,3 69.6 70.8 77.6 76.3
Utah oo invsesvrnnssvoneanss | 519 61.3 64.9 64.8 52.1 66,7 65.5
WYOmMIng « v vevevvvnwnssnnnnes | T02 73.9 67.1 70.6 . 68.2 67.4 71.4

LGentral llinois includes 12 month data from Danville, Peoria, Rock Island and Springfiéld.

Z3outhern Illinois includes 12 month data from Alton, Benton, Caliro and East St. Louis.

The Distriet of Northern Mariana Islands was established on January 8, 1978,
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Table 11

United States District Courts

Percentage of Jurors Not Selected,

Serving or Challenged

For the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1873-1979

District 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 | 1979
Total all districts . v v ... 28.4% 26.5% 23.8% 24,1%. 24.1% 24.0% 24.6%
District of Columbia. .. svve.oodf 27.2 31.4 23.4 28.0 28.0 22.7 28.5
First Cireuit
Maine vuveerssrvennsnanmanns 8.3 3.9 3.3 3.8 33.9 7.8 14.0
Massachusetts v oo venesnenssd 22,8 27.9 22.1 21.8 16.3 20.0 22.3
New Hampshire +..cooinveveinn 16.0 12.7 14.4 17.1 23.5 29.1 20.7
Rhodelsland .vvvuvevvennaenss) 314 10.5 16.3 19.5 12.7 10.1 6.0
Puerto Rico o v o vevvvnveanans 28.0 29.1 33.5 49.0 43.0 41.4 38.0
Second Circuit
ConnecticUt . oo v v v e v varsnsese] 13,7 12.0 9.0 10.0 8.7 6.8 8.7
New York:
Northern . cvveennvivecsas| 30.5 25.8 24.2 23.0 45.6 33.9 38.4
Eastern « vonsenssns vaaeeal 384 29.4 23.9 27.1 32.9 28.4 24.0
Southern +....ccnevvvavwe.| 40,8 44.0 34.9 31.1 30,2 33.4 31.5
Westetlle v vaenvvanaaeassal 229 269 19.5 18,3 20.9 20.7 18.5
Vermont .o.ovvnovensnaneesss) 303 31.9 29.8 31.2 25.4 28.6 32.0
Third Cireuit
Delawere . . v evssscivensseas] 296 6.1 8.1 15.2 15.4 8.7 13.9
New Jersey s cvesvvssaiccasanse| 152 14.2 14.3 16.2 20.2 25.2 21.9
Pennsylvania:
EasterN «iavecaneansanaaaa] 322 33.4 26.8 31.9 25.1 30.5 35.1
Middle. ... cveviivnnnins . 9.6 8.2 8.9 9.5 8.8 8.9 7.1
WeSterN .. cevienvanacenaa| 362 27.9 28.9 35.2 271 23.4 26.7
VirginIslands « « v v oo s svvannae 37.7 21.4 26.6 24.8 29.9 23.9 17.6
Fourth Cireuit
Maryland . oo o aun v veerewse]| 17.3 15.8 17.7 15.9 31.3 15.8 23.1
North Carolina:
Eastern «vovvvvanraneanss] 347 27.4 25.3 21.3 31.7 25.9 23.6
Middie s cv e wnendeacncaes] 228 13.0 18.6 12.0 13.6 15.9 8.1
Western...oovevuveveeaso| 216 15.5 16,3 14.5 12.9 13.2 16.4
South Carolin® « « v i vsvnceansaea] 220 25.8 17.6 14.4 15.8 12.6 15.4
Virginia: .
EaStern v i eevencencieesedt 226 23.4 18.8 12.2 14.0 11.9 17.0
Western...oovovveneveres| 16.8 13.4 14.3 13.1 5.1 23.3 9.1
West Virginia:
Northern «ovvvaeuvvasaas.| 28:9 21.0 14,2 39.5 14.8 18.5 24.3
SOUthern «svveeosvsnsesaey 26,2 23.6 31.8 25.3 28.3 19.4 19.1
Fifth Cirecuit
Alabamas
Northern v vivoeevseevesci| 155 17.4 11.2 24,2 26.9 23.6 23.9
Middle. e vvsvenevsaveense| 22.9 8.4 13.4 15.4 13.9 14.5 14.5
Southeln «vesvenveessvens| 24.2 10.4 10.3 6.9 6.2 4.4 17.7
Florida:
Northern vovvveeveninsess| 167 20.6 17.4 20.0 15.8 23.8 20.7
Middlessivvoensenneneneal 327 19.2 21.1 17.9 20.6 21.3 16.1
Southern «vvevvvveanaaess| 32,2 23.8 28.5 26.0 34.0 29.0 32.0
Georgia: ‘
Northern «.veevenunsnaans | 170.8 15.9 18.7 20.6 24.0 26.1 24.2
Middle, v evvsvvecesonss 20.9 16.5 10.4 13.5 11.8 14.6 15.1
Southern +.+.vevesooeoas.| 181 22.6 6.4 9.9 5.6 10,5 11.1
Louisiana:
Eastern o oeeevvonvensoass| 183 19.4 17.7 17.0 17.8 19.7 20.9
Middle. .o eeseveonoesos ) 477 44.7 48.8 24.9 28.1 17.0 33.2
Western ..o veiosnvvsonees] 489 30.6 20.9 21.5 24.6 23.0 27.1
Mississippi: :
Northern v, ewssenvsnooasa i 20.6 11.8 9.2 10.2 16.6 13.3 12.9
Southern «.vvvvvvensssnss| 471 28.0 26.8 30,4 25.0 26.1 30.2
Texas:
Northernt ¢ .ovvvienesvanes| 187 19.1 18.5 21.2 17.5 20.0 24.4
Eastern . .ovevvvenvereveef 10,2 13.1 15.0 19.0 19.1 26.3 22.5
Southern «....veveveeeses b 207 18.7 12.7 18.8 20.8 26.9 24.2
Western..oeeivesensesens | 249 13.7 16.4 18.9 21.6 24.1 26.7
CanalZone +..vvvsovsvsieaneses | 37.0 35.2 29.2 29.0 34.7 25.9 32.4
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Table 11
United States Distriet Courts
Percentage of Jurors Not Selected,

Serving or Challenged

For the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1973-1979

District 1973 1874 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979

Sixth Circuit
Kentueky: ‘

Eastern ..... Ceiheasaieess|41.4% 39.4% 35.8% 34.8% 30.3% 28.3% 20.7%

Western.....voveeeeova..] 289 36.2 40.2 32.2 30.2 31.9 32.0
Michigan:

Eastern .o oovevvivonens o] 334 28.8 28.0 25.6 22.8 20.4 26.2

Western..... e .. 8.3 4.2 8.3 16.9 9.8 14.2 23.5
Qhio:

Northern ........ e e 36.6 31.0 36.6 40.3 37.4 29.5 22.9

Southern ......... [ 22.8 20.8 19.5 20.0 18.7 17.5 15.7
Tennessee:

Eastern «v.ovvevens nhae e 27.% 24.7 23.3 25.5 23.3 24.6 23.8

Middle........ e 45.1 33.6 317 35.5 38.9 33.4 27.1

Western..vvveevsnninnnas 12.2 11.8 13.5 15.9 13.7 13.6 16.7

Seventh Cireuit
Iinojs:

Northeri) ................ 34.4 25.4 25.2 31.9 26.8 27.1 30.4

Central* ....... Cev A - - - - - - 21.7

Southern® «..... s eaeans - - - - - - 27.1
Indiana:

Northern .....ovvinnunnns 34.0 34.7 32.0 37.1 24.6 27.6 23.9

Southern ....vcvivvinn Lo 215 22.5 18.1 16.4 21.7 24.4 23.5
Wiseonsin:

Eastern . oovvvvevennnneas 21.4 23.6 22.2 16.7 16.1 25.7 13.9

WeSteIM. « v v v nenennins 28.7 8.7 8.7 11.5 4.7 5.0 8.4

Eighth Cireuit
Arkansas:

Eastern ... o vvrvuvsuenesi 16.2 19.2 18.7 19.9 17.8 26.9 19.9

Western, . ...+ vrsaesaasas |l 204 18.7 21.4 6.1 17.2 10,3 7.5
Iowa:

Northern .....c.ovovue. v | 10.0 17.3 18.9 21.9 19.5 34.8 21.0

Southern ....vveiveves ese| 12.9 9.5 31.3 15.2 12.8 13.1 21.6
Minnesota .........c.o000.s oo | 18.4 27.0 13.8 16.6 21.1 22.8 24.5
Missouri:

Eastern ...... e vaeas | 18,2 24.7 19.0 20.3 20.0 22.0 21.3

Western..... PN 33.0 27.1 31.7 29.0 26.3 24.7 17.7
Nebraskf « o v vevisvennnsesns .| 3L.2 28.8 30.4 31.8 22.6 28.7 30.6
NorthDakota.....eonvvunnuns 14.2 9.0 23.0 23.5 23.2 24.8 23.4
South Dakota . .... treesaanes o] 33.8 28.4 36.3 36.3 31.9 28.5 25.9

Ninth Cireuit
Alaska .o erevrnesnan [P N 19,2 43.7 36.3 25.8 22.6 32.3 52.5
ATIZONA « c v vt vneesnoasone 26.1 26.3 21.2 24.5 15.6 24.3 19.8
California:

Northern vovvvevnvevnnans 23.8 20,5 21.2 21.5 21.4 17.3 21.8

EASErm vv v ivvesosavanais 32,2 29,2 32.7 34.6 37.0 24.9 25,2

Central ...... Cedraaaanan 27.7 30.0 28.2 27.7 28.4 29.5 32.8

Southern .....vivu veens | 350 28.3 25.6 20.5 22.9 18.4 24.2
Hawaii, « o cveneninnvennneenan 37.6 35.2 13.3 8.7 8.3 1.3 4.2
Lo T T . 26.3 17.7 26.4 20.0 22.8 34.7 19.6
Montana «ccuevsnvvsienesaina 16.8 30.9 30.4 23.3 17.4 22.7 30.9
Nevada +..c.. sesesenasias 23.1 18.1 26,0 28.3 38.8 30.4 27.9
OFEEON vvvieverenanssnnnions 28.0 24.3 26,6 22.6 22.7 19.2 24.1
Washington:

EaStern «vevevesvvnuvonss 15.5 17.1 19.9 20.0 21.0 18.0 18.3

Western...,eovvvsvsesaas | 29.0 26.0 25.7 21.6 22,1 20.9 25.86
[€117:1) (R [SRERRERE 44.3 33.2 25.8 57.9 63,1 30.7 30.5
Northern Mariana Jslands®, . ... ,.. - = - ~ - 100.0 63.4

Tenth Cireuit
Colorado v oveveninrosnsenvsns 9.7 14.9 16.3 23.9 18.6 23.2 20.8
Kansas. « v voue Ceee s 22.2 16.5 - 20.7 20.2 21.4 18.6 18.6
New MeXico . ivuevivveninnnnss 25.7 18.2 18.3 14.3 15.8 13.4 19,0
Oklahoma:

Northern vo v vvnvns Ve eaas 25.7 92.3 29,1 12.3 17.4 11.5 21.5

Eastern . .vuvese veerseas | 39,8 39.8 27.2 19.2 13.1 21.2 9.7

Western....ooevveen oo | 26,7 20.9 22.7 12.6 14.2 6.7 8.1
Utah ....ns JS 25.0 27.6 21.3 21.4 36.8 30.9 14,2
Wyoming «...ovinn e veaw | 102 15.6 19.6 13.9 21.2 19.7 14,7

1Gentral Minois ineludes 12 month data from Danville, Peoria, Rock Island and Springfield.

Southern linuis includes 12 month data from Alton, Benton, Cairo and East St. Louis.

The Distriet of Northern Mariana Islands was established on January 8, 1978.
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JUROR UTILIZATION CHECK SHEET

The Juror Utilization Check Sheet, which follows, is the ‘end result of
the study of the various juror utilization problems encountered by district
courts. This is made possible by the steady communication of various district
courts with the Administrative Office concerning their problems and juror
oceurrences and how they sought to solve or handle them. The check sheet lists
fourteen basic positive factors which tend to result in a low Juror Usage
Index. Also shown are the fourteen counterparts to these positive factors
which have an adverse effect resulting in a high J.U.I. Because each of the 95
distriet courts has variations in its local rules and practices, this listing is not
meant to include all possible factors affecting a distriet's juror utilization
performance. Rather, it should be used by a court as the starting point to
isolate end study the individual aspects of its juror utilization program. Once a
court has determined the practices or conditions that exist in its jury program,
it can proceed to isolate those areas which may require changes or
modifications to improve the utilization of petit jurors.

THE EFFECT OF THE SPEEDY TRIAL ACT OF 1974 ON JUROR USAGE

The Speedy Trial Act sets specific time limits for indietment,
arraignment and trial. The Act mandates permanent time limits of 30 days
from arrest to indictment, ten days from indictment to arraignment, and sixty
days from arraignment to trial that became effective on July 1, 1979. As a
‘eonsequence  of these imposed deadlines, the courts must choose between the
necessity for speed and the need for the efficient administration of justice.
For example, it is more efficient to summon grand jurors to hear evidence in at
least two cases for a full day's work, rather than calling them in an hour at a
time for individual cases. This is not a significant problem in large
metropolitan courts. However, in a distriet which does not have a heavy
criminal caseload, the U.S. Attorney cannot afford to wait to present two or
three cases at one grand jury session because of the risk involved in not
meeting speedy trial time requirements. Grand jurors must be called in to hear
evidence in a single case, Consequently grand jury sessions in a district with a
low eriminal caseload will be "short" and not optimally efficient.
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CHECK SHEET ON JUROR UTILIZATION FACTORS THAT MAY HAVE AN EFFECT ON THE
JUROR USAGE INDEX

POSITIVE FACTORS

ADVERSE FACTORS

Good cooperation and commmnication 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 judges and trials per-
mits.

L]

Use of multiple voir dires in the jury
selection process.

Reduction 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 ommibus
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 bhe
used if this first case does not go
forward for some reason.

_Stipulation by counsel to waive alter-
nate jurors or verdicts by 12 or 6.

OO OoDoooo O

No highly publicized trials and few
multiple defendant criminal cases,

L]

0— ~— O

14

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

[
]

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

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

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

[

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

Use of voir dire panels larger than
recommended.

[
[

Excessive use of peremptory challenges. [::]

1
[

Use of civil juries of twelve or more
members.,

Allowing settlements or pleas to be
entered up to and during trials.

Little or poor use of pretrial hear-
ings or ommibus hearings.

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

[

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

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

]

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

[]

NOTE:

27

Factors are randomly listed with no order as to significance.



This situation has affected national grand jury statistics. Indeed, the
number of grand jury sessions convened nationally has increased 24.8 percent
from 7,846 sessions in 1975 to 9,791 sessions in 1979. On the other hand the
average number of hours per grand jury session has decreased slightly from 5.28
hours in 1975 to 5.20 hours in 1979. More jurors were brought in for more grand
jury sessions in 1979 than in any of the four previous years. We can expect this
trend to continue.

Petit juror usage is also affected by the time requirements of the Speedy
Trial Aet. The shorter the time limits the less efficient the use of jurors will
be, particularly in smaller districts. Many jury selection techniques (such as
multiple voir dire) which can be used by a small district to improve its use of
jurors often must be by-passed in order to bring a criminal defendant to trial in
a timely fashion. For example, if the time between arraignmént and'
commencement of trial is rimning out, the district court summons a panei of
jurors for the selection process, regardless of whether other cases can be
scheduled for jury selection on that date. When jurors are summoned for only
one case and the excess jurors cannot be used the same day for selection in
other cases, their time is wasted.

Furthermore, the number of criminal filings in U.S. district courts is
decreasing. The U.S. attorneys appear to be bringing their strongest cases to
court. As a result, the percentage of guilty pleas is increasing and the number
of cases going to trial is decreasing. Often it requires the presence of the jury
to elicit a guilty plea from a defendant. These last minute changes of plea
result in many jurors not used after being called for service.

Further discussion of the effects of the Speedy Trial Act can be found in
the "Third Report On the Implementation of the Speedy Trial Act of 1974",
Title I, published by the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts, dated
September 29, 1978.
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Section I

JUROR COSTS

Juror expenditures increased considerably in 1979 as a result of the new
Jury Fee Regulations which went into effect on January 1, 1979. Payments to
petit and grand jurors during the year ended June 30, 1979 totalled $25,594,000,
a jump of 31 percent compared to the $19,520,800 paid to jurors in 1978. Of
the total amount paid this past year, $18,863,500, or 73.7 percent was paid to
petit jurors while $6,730,500, or 26.3 percent, was paid to grand jurors.

The accompanying chart, "How Juror Dollars Were Spent In The Twelve
Month Period Ended dJune 30, 1979," shows a breakdown of all juror

expenditures into the various payment categories.

HOW JUROR DOLLARS WERE SPENT

IN-THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1979

Total Juror Expenditures: $25,554,000
Grand Jury Expenditures: = 6,730,500
Petit Jury Expenditures: - 18,863,500

e
pre Attendance — 19.2%
£ GRAND JURY
£ 7 3% Subsistence = 1.6%
‘ £ Mileage — 5.4%
PEJU;Y Other — 0.1%
, 73.7% ﬁ Other -~ 1.5%
== e
“\‘ = ‘g \L ,"' Mileage — 14.4%
Attendance — 56,6% \‘ e
5" Subsistence — 2.2%
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GRAND JUROR COSTS

Grand juror payments increased 44.9 percent from $4,645,400 in 1978 to
$6,730,500 in 1979. Grand juror payments are broken down into four categories
with 73.2 percent of the total amount expended for juror attendance fees of
$20 per juror per day from July 1, 1978 to December 31, 1978 and $30 per juror
per day starting January 1, 1979 (excluding federal employees who do not
receive this payment). Expenditures for subsistence equalied 6.0 percent of the
total amount. Mileage and toll payments accounted for a substantial 20.6
percent, or $1,389,000 of the total amount. The fourth category, "Other",
shows niiscellaneous juror costs which totalled $12,700 in 1979. The average
cost per grand jury session in 1979 was $687, and the average cost per grand
juror day was $35.

TABLE 12
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS
NATIONAL GRAND JUROR PAYMENTS
FOR THE 12 MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1975-1979

1979 over 1978
G;gcr!ng:xl:gr 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 Increase Ilr)\?:iig;
Tatal Payments $3,971,400 $4,562,200 $4,992,400 $4,645,400 $6,730,500 2,085,100 44.9
Attendance ... .. 3,054,100 3,578,200 3,799,400 3,536,000 4,925,600 1,389,600 39.3
Mileage « oo oveens 702,900 ‘ 846,600 912,700 847,100 1,389,000 541,800 64.0
Subsistence ...... 214,400 237,500 280,300 250,900 403,200 152,300 60.7
Other*....v..vss - = - 11,400 12,700 1,300 11.4

*10ther" miscellaneous payments for thé comfort and convenience of grand jurors were available for the
first time in 1978,
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TABLE 13
United States Distriet Courts
Grand Juror Expendifure Breakdown
For the Year Ended June 30, 1979

Percentage of Estimated Total
Expenditure for:
Est. Total
DISTRICT Expenditures Attendance Subsistence Mileage Other
TOTAL ALL DISTRICTS . .« v . $6,730,500 73.2 6.0 20.6 0.2
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA...... 277,300 94,1 0.1 5.8 0.0
FIRST CIRCUIT
MAINE ....... eseseeanaes 11,100 63.7 3.3 32.6 0.4
MASSACHUSETTS .......5.:. 202,600 78.1 0.0 21.9 0.0
NEW HAMPSHIRE ......... . 22,300 67.8 6.1 26.1 0.0
RHODEISLAND...:vsveuuss. 28,200 89.4 0.0 10.6 0.0
PUERTORICO. cvvvvvenoross 52,100 60.2 21.7 18.1 0.0
SECOND CIRCUIT
CONNECTICUT .. v v vv e nnne i 94,300 79.3 0.1 20.4 0.2
NEW YORK, NORTHERN ...... 48,200 80.9 0.2 18.3 0.6
NEW YORK, EASTERN........ 364,700 85.6 0.0 14.3 0.1
NEW YORK, SOUTHERN ...... 542,800 84.5 0.1 15.4 0.0
NEW YORK, WESTERN ....... 101,700 82.7 0.0 14.8 2.5
VERMONT..... [ N . 26,400 83.9 0.0 11.7 4.4
THIRD CIRCUIT
DELAWARE. .. .. vvvunnnn .o 27,600 78.2 0.0 21.0 0.8
NEW JERSEY..... [ Sl 187,200 82.1 0.0 17.9 0.0
PENNSYLVANIA, EASTERN .... 246,300 76.7 1.6 21.7 0.0
PENNSYLVANIA, MIDDLE . .... 29,600 71.8 1.6 24.6 2.0
PENNSYLVANIA, WESTERN. ... 107,500 73.3 6.3 20.3 0.1
VIRGINISLANDS ¢+ s o evennnns - 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
FOURTH CIRCUIT
MARYLAND ...venvnnnnn e 151,500 70.2 0.7 29.0 0.1
NORTH CAROLINA, EASTERN. . 24,000 60.3 6.7 33.0 0.0
NORTH CARQLINA, MIDDLE. .. 24,600 66.8 10.0 23.1 0.1
NORTH CAROLINA, WESTERN . 8,200 69.8 0.0 30.2 0.0
SOUTH CAROLINA ,......s:0 24,100 52.5 16.2 3L.3 0.0
VIRGINIA, EASTERN ...vouvu 88,500 75.3 0.9 23.3 0.5
VIRGINIA, WESTERN . ..0evvuse 32,100 45.5 22.6 24.4 7.5
WEST VIRGINIA, NORTHERN. .. 23,200 62.1 14.2 23.7 0.0
WEST VIRGINIA, SOUTHERN ... 46,900 79.1 1.3 18.3 0.8
FIFTH CIRCUIT
ALABAMA, NORTHERN..... .. 61,900 60.4 16.5 23.1 0.0
ALABAMA, MIDDLE ...v0vese 19,900 60.0 16.0 24.0 0.0
ALABAMA, SOUTHERN ....... 13,900 64.5 16.4 19.1 0.0
FLORIDA, NORTHERN ....... 17,900 57,7 12.0 30.3 0.0
FLORIDA, MIDDLE ..w..uuun. 128,400 69.5 9.1 21.4 0.0
FLORIDA, SOUTHERN. ....... 242,500 83.0 2.3 14.8 0.1
GEORGIA, NORTHERN .....:.. 119,400 70.5 4.2 25,3 0.0
GEORGIA, MIDDLE . ......... 61,590 44.1 34.6 21.3 0.0
GEORIGA, SOUTHERN........ 34,300 41.4 34.6 24.0 0.0
LOUISIANA, EASTERN........ 88,600 76.2 0.0 23.7 0.1
LOUISIANA, MIDDLE. .. ..., 37,600 84.6 0.0 15.4 0.0
LOUISIANA, WESTERN ....... 86,500 48.0 32.2 19.7 0.1
MISSISSIPPI, NORTHERN . ..... 24,600 53.8 10.9 35.3 0.¢
MISSISSIPPI, SOUTHERN ..,... 28,900 47.3 31.7 21.0 0.0
TEXAS, NORTHERN ......... 69,200 68,7 4.6 26.7 0.0
TEXAS, EASTERN ivvivnnnnn 31,600 65.5 7.5 26.3 0.7
TEXAS, SOUTHERN.....o 4. 118,800 78,0 0.8 21.1 0.1
TEXAS, WESTERN ......cv0t. 102,500 78.0 0.5 20.8 0.7
© CANALZONE ... isvesvsvans - 0.0 0.0 0.9 0.0
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TABLE 13
United States Distriet Courts
Grand Juror Expenditure Breakdown
For the Year Ended June 30, 1979

{Continued)
Percentage of Estimated Total
Expenditure for:
) Est. Total

DISTRICT Expenditures Attendance Subsistence Mileage Other

SIXTH CIRCUIT
KENTUCKY, EASTERN ....... $40,800 74.3 0.0 25,1 0.6
KENTUCKY, WESTERN ....... 32,200 71.9 0.0 28,1 0.0
MICHIGAN; EASTERN ....ve.0v 198,100 73.7 0.1 26.0 0.2
MICHIGAN, WESTERN ........ 36,600 61.6 6.5 318 0.0
GOHIO, NORTHERN........0v. 142,400 70.2 4.4 25.3 0.1
OHIO, SOUTHERN « .. .o v iy 60,900 69.8 4,0 26.1 0.1
TENNESSEE, EASTERN ....... 8,300 74.1 0.0 25.9 0.0
TENNESSEE, MIDDLE .......: 43,000 64.0 0.5 34.1 1.4
TENNESSEE, WESTERN ....... 58,900 81.6 0.0 18.4 0.0

SEVENTH CIRCUIT
ILLINOIS, NORTHERN .« ... .. 281,100 81.7 0.2 i8.1 0.0
ILLINOIS, CENTRAL ......... 26,300 68.2 3.1 26.5 1.2
ILLINOIS, SOUTHERN ........ 52,700 51.3 21.2 27.5 0.0
INDIANA, NORTHERN........ 65,000 44.8 28.3 26.8 0.1
INDIANA, SOUTHERN ........ 63,500 55.6 21.5 22,9 0.0
WISCONSIN, EASTERN........ 60,400 65.5 12.6 21,5 0.4
WISCONSIN, WESTERN ....... 46,000 43.2 28.1 28,7 0.0

EIGHTH CIRCUIT
ARKANSAS, EASTERN........ 23,700 51.4 21.2 26.8 0.6
AKRANSAS, WESTERN ....... 21,200 39.9 28.4 31.7 0.0
IOWA, NORTHERN .......... 24,200 62.6 10.7 26.7 0.0
IOWA, SOUTHERN ........... 13,100 4.3 2.9 22.8 0.0
MINNESOTA ....ceovnuunnnn 51,500 65.2 16.4 18,4 0.0
MISSOURI, EASTERN......... 45,000 73.6 4.1 22,3 0.0
MISSOURI, WESTERN........ . 63,000 61.0 13.8 25,2 0.0
NEBRASKA .. cviiennnenaas 25,100 54.0 21.2 24.8 0.0
NORTH DAKOTA. .. .stivuens 19,900 41.9 30.0 28.0 0.1
SOUTH DAKOTA . isvveinvane 29,200 39.7 28.2 32.1 8.0

NINTH CIRCUIT
ALASKA .. iviieiiionansas 35,100 32.8 33.7 33.3 0.2
ARIZONA .. ivvivveionsenis 102,100 73.1 8.6 17.2 L1
CALIFORNIA, NORTHERN..... 123,800 70.9 6.3 22.7 0.1
CALIFORNIA, EASTERN ,..... 61,900 60.9 8.8 29.1 1.2
CALIFORNIA, CENTRAL ,..... 230,900 7.0 1.7 21,2 0.1
CALIFORNIA, SOUTHERN ...... 90,900 80.4 0.3 19.2 0.1
HAWALD........... N 17,400 71.7 4.1 23,7 0.5
IDAHO ivvvverearnsninnes 38,700 41.5 24.3 34.2 0.0
MONTANA ...viviindunenns 14,500 43.6 30.9 26.1 0.0
NEVADA . v ivvenciennnannn 60,600 88.3 1.5 10.1 0.1
OREGON ...eveisenosnisens 59,500 57.1 25.3 17.6 0.0
WASHINGTON, EASTERN...... 22,900 44.4 19.8 35.7 0.1
WASHINGTON; WESTERN ..... 42,100 71.6 3.6 24.8 0.0
GUAM .ot viinisnncosinn 5,400 89.3 0.0 10.7 0.0
NORTHERN MARIANA ISLANDS 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.0

TENTH CIRCUIT
COLORADD ,:i..yeiseasnnen 54,000 54.6 25.6 19.8 0.0
KANSAS s vvieenvnvrerennns 20,400 60.3 13.5 26.2 0.0
NEW MEXICO .. v veviovinnns 29,900 56.0 16.4 27.8 0.0
OKLAHOMA, NORTHERN ..... 14,600 75:7 0.0 24.3 0.0
OKLAHOMA, EASTERN ....... 22,400 41,6 25.8 26.6 0.0
OKLAHOMA, WESTERN......, 38,300 65.2 13.4 21.4 0.0
UTAH oviivernnnnnsovnnnns 13,700 74.7 4.8 19.6 0.9
WYOMING v vneevnnsdramens 12,200 97.1 1.0 1.9 0.0
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PETIT JUROR COSTS

Payments of approximately $18,863,500 were made to petit jurors in
1979. This figure is 26.8 percent more than the total payments of $14,875,400
for the year ended June 30, 1978. The petit juror payments are divided into
four categories with 75.5 percent of the total amount expended for juror
attendance fees of $20 and $30 per juror per day excluding federal employees.
Subsistence payments of $563,900 equalled 3.0 percent of the total amount.
Mileage and tolls accounted for 19.5 percent of the total amount while 2.0
percent 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 cost per petit juror per day in 1979 was approximately $33, while
the cost per jury trial day was $654.

TABLE 14
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS
NATIONAL PETIT JUROR PAYMENTS
FOR THE 12 MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1975-1979

1979 over 1978
Percent
Petit Juror Increase Inerease
Payments 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 (Decrease) | (Decrease)

Total Payments $13,853,200 $15,594,800 $15,282,800 $14,375,400 $18,863,500 $3,988,100 25.8
Attendance ...... 10,716,000 12,057,700 11,600,800 11,283,000 14,241,900 2,958,900 26.2
Mileage + v oensese 2,294,900 2,623,100 2,597,500 2,525,200 3,675,100 1,149,900 45.5
Subsistence .. ..., , 330,000 398,200 365,100 359,400 563,900 204,500 56.9
Other .wevuivvns 512,300 515,800 729,400 707,800 382,600 (325,200) (45.9)
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TABLE 15
United States Distriet Courts
Petit Juror Expenditure Breaakdown
For the Year Ended June 30, 1979

Percentage of Estimated Total
Expenditure for:
Est. Total

DISTRICT Expenditures Attendance Subsistence Mileage Other
TOTAL ALL DISTRICTS . .. .... $18,863,500 75.5 3.0 19.5 2.0
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. .. ... 471,200 52.0 6.7 2.8 38.5

FIRST CIRCUIT
MAINE .. .iuivinannnananan 44,000 65.6 3.4 28.9 2.1
MASSACHUSETTS «....... ‘e 392,00¢ 75.5 0.0 21.1 3.4
NEW HAMPSHIRE .....udcuunn 70,600 64.7 3.5 30.2 1.6
RHODEISLAND. «vevvuusernn 114,300 82.7 0.0 13.1 4.2
PUERTORICO..vevinnoeases 250,200 54.3 26.1 12,5 7.1

SECOND CIRCULT
CONNECTICUT ¢ 0 v nsnne e 116,200 84.0 0.0 14.2 1.8
NEW YORK, NORTHERN ...... 82,000 80.0 0.0 19.3 0.7
NEW YORK, EASTERN..,...... 837,800 82.0 0.0 14.5 3.5
NEW YORK, SOUTHERN ..... . 1,277,200 82.3 0.0 14.5 3.2
NEW YORK, WESTERN ....... 185,700 81.6 0.1 14.6 3.7
VERMONT.......... TPTORIN 78,000 77.5 0.2 16.1 6.2

THIRD CIRCUIT
DELAWARE, . ... oovvinsnn 55,000 66.1 0.0 16.7 17.2
MEW JERSEY....... Siaenaas 420,800 64.8 2.2 13.0 20.0
PENNSYLVANIA, EASTERN . ... 1,326,800 68.5 2.0 20,7 8.8
PENNSYLVANIA, MIDDLE ..... 135,100 72.0 0.7 24.5 2.8
PENNSYLVANIA,; WESTERN .. .. 428,800 713 7.5 19.2 2.0
VIRGIN ISLANDS . ..cvvunnans 162,000 78.9 0.0 2.0 19.1

FOURTH CIRCUIT
MARYLAND ... cvencnnnne 360,600 69.6 1.5 26.9 2,0
NORTH CAROLINA, EASTERN. . 86,700 76.7 0.0 22.3 1.0
NORTH CAROLINA, MIDDLE. .. 77,000 62.9 7.3 29,1 0.7
NORTH CAROLINA, WESTERN . 68,200 81.9 0.0 18.1 0.0
SOUTH CAROLINA .......... 217,800 59.4 8.6 28.9 3.1
VIRGINIA, EASTERN ....... . 125,200 7.5 0.4 20.9 1.2
VIRGINIA, WESTERN .......... 60,900 70.6 0.1 20.8 8.5
WEST VIRGINIA, NORTHERN.. . ., 60,800 79.7 0.8 18.9 0.6
WEST VIRGINIA, SOUTHERN ... 87,800 74.9 3.8 20.2 1.1

FIFTH CIRCUIT
ALABAMA, NORTHERN....... 212,200 57.5 11.2 27.2 4,1
ALABAMA, MIDDLE . ........ 101,100 56.0 11.7 29.8 2.5
ALABAMA, SOUTHERN ....... 134,100 57.6 8.8 14.5 19.1
FLORIDA, NORTHERN ....... 73,800 74.7 2.1 29.8 2.5
FLORIDA, MIDDLE «....cvvu 312,700 74.0 1.7 23.4 0.9
FLORIDA, SOUTHERN. ....... 538,400 78.8 4.0 14.3 2.9
GEORGIA, NORTHERN ...... . 333,200 77.5 0.4 21.7 0.4
GEORGIA, MIDDLE. ., « . o0 vu 84,200 7.4 1.2 19.5 1.9
GEORGIA, SOUTHERN........ 136,200 70.5 2.1 18.0 9.4
LOUISIANA; EASTERN........ 332,100 76.4 1.3 21,2 11
LOUISIANA, MIDDLE......... 15,800 69.6 0.0 29.8 0.6
LOUISIANA, WESTERN ....... 181,000 67.7 0.5 17.0 14.8
MISSISSIPPI, NORTHERN . ... .. 91,200 60.7 5.1 33.2 1.0
MISSISSIPPI, SOUTHERN ...... 161,200 67.7 3.6 21.7 7.0
TEXAS, NORTHERN ......... 328,100 82.7 0.5 16.8 0.0
TEXAS, EASTERN ....0.0ivins 130,900 74.3 0.6 25.1 0.0
TEXAS, SOUTHERN..... s 522,200 75.9 0.4 21.8 2.1
TEXAS, WESTERN . ..c.vvvs s 288,200 80.1 0.1 18.1 1.7
CANALZONE . .voveveenainss 12,900 99.0 0.0 1.0 0.0
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TABLE 15
United States District Courts
Petit Juror Expenditure Breakdown
For the Year Ended June 30, 1979

(Continued)
Percentage of Estimated Total
Expenditure for:
Est. Total

DISTRICT Expenditures Attendance Subsistence Mileage Other

SIXTH CIRCUIT
KENTUCKY, EASTERN ....... ,$165,200 76.7 0.3 21.9 1.1
KENTUCKY, WESTERN ....... 130,600 78.7 1.0 19.5 0.8
MICHIGAN, EASTERN «...... . 698,700 75.8 0.4 21.6 2.2
MICHIGAN, WESTERN ...... .. 138,300 61.8 8.4 27.2 2.6
OHIO, NORTHERN.......... . 303,100 69.7 1.6 24.4 4.3
OHIO, SOUTHERN .. ..o vv v 140,300 75.2 1.6 19.1 4.1
TENNESSEE, EASTERN ..... .. 80,100 77.4 0.1 22.0 0.5
TENNESSEE, MIDDLE ........ 128,000 78.6 0.0 19.5 1.8
TENNESSEE, WESTTERN ...... 153,300 84.1 13.4 2.5 0.0

SEVENTH CIRCUIT
ILLINOIS, NORTHERN ...... . 638,100 81,0 0.5 15.9 2.6
ILLINOIS, CENTRAL ....%.s .. 105,500 74.1 1.5 20.7 3.7
ILLINOIS, SOUTHERN ........ 110,500 63,4 3.0 31.7 1.9
INDIANA, NORTHERN..... e 163,300 75.0 1.5 14.7 8.8
INDIANA, SOUTHERN ........ 122,200 72.2 0.1 24.5 3.2
WISCONSIN, EASTERN........ 139,300 73.3 0.8 12.5 13.4
WISCONSIN, WESTERN ....... 60,300 75.6 0.6 22.6 1.2

EIGHTH CIRCUIT
ARKANSAS, EASTERN....... . 135,100 73.1 2.3 21.5 3.1
AKRANSAS, WESTERN ....... 98,600 77.8 1.5 19.5 1.2
IOWA, NORTHERN .......... 46,000 58.7 15.2 24.6 1.5
IOWA, SOUTHERN........ e 107,100 71.1 2.7 24.1 2.1
MINNESOTA ...ovivnninnnnns 232,600 75.2 5.0 17.2 2.6
MISSOURI, EASTERN <. vvaunn 144,100 80.0 0.7 18.5 0.8
MISSOURI, WESTERN....... .. 103,200 78.4 2.7 18.9 0.0
NEBRASKA ...... Ceere i 143,500 63.1 13.3 23.0 0.6
NORTH DAKOTA......'.uuvn 92,000 58.8 14.9 24.9 1.4
SOUTH DAKOTA .. ...t e 105,500 60.9 9.0 28.9 1.2

NINTH CIRCUIT
ALASKA v en [ 74,300 54.9 25.3 17.3 2.5
ARIZONA ‘ivvivvevnnnns e 229,200 80.0 1.6 14,4 4.0
CALIFORNIA, NORTHERN..... 523,700 75.7 1.5 20.4 2.4
CALIFORNIA, EASTERN ...... 101,500 69.7 2.9 25.3 2.1
CALIFORNIA, CENTRAL ..,... 514,200 71.8 1.4 21.2 5.5
CALIFORNIA, SOUTHERN .., ... 272,000 81.1 0.5 16.1 2.3
HAWAII......ovivunnnn e 49,200 70.9 8.4 17.3 3.4
IDAHO ....coi0vuveve ceeeea 48,900 71.6 4.2 22.9 1.3
MONTANA ...... e e 66,100 67.0 15.0 17.3 0.7
NEVADA ¢ v i tiivnnanens . 128,400 79.8 2.6 15.7 1.9
OREGON.,....... e 110,400 78.3 1.3 17.9 2.5
WASHINGTON, EASTERN..... . 36,400 74.6 6.4 16.8 2.2
WASHINGTON, WESTERN ..... 148,100 7.4 1.7 18.0 2.9
GUAM.....ouvs veesaen et 11,200 89.2 0.0 7.9 2.9
NORTHERN MARIANA ISLANDS 13,300 95.4 0.0 4.6 0.0

TENTH CIRCUIT
COLORADO ‘.ivvvniovannes 237,900 71.6 8.0 19.0 1.4
KANSAS ....... TP cere 115,600 76.7 " 2.3 20.9 0.1
NEW MEXICO .. vvvannnn sene 186,800 61.1 13.5 24,3 1.1
OKLAHOMA, NORTHERN ..... 55,600 74.6 1.2 23.0 1.2
OKLAHOMA, EASTERN ....... 62,000 62.3 9.6 27.9 0.2
OKLAHOMA, WESTERN .. ... o 117,500 7.4 0.3 20.9 1.4
UTAH ...... it aassene 126,600 74.5 6.1 17.3 2.1
WYOMING..:.. Ceee e 28,000 74.8 4.7 18.5 2.0
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YEAR ENDED

JUROR USAGE PROFILE JUNE 30, 1979
1 ; ‘ ;
L1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 1_2 )
F NUMBER QOF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
i o Selected "“Not Selected, USAGE , Per Per
Challenged . Serving ar. - INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
S “‘Challenged - | Day Day
P 3 4 5 6 $
1 2
E | 10 1 13
o . 7 0 8 9 9 9 Not Selected, Serving ¢
1|- 100% & % % or Chcaﬁenggd e 14
T 15 16 17 18 18 20 21 22 23 24
T toTAL. ) cvie | % | crmiNaL | % | voraL b civie ol % crIMINAL | %
JURY. TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS ‘
/7
. NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
T rem T meom T ‘ “No.On. b Per
_ inBxisence | a1, 1978 | Nowlmpansied INo. D‘“‘“”“" Juw;1=,<1979_; TOTAL Session | uror
G 25 26 27 28 29 S 35 36 37
R
A .
N 30 . 31 32 33 34
D T ; e e For National Profile
;- < Hoursin. 1" Avg. Jurors- <} Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Sesslon ] per Sess:on ‘ .per,Sess,ion At Back Cover
USAGE STATIST]CS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
VEAR SRy TRlALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION . GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED : % Not o - Totat" i ‘ 3 - . Average
%c i % Selected J - f Numberof | Numberot | Avel
JONE 30 ;a",;'"? | g, | eS| e gbaror | Mamberot | Nemberet |
Tnals S C%‘Illlgr?gzg Serving index . JJ?:;S e CQ"W"?F‘ . Session : : é);go;;er
1975 | ’ # = -
1976 s
1977 38 > - 39|~ »
1978
1979 ol
N -y D
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Section I
JUROR USAGE PROFILES

EXPLANATION OF ENTRIES ON DISTRICT JUROR USAGE PROFILES

Ce

10

11

12
13
14

15

16
17

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

Authorized judgeships on June 30, 1979 (does not include senior judges).

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

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

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

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

Percentage of petit jurors who were selected for or serving on trial juries.
Percentage of petit jurors who were challenged.

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

Total estimated expenditure for all petit jurors' expenses. Included are
attendance, subsistence, mileage and toll costs, and miscellaneous costs.

Estimated cost per jury trial per day.
Estimated cost per petit juror per day.

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

Total number of civil and eriminal jury trials. This information is derived
from the JS-10, the Monthly-Report of Trials and Other Court Activity.

Total number of eivil jury trials.

Percentage of civil jury trials (based on box #16).

37



18
19

20

21
22
23
24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

Section III
JUROR USAGE PROFILES
(Continued)

Total number of eriminal jury trials.
Percentage of criminal jury trials (based on box #18).

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

Total number of civil jury trial days.

Percentage of civil jury trial days (based on box #21).
Total number of eriminal jury trial days.

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

Total number of grand juries that were in existence for one or more
months during the past year (July 1, 1978 through June 30, 1979).

Total number of grand juries in existence on July 1, 1978,

Total number of grand juries impaneled or brought into existence at some
time between July 1, 1978 and June 30, 1979.

Total number of grand juries which either were discharged by the court or
which had served the 18-month statutory period and ceased to exist at
some time between July 1, 1978 and June 30, 1979.

Total number of grand juries in existence on June 30, 1979,

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

Number of grand jurors in convened sessions. Grand jurors are included in
this category only when they participate in a convened session. Travel
days, prospective jurors reporting only for impanelment, or jurors
reporting when no session is convened are not included in this figure.

Number of hours in session. This category includes all time from the start
of a convened session to the close of that session on a given day. The
time required for the impanelment of any grand jury is also included in
this figure.

Arrived at by dividing the number of jurors in session (box #31) by the
number of sessions convened (box #30). This gives the average number of
jurors that participated in each convened session. This number will fall
somewhere between 16 and 23 as Rule 6(a) of the Federal Rules of
Criminal Procedure requires a grand jury to consist of 16 to 23 members.




34

35

36
37

38

39

Section I
JUROR USAGE PROFILES
(Continued)

Arrived at by dividing the number of hours in session (box #32) by the
number of sessions convened (box #30). This gives the average number of
hours for each convened session.

Total esiimated expenditure for all grand jurors' expenses. Included are
attendance, subsistence, mileage and toll costs, and miscellaneous costs.

Estimated cost for each grand jury session convened.
Estimated cost per grand juror per day.

A comparison of selected petit juror utilization data for the year ended
June 30, 1975 through 1979.

A comparison of selected grand juror data, 1975 - 1979.

COMMENT: A statement is provided for those distriects reporting various
occurrences in the operation of their jury system which have had an effect on
their utilization statisties. This information is derived from the J$-11 and 11G
monthly reports.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

MAINE

2| PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS |2 |

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected Nat Selected, USAGE Per Per
Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Serving Challenged Day Day
p
. | 1,058 760 150 148 | 16 79 $ 44,000 | 698 | 42
Tl° 100 % 71.8 %| 14.2 % 14.0 % Not Selected 298 6,200
T
21 11 52.4 10 47.6 63 40 63.5 23 36.5
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CiviL % CRIMINAL %
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Total No.O ) No.O Per
in Ex'iasttaence Julyo1, 1378 No. Impaneled  INo.Discharged meC;, 1379 TOTAL Se‘:seil;m J[‘)j;?/r
G
R 4 2 2 2 2 % 11,100 793 41
A
N 14 272 79 19.4 5.64 . :
D For National Profile
Sessions durors in Hours in Avg, Jurors Avg. Haurs Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session per Session At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
YEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED Numb o s % Not . Total Average
JONERO | ofduy | SR | getees, | % STEE ) GOS0 | Numberor | NIGERT | Nicunein | Number of
Trials Trials Chatlenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session
1975 5 ‘
30 53.3 3.3 82.2 15.67 2 11 68 6.18
1976 20 80.0 3.8 83.1 | 17.69 2 14 83 5.93
1977 \
10 70.0 33.9 54.0 24.03 4 14 88 6.29
1978 18 72.2 7.8 74.1 | 17.16 3 21 123 5.86
1979
21 47.6 14.0 71.8 16.79 4 14 79 5.64J
COMMENT: This district, despite several juror days lost to travel because of inclement

weather or lack of public transportation, recorded an efficient Juror Usage Index
(J.U.I.) of 16.79 in 1979, down from 17.16 in 1978, Use of the multiple voir dire
technique in selecting jurors and small panels has enabled Maine to consistently show a
minimum number of jurors in the category of not selected, serving, or challenged.



JUROR USAGE PROFILE

MASSACHUSETTS

L1/ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

/

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS

Total |
 Available. | -

o -} Challenged '}
Serving b oo

Loor

Not Selected,
~-Servingor..
. Challenged -

JUROR
USAGE
INDEX

10,374

7,144

915

2,315

18

100 %

68.9

%

8.8 %

22.3

%

.17

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS |_10]

ESTIMATED COSTS

TOTAL

Per
Trial
Day

Per
Juror
Day

q

$ 392,000

687

38

Not Selected, Serving (
or Challenged Y

> 87,400

= - - m o

107

43

40.2

64

59.8

571

174

30.5

397

69.5

. ToraL |-

CeiviL i ey

| CRIMINAL | %

%

 TOTAL

I ClV“— ’, .c.’

v

4~ CRIMINAL

o

—

JURY TRIALS

JURY TRIAL DAYS

/

/

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES

S Total - |
oo in Existence  p o

“No.On
July1,1978

| No. Impaneled -

No.Discharged

| No.On
- Juiy'1,1979 |

17

10

7

7

10

329

1,55

19.

5

4.73

CZ2>»30

6,424

7

;- Sessions T
-~ Converied. - -

Sy durorsin )
o Session

‘Hours i

_Session -

n .

‘ f'AVg‘.; Ju‘rdrs
- |'per Session

T -Kvg. Hotirs:
1 per Session:

-

USAGE STATISTICS

ESTIMATED COSTS

TOTAL

Session

Per
Juror
Day

Per

s
$

202,600

616

32

For National Profile
Open Foldout
At Back Cover

/

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS

A

YEAR
ENDED
JUNE 30

. JURYTRIALS

PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION

'GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION

. Number "
-of dury. |
L Trials )

3

Sy Criminéi ]
Ay
o Trials

% Not
Selected,
Serving or
Challenged

% Selected
or
Serving

Juror
Usage
fndex

Number of

“Total
o Grand -
- Juries;

-Number of
- Sessions.

Convened |

Number of

i Hours'in

- Session: -

.~ Average
~‘Number of -
Hours per

‘Session

1975

22.1

66.0

17.62

1976

e 69.1 1

21.6

68.4

18.54]

274
210

1,411

5,15
5.02

1977

| 7as

16.3

71.0

16.07|

14

. 4.70

‘,”17'2:; 4

20.0

67.7

18.42]~

249 |

4.71

1979

22.3

68.9

18.17)

17

i
ki

1% 329

1,557 |

COMMENT: This district continues its practice of calling in prospective jurors at the

start of their term of service for orientation.

This procedure results in large numbers

of unused jurors at the courthouse which has a negative effect on juror usage statistics.



JUROR USAGE PROFILE

NEW HAMPSHIRE

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

L_21 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS | 2 |
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total _Selected co |7 Not Selecte, - USAGE Per Per
" Available or Challenged -Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
° Serving S Challenged Day Day
P
2,059 1,329 304 426 $
E ’ ’ 15.48 i 70,600 531 34
Mot Seiected, Serving @
T 100 % 64.5%| 14.8 % 20.7 % °of53&m§?mgd 14,600
T
28 24 85.7 4 14.3 133 113 185.0 20 15.0
TOTAL. CivIL .} % 1 CRIMINAL % TOTAL eIl % CRMMNAL"i%'r
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
4 NUMBEROFGRANDJUMES ESTIMATED COSTS
~ . ~ Per
m;nge nﬁ%ﬁ&s Nanmnqw~wommme ws%%bg TOTAL &E% duror
R 2 1 1 1 1 v 22,300 719 39
A
N 31 577 177 18.6 |5.71 : :
D , — ; ; , For National Profile
Sessngnsp i Jurou:s in HOUI:S in 1 Ava. Jurprs i ’fAvg.Ho.uré Open Foldout
Convened’ Session - Sessnop per Session per Session ; At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
VEAR JURY1THALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ' GRANDJURORUTHJZAHON ,f ‘
ENDED | wumber | o criminal | (5N | % selected | Total | Numberof | Numberof | Average
JUNE 30 i O?Turilr 1 I:Jnr:/ma SS::S;:;:?)} eot;cte U‘:J;:;; Nan;ta:sgof B SueTsi‘g;: I-Li‘crzrl‘xrirx: o NHL:)nSEse;:: :
Trlals . “rr’:a‘ls L Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened : Sess;on " Sessionts
1975 36 11.1 | 14.4 72.2 | 13.22| 2 5 | 33 6.60
1976 51 | 19.6 | 17.1 | 68.2| 14.75| 2 71 35 | 5.00
1977 37 | 16.2 | 23.5 | 58.8 | 18.10) 1 | 11 57| 5.18
,717, , 52.9 29.1 53.0 25.26 .2 12 . 61 5.08
97 . Do ; i
\197° 28 | 14.3 | 20.7 64.5 | 15.48] 2 31 177 5,71/
COMMENT: The pract1ce of calling large panels of jurors to the courthouse primarily for

"Instructions" has a considerable impact on this district's statistics.

In 19

79, a total

of 288 (67.6%) of the 426 jurors in the category of not selected, serving, or cha]]enged
were jurors unused on four "Jury Instruction" days.

The number of jury trials in New Hampshire rose from only 17 -in 1978 to 28 in 1979.
Criminal jury trials decreased to only 4, representing 14.3 precent of all jury trials

in the district.

There was an increase in grand jury act1vity in New Hampshire in 1979.
Jur1es in existence averaged 15.5 sessions each compared to only 6 sessions per grand

jury 1in

1978.
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JUROR USAGE PROEILE

RHODE ISLAND

L 1| PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS 1 2 |

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Totl | Selected: Not Selected, USAGE o o
e j Avallable‘ s LOLOF o Cha!lenged . Senvingor INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
B Serving: v oo Challenged Day Da
P ‘ @
- ]
E 3,71’3 3,034 456 223 16.58 , 114,300 510 31
T 100 % 81.7 %| 12.3 % 6.0 % N e aneer "2 ® 6,900
' =
T
35 18 51.4 17 48.6 224 116 |[51.8 108 48.2
corotAL et % CcRIMINAL | 9% TOTAL " oviL L% o criminaL |o%
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JUR!ES ESTIMATED COSTS
. e i A Per
G $ ~
R 4 2 2 1 3 ¥ 28,200 671 32
A
N 42 872 260 20.8 |6.19 : :
D — = ; — e For National Profile
Sessions - Jurors i ‘1‘ <. “Hoursin - -:| Avg. Jurors - | -Avg. Hours. Open Foldout
. anveneq e Sesswn o Sessuon N Sé{ssigrijg 1 -per Session At Back Cover
\ USAGE STA‘TiSTiCS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
eAR -?Q;QQE#TRUﬁs”‘Y‘ PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION i " GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED N be e ‘ % Not % Sel d J . Total : N L r :  N b of - AVérage
JONE0 | lmber | mogminal | gt | eeoud | durer | umbercr | Numberof | Namborof | omboror
i f_;:l,'l'jia,ls' g - Tl"‘lals - Ch;‘llll:r?gzg Serving Index . : Jt:?lr;s,f -+ Canened : Sessjon’ i “ ge‘;;fo%er‘ :
1975 b s B T g s
1995709 16.3 78.4 12.54 | 4 +38 20805047
1976 | 19.5 | 72.5 | 15.68| 4 | 40 | 212 | 5.30
1977 | aff/f-ﬁ%5J B N U P e
25 | . 60.0 | 12.7 77.5 | 15.58| 3 |37 | 219 | 5.92
e 38‘;,-39 5; 10.1 82.9 | 13.86] 4 | 43 | 270: ,u6 28
197 | 35| 4ge | 6.0 81.7 | 16.58] a4 | 42 | 260 | . 12/

COMMENT :

house were not selected, servmg, or challenged.

court's efficient use of jurors.

During 1979 only 6 percent of all prospective jurors assembled at the court-
There are several reasons for the
Juries. for several cases are selected on the first day

of each week; cases are closely monitored to determine if a settlement is imminent; a
backup case is always available so that a jury can be selected if the scheduled case
fails to go to trial; and finally, a code-a-phone is used to notify jurors not to report
when a case is postponed at the last minute.
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PUERTO RICO YEAR ENDED

JUROR USAGE PROFILE JUNE 30, 1979
1! PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS IL_J
( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
" Fotal Selected - | S " NotSelected, USAGE Per Per
Available. | -or : Challenged Servingor INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
| __Serving L - - Challenged - Day Day
P
£ 5,313 2,609 | 686 | 2,018 | 95 77 $ 250,200 | 1069 | 47
T 100 % 49.1%| 12.9 % 38.0 % N S Chationged "~ 95,100
|
T
47 22 46.8 25 53.2 234 114 (48,7 120 51.3
voral | cvie | % | crmmwmarl % Total | cvit | % | cRmiNnaL | %
\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED CQSTS ﬁ
‘ : : PR I T P
“a 5 LR L o No. mpanelec - {No.Discharged Jum-ﬁgm“ TOTAL o ngér
G 3
R 5 4 1 2 3 ¥ 52,100 11331} 57
A
N 46 917 237 19.9 5.15 - . _
D — , ‘ = For National Profile
Sessions - - [ Jurarsin - | . Hoursin -~ |'Ava. Jurors - | Avg. Hotirs Open Foldout
. vj’ Convened ‘ . Session ' .. Session’ - per Session per Session At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
( HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
VEAR  JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION " GRANDJUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED N & - % L % Not % c Total | N o ‘f, : N e ‘ ,Avgrége
JUNESO | ofdury | *Gan™ | Seleses, | ST US| wumberof | PSR | Mouren | Humber of
Trials - o ‘Trcalus , Challenged Serving Index L Juries A Convened b ,'Se‘ssic?n, ! ’Sessic}in o
1975 EEL R A o
60 | 31.7 | 33.5 | 51,5 | 19.33| 3 | 29 185 | 6.38
1976 | 56 | 58,9 | 49.0 | 35.0 | 31.32| 3 1 44 | . 2707 .14
1977\ 59 | 47.5 | 43.0 43.3 | 25.08) 3 | 39 | 230 | 5.90
1978 | 46 | 50.0 41.4 44.5 | 24.09| 5 | 52 | 330 | 6.35
1978 47 | 53,24 38.0 | 49.1| 22.71} 5 | 46 | 237 | 5.15)

COMMENT: In Puerto Rico qualified prospective jurors are summoned to appear before a

judge at a special venire session to determine if they possess a sufficient command of

the English Tanguage to serve on a jury. Jurors in travel status, who were not avail-

able to the court for voir dire, and jurors brought in solely for orientation accounted

for 44 percent of the 2,018 jurors reported as not selected, serving, or challenged in
1979, «

Puerto Rico. also experienced several notorious trials which offset most benefits from
efficient utilization practices used by this district and should be considered when
reviewing this district's profile.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

CONNECTICUT

L_4J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT ({with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS

13 |

( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Serving Challenged Day Day
p
E 3,657 2,706 632 319 17.01 $ 116,200 540 32
LR L TeoR s H 87t et ™ § 10,100
T
63 40 63.5 23 36.5 215 150 69.8 65 30.2
TOTAL ClVIL ¥ CRIMINAL % TQTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Per
in Exatonce Jull‘\‘/]?!.,(‘])g78 No. Impaneled  {No.Discharged Juli:l/o’l',?g79 ToTaL Session Bt
G $
R 13 6 7 2 11 94,300 704 36
A
N 134 2,638 751 19.7 5.60
D L = = For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avag. Jurors Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session per Session At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
a HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
YEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED Numb % Criminal % Not % Selected J Total Number of | Number of Average
JUNEO | ofdury | " un | gelected | UG e | numberor | NGES | Tourin | Numberof
Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Canvened Session Session
1975
76 42.1 9.0 71.8 16.70 8 85 510 6.00
1978 66 57.6 | 10.0 75.3 | 19.15 5 66 377 5.71
1977 .
98 53.1 8.7 70.7 21.59 11 102 623 6.11
1978
31 48.4 6.8 86.1 15.08 10 68 349 5.13
1978 63 36.5 | 8.7 | 74.0| 17.01] 13 134 751 | 5.60)
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: - NEW YORK NORTHERN YEAR ENDED
JUROR USAGE PROFILE , JUNE 30, 1979

L4 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 13 |

JUROR

4. Not Selected, - USAGE Per Per
: .Servmg or. INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
f A ChallengedJ Day Day

( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS ESTIMATED COSTS

h

q
2,604 1,412 | 193 999 19.29 ? 82,000 | 607 | 31

% Not Selected, Serving @ )
38.4 ”» or Challenged 9 31,500

- -~ m T

—
o ,
©
2 &

]

=

NO
[=)

<

-9
=®

35 21 60.0' 14 40.0 135 78 57.8 57 42.2
o otoral: Foeivic | % erviNaL | L% Crotab o eivit | % | erIMINAL | %1
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS W,

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES - ESTIMATED COSTS
Per

©-No:On ‘No.on - Per
JU|V1 1978 No lmpaneled No stcharqed Ju|y1 1979 TOTAL Session Jgg?/r

ci
8 2 6 4 4 ? 48,200 669 | 33

12 ‘ ,1'449,. - \3,08 20.1 4"28 For National Profile

o {Sessxons R Jurorsm R 'oursfi‘ni}' Avg Jurors Avg Haurs, Open Foldout
<i Lonvened. i (|7 Session, - .| perSession | per Session At Back Cover

OZ2r36

\_ USAGE STATISTICS

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
. JURYTRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION" e -‘{GRAND JUROR UTlLlZATION el

9 [N, ]
Stfle:,\lc?etd % Selected Juror Y'Nu?gg:a ;)f' q ,N‘umberof Number of
Serving or or , Usage - Grand | '»‘Sess.ion‘scg,,« Hoursin
Challenged | Serving | Index [ PEEC | Convened | Session

YEAR
ENDED
JUNE 30

Average
Number of .
“‘Hours per:
,Sessmn

1978 24.2 | 64.8| 17.56]. 6 |

1976 23.0 | 66.1| 18.17) 7 | ‘72 | 281 | 3.90°

1977

es.6 | 46.3] 2378 7 | 63 | 260 427

\J%° | '35 | 40.0| 38.4 | 54,2 19.29] 8 | 72 | 308 | 4.28/

COMMENT: A large percentage (38.4%) of the jurors available to this district were
reported as not selected, serving, or challenged. This was due in part to several
settlements, pleas and continuances made at the last minute after jury panels had
reported for duty and the practice of holding juror orientation days throughout the

~year. These factors hinder effective juror usage and should be considered when
reviewing the data for this district.

33.9 57.0 22.381 "‘6: :,’..’"V 58 : 282 3 4.86




JUROR USAGE PROFILE

L__2_l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

NEW YORK EASTERN

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JupGEsHips 110

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Totl ha'on Challenged ‘Ngt g or” \NDEX TOTAL Troa Jurs
i : } ri r
. Available ‘ Ser?/ring heenee cﬁ;\ll;:r?gg:i Day Day
E 28,449 | 16,799 4,830 | 6,820 19.83 $ 837,800 | 584 | 29
T 100 % 59.0 %|  17.0% 24.0 % Not Selected. Seving § 201,100
T 232 102 144.0}) 130 56.0 1,435 606 42.2 829 57.8
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIIIVHN'AL' % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES EST!MATED COSTS
Cin Ez?stt?e!nce Jull:]/?l.;?_gjs No. Impaneled  {No.Discharged ,Jullic:i‘,?gm TOTAL SeE:i:Jn ngér
G . g
R 48 22 26 20 28 9 364,700 532 27
A
N 686 13,613 2,773 19.8 | 4.04 - : r\\\\
D . , For National Profile
Sessions Jurors.in Hours'in 1 Avg, Jurors Avg. Hours Open Foldout
~Convened . .Session Session | per Session ipaer Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
é HISTORICAL COMPARISONS | A
YEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION -GRAND JUBOR 'UTIL(-‘ZATION- »
ENDED N, iy e % Not % d Total ’ Nun 1w b £ Average’
JUNESO | oiluy | P | seleeed | BUGE G| wumberof | PSRG0T ) ot | Numeerof
Trials Trials - Challenged Serving Index “luries 3 ‘C‘unven‘gd Sesglon C Sessiof
1975 196 | 64.3 | 23.9 60.9 | 20.62| 30 458 | 2,108 | 4.60
1976 213 74.2 | 27.1 59.6 | 22.09|. 33 538 | 2,546 4.73
1977 216 60.6 | 32.9 53.7 | 23.04| 35 | 477 | 2,042 | 4.28
1978 210 | 64:8 | 29.4 | 55.9 | 22.37| 40| 573 | 2,453 | 4.28
1979 232 56.0 | 24.0 59.0 | 19.83| 48 | 686 | 2,773 ;:'4;%4>
COMMENT: The number of grand juries in existence increased 20% from 40 in 1978 to 48 in
1979. This district reported more grand juries in existence during 1979 than any other

district. On the average each grand jury held 14 four-hour sessions in 1979.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

NEW YORK SOUTHERN

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

11 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 127 ]
(’ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
© . Towl Selected” . - Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
Avatlabte LOF " Challenged Se‘rvingpr INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
T e -“Serving ) Challenged - : Day Day
p Q
E 45,075 | 23,622 7,235 | 14,218 | 23.07 D 1,277,200| 654 | 28
1; 100 % 52.4 % 16.1% 31.5 % Mo e oen "™ $ 402,300
T
354 204 |57.6 150 42.4 1,954 807 41.3 1,147 158.7
- TOTAL . | civiL % CRIMINAL | = % TOTAL CIViIL % | criviNAL | %
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
S NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
in é;?stf%lnce JuII;?I,?g78 1. Np.'Kmpanele§ | NQ,Qi§char§§d, Jul‘:ll%!,%g79 TOTAL Sezseiron J%r
G $
R 47 28 19 18 29 542,800 554 28
A
N
979 19,73 4,329 . 4,42
D ‘ 738 E ,2 0.2 ; 4 For National Profile
-~ Sessions - sdurors in Hours in Avg, Jurors Avg. Hours Open Foldout
" . Convened Session - Session - per Session ‘per Session At Back Cover
\¥ - LUSAGE STATISTICS
- | HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
VEAR ~ JURY TRIALS ' PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 5 GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED Guiiber. 1 G % Not 0 Total A
SONES0 | it | RO | slecma | B )| ambaror | Ut | NIRRT i
CeXrials i Trial‘s‘; Challlerggeg Serving index Jll;?ies Convéned - Session So:sgo;;er
1975 | 435 . B o .
5 435 51.3 34.9 48.7 23.60 42 949 | 3,644 3.84
976 | 373 | s59.8 | 31.1 | 52.6 | 22.88| 48 | 968 | 3,772 | 3.90
1977 1417 | 47.2 | 30.2 54.2 | 21.46| 53 990 | 4,210 4.25
978 | 353 | 50.1 | 33.4 | 51.5 | 23.41| 49 931 | 4,081 | 4.38
\_ 1979 354 | 42.4 | 31.5 52.4 | 23.07| 47 979 | 4,329 | 4.42 )

COMMENT: During the year ended June 30, 1979 judges in this district requested over
thirty panels ranging in size from 75 to 200 prospective jurors.

In addition many

jury trials were settled, postponed, or cancelled as the result of a change of plea

after jurors reported for duty.

were not used.
jurors in the category of not selected, serving, or chalienged in 1979,

A-14

In January alone jurors available for 90 such trials
As a result of these two factors New York, Southern reported 14,218




JUROR USAGE PROFILE

NEW YORK WESTERN

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

L2 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS l_:_3_|
/ NUMBRER OF JURQOR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
Available. or Challenged Serving-or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
; Serving Challenged Day Day
p
- 5,664 | 3,973 | 644 | 1,087 | 51 95 $ 185,700 | 720 | 33
T 100 % 70.1 %| 11.4 % 18.5 % Not Selected, Serving § 34,400
|
T
54 25 46.3 29 53.7 258 97 |37.6 161 62.4
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL i % TOTAL CIVIL - % CRIMINAL %
_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS .
é NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
.0 ) ,‘ . . Per
in Extence JuyT,1978 | No-Imoanelsd No.Dischargea] 1500, TOTAL session | arer
G $
R 9 5 4 4 5 T 101,700 |568 | 30
A
N 179 3,387 898 18.9 5.02
D , L : = = For National Profile
Sessions - Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurois Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Sessiofi per Session per Session | At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
YEAR JURY THIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ‘ GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED ‘Nimb % Criminal % Not % Selected . Total . ¢ Number of | Average
SONERD | Mmoer | e\ ghacsg | %S || oo | Namberof | Narberor | it
- Trials Trials cgg‘{;ggg‘;g Serving Index ‘Jt:?i:s‘ ' Convened: Session ge";rs?opner
1975 e | | ' SRR
55 56,4 19.5 70.8 18.30 8 175 989“ 5.65
1976 ’ : o ~ e
55 65.5 19.3 71.6 20.37 9. 185 894 . 4.83
1977 71 73.2 | 20.9 | 70.2 | 21.60] 5 101 448 | 4.44
1878 64 75.0 | 20.7 69.3 | 24.00 6 | 153:| 756 | 4.94
\97® 54 53.7 | 18.5 | 70.1 | 21.95| 9 179 898 | 5.02 /




VERMONT
JUROR USAGE PROFILE

3} PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS | 2_]

(' MUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Serving Challenged Day Day
P @
E 2,232 1,280 239 713 17.44 P 78,000 609 | 35
T 100 % 57.3%| 10.7% 32,0 % Not Selected, Serving § 25,000
T
32 27 84.4 5 15.6 128 96 75.0 32 25.0
TOTAL cliviL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Pe
in Exatence Jutl:/k;',cl)gn No. Impaneled - {No.Discharged Jull:lfc;-,?g79 TOTAL Sersion Jélgér
G @
R 5 3 2 2 3 P 26,400 644 33
A
N
41 795 150 19.4 3.66
D For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avag. Jurors Avg. Hours Open Foidout
Convened Session Session per Session per Session At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
: HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N
YEAR ) JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED Numb % Criminal % Not % Selected J Total Numb ¢ Numb p Average
SUNEG0 | STey | PG| selecsa | %S| e umberor | Nmberol | Nimketef | stumber o
Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session
197% 67 17.9 | 29.8 55.0 | 15.94 4 44 157 3.57
1976 42 ‘31.0 31.2 56.4 16.78 4 42 220 5.24
1977 46 32.6 25.4 61.3 | 15.89 4 35 208 5.94
1978 24 4,2 | 28.6 60.8 | 14.21 4 32 129 4.03
\_1979 32 15.6 | 32.0 57.3 | 17.44 5 41 150 3.66 J
COMMENT: Vermont conducts orientation days for prospective jurors at the start of each

term of service.
and paid but not utilized for jury trials.

Such a practice often results in many jurors present at the courthouse
The occurrence of such orientation days

tends to have an adverse effect on a district's utilization performance.

A-16
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DELAWARE YEAR ENDED

JUROR USAGE PROFILE JUNE 30, 1979

L_L1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 3 |

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS SUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected - Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
Avarlable or Challenged | - - Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
) Serving e Challenged _ Day Day
P
E 1,499 1,007 283 209 12.81 $ 55,000 470 37
T| 100 % 67.2 % 18.9 % 13.9 % Not Selcted. SV $ 7,600
T 27 21 {77.8 6 [22.2 117 95 [81.2| 22 8.8
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CiVIL % CRIMINAL %
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
N
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
P
in EI?si?elnce Jull:/k;.,?gm No. Impaneled  {No.Dischargea JulI:(;.,?gm ToTAL SeI:;ron Jszér
G @
R 3 2 1 1 2 D 27,600 587 30
A
N 47 922 184 19.6 | 3.91 : ;
D For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Ava. Jurors Avg. Hours Cpen Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session per Session At Back Cover
\‘ USAGE STATISTICS
( HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
VEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED Numb % Crimi % Not % Total . ' 1 - Average
ONES0 | WL | R | s | WO S| ammiror | Nl | Sumeenel | ket
Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened ‘Session Session
1975 30 70.0 8.1 62.7 | 17.56 4 65 291 | - 4.48
1976 22 68.2 15.2 60.5 17.76 3 49 198 4.04
1977 24 58.3 15.4 60.4 17.94 3 48 179 3.73
1978 14 50.0 8.7 70.5 | 15.16 4 37 120 | 3.24
L1979 27 22,2 13.9 67.2 12.81 | 3 47 184 | 391J
COMMENT: Despite a notorious trial, several multiple defendant cases, and last minute

pleas, Delaware recorded a decrease in its J.U.I.from 15.16 in 1978 to 12.81 in 1979,
These occurrences did, however, have a serious effect on the percent of jurors not
selected, serving, or challenged which increased from 8.7% in 1978 to 13.9% in 1979,
The percent of criminal jury trials continued its downward trend, dropping from 50.0%
in 1978 to 22.2% 1in 1979.
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NEW JERSEY YEAR ENDED

JUROR USAGE PROFILE . JUNE 30, 1979
L31 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS |11}
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
“Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
Serving o INDEX TOTAL Trial duror
Challenged . Day Day
P
i 11,500 | 7,704 | 1,273 | 2,523 | 19.17 $ 420,800 | 701 | 37
T 100 % 67.0% 11.1% 21.9 % Mo e raees " $ 92,200
T 59 47.2 600 282 147.0] 318 |53.0
| TOTAL Y i Ol o | CRIMINAE |~ % crofar o} ewiv o] % formMinabl %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
(" .~ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES | ESTIMATED COSTS
h TOTAL s Per Jkprgr
ession Day
G i
R 14 9 5 7 7 $ 187,200 |624 | 32
A
N
D For National Profile
Open Foldout
SRRt Rt RO T At Back Cover
\_ , USAGE STATISTICS
é HISTORICAL COMPARISONS _ _Y )
YEAR PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION
% N o
JUNE 30 Seiecieg, | %St | urer
k gﬁ;“’i’;?gzé Serving Index
1978 14.3 73.6 17.97
1976 16.2 72.5 18.55
1977 20.2 68.9 | 18.87 |
1978 25.2 64.5 | 19.87 |
L 1979 21.9 | 67.0 | 19.17 | 14 . 300

COMMENT: This district reported a number of notorijous trials, last minute settlements,
and changes in plea which tend to have an adverse effect on juror utilization statistics.
However, through use of the multiple voir dire method of jury selection, New Jersey

was able to report a slight decrease in its J.U.I., which dropped from 19.87 in 1978 to
19.17 in 1979. Improvement was also recorded in the category of jurors

selected or serving which increased from 64.5% te 67.0%.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

PENNSYLVANIA EASTERN

;3.1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS 119 |

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
o Toral ] ~-Selected - sl [ Not Selected; USAGE Per Per
U Avaitable DL “Challenged-{. - Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
| Available . - Sérving ol 1 Challenged . - Day Day
P @
E 35,569 16,341 | 6,755 | 12,473 | 22.18 91,326,800 827 | 37
T 100 % 45.9%| 19.0% 35.1% N e hananeed. "2 $465,700
T 283 210 [74.2 73 25.8 1,604 1,146 |71.4 458 28.6
. TOTAL cevit 1 % f crRIMINAL | % TOTAL | eviL | % Y crRIMINAL |. % -
\___ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS )
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
. ’in'El?stt?n‘c'e Jull:/'?,(‘l)gm . ’No. 'hpa"??ed Nd.DiSchgréed Jul':;?l,?gﬂg TOTAL Sei::il;)n ngé,r
G &
R 15 9 6 6 9 ® 246,300 | 653 | 34
A
N 377 7,324 1,667 19.4 | 4.42 . .
D — , ‘ , == For National Profile
Sessions - durorsin Hoursin Avg. Jurors - | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
- .Convened "Session Session - | per Session . per Sessiqn At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ‘
VEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ' GRANDJURORUTILIZATION
ENDED | number | % Griming % Not 9 Total . |y b oL Average
JUNE30 | ofdury | IR | selected, | SBOE ) G| Numberor | MRSEOr | RUTREERT | Nurber of -
Trials S Trials Cﬁ;‘{;gggz; Serving Index : S’l:?i':: | ‘Lonvened | Session 'nglgofr.-
1975 3 T et DA
335 337 26.8 56.2 18.83¢. 9.7 | ; 178 789 4,43
1976 | 335 | 30.1 | 31.9 | 52.2 | 19.21| 11 | 260 | 1,390 | '5.35
1977 | 373 | 26.5 | 25.1 55.8 | 18.11)" 11 | 304 | 1,323 | 4.35
978 | 298 | "30.2 | 30.5 | 50.6 | 20.42| 15 | 357 | 1,628 | 4.56
(1979 283 | 25.8 | 35.1 | 45.9 | 22.18| 15 | 377 | 1,667 | 4.42)
COMMENT: Pennsylvania, Eastern has a local court rule which provides for six member

civil juriess however, a number of civil juries proceeded with 10 to 14 jurors.

In

addition, several notorious trials were reported. These trials generally require large
panels for jury selection due to an anticipated large number of challenges and excuses.
These occurrences tend to have an adverse effect on juror utilization statistics as can
be seen by the increase in the J.U.I. from 20.42 in 1978 to 22.18 in 1979.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

PENNSYLVANIA MIDDLE

31 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS |3 |

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
N - Forah - Selected 7T Not Selected, USAGE por oo
& Available . sor Challenged - Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
e Setving Challenged Day Day
P Q@
; )
E 3,852 2,896 631 275 17.04 9 135,100 598 35
T 100 % 75.2 % 17.7 % 7.1 % N Cratenged ~ 9 9,600
T 63 52 82.5 11 17.5 226 174 [77.0 52 23.0
© TOTAL civiL - Y% CRIMINAL 1% "TQTAL S CIVIL % CRIMINAL %
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS )
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JUR!ES ESTIMATED COSTS
U Total U Ng.On . : No.On Per
inExisence | Juy1,1978 | No-imesneled |No.Discharged| |\ /% So.0 TOTAL Seson “iror
G 6 3 $
R 3 2 4 ? 29,600 779 | 39
A
N 38 753 203 19.8 5.34 : :
D == , , ; For National Profile
) Sessic)ﬁs’j Jurors'in - Hoursin - Avg:- Jurors Avg. Hours | Open Foldout
Convened - Session Session per Session per Session At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
VEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ' GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED Numb o Criminal % Not % Selected J Total - N ) Average
JUNESD | 'yember | wopiminal | oot | Sebwad | duror | b or | Numberof | Numberer | bt
Trials “Trials - gg:{;gggzg Serving {ndex J‘:?{; < Convened Session g:sr; op:r
1975 SN . A
121 "' 29.8 8.9 77.0 17.34 3 24 128 5.33
1976 104 | 26.9 | 9.5 | 72.0| 17.68| 6 60 308 | 5.13
1977 68 | 33.8 8.8 76.0 | 17.80 6 57 276 | 4.84
1978 67 | 20.9 8.9 77.3 | 17.13 5 39 177 4.54
\_7° 63 | 17.5 | 7.1 | 75.2 | 17.04] 6 38 203 | 5.34)

COMMENT :
minute pleas

jurors not selected, serving, or challenged that dropped to 7.1%.

or settlements.

This district reported more than 30 cases which were disposed of by last

Despite these occurrences which generally have an
adverse effect on juror utilization statistics, Pennsylvania, Middle reported a slight
improvement in its J.U.I., which dropped to 17.04, and in the category of percent of

This improvement

.can be partially attributed to the district's use of the multiple voir dire method
of jury se]ection. '
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

PENNSYLVANIA WESTERN

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

L2 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 110
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS ﬁ\
_ Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE Per Pe'.-_
Available Se::/ring Challenged '(S:z;‘llllér;‘;?g::ﬂ INDEX TOTAL ’Er:;l JS;(;
P
E 12,028 6,482 | 2,330 3,216 19.06 3} 428,800 680 36
Tl’ 100 % 53.9 % 19.4% 26.7 % Not Selectec:se’™ $ 114,500
T 130 70 53.8 60 46,2 631 355 156.3 276 43,7
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CiviL % CRIMINAL %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS -
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
: P
in Ez?sgnce Jul‘:!lo1',<1)378 ) No. Impaneled No.Discharggd Jul‘:!/‘?,?g79 TOTAL Se‘::iron Jszér
G e .
n 11 6 5 4 7 ? 107,500 |694 | 35
A
N 155 3,042 944 19.6 6.09
D _ , For National Profile
Sessions Jurors it Hours in Avg. Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session per Sessiort At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 0
YEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED Nurnb % Crimi % Not o J Total N ‘f N b f Average
JUNE3O | ofduy | *um " | Solected | RSN il | Numberor | NIt | Nousin | Numberof
Trials « Trials » Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session
1975 135 58.5 28.9 55.5 20.59 7 110 - 681 6.19
1976 129 46.5 35.2 49,7 20.83 9 102 . 608. 5.96‘
1977 123 48.0 | 27.1 56.6 | 19.63 9 106 657 6.20
1978 124 63.7 23.4 57.4 19.90 1 11~ 125 '74,9k 5,99
1979 130 46.2 | 26.7 53.9 | 19.06 | 11 155 | 944 | 6.09 )
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

VIRGIN ISLANDS

I__Z_J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS 1_2_]

/ NUMBER OF JURQOR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected Nat Selected, USAGE Per Per
Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
i Serving - Challenged Day Day
p
4,924 2,907 1,153 864 $ 162,000 926 33
E 28.14 '
Tl 100 % 59.0 %| 23.4% 17.6 % N oo ™ $ 28,500
T
83 23 27.7 60 72.3 175 66 37.7 109 62,3
TOTAL . CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIViL % CRIMINAL %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS .
é NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
) Per
in Ez?szzince JU’%:’,?S’;S No. Impaneled  {No.Discharged Ju\l\;c;.,?g79 TOTAL Sel::i:m Jsg?f
G o
- - - - - P - - -
R -
A
N - - - - -
D For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS ]/
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
YEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED Number % Crimina} % Not % Selected Juro Total Number of | Ntmber of Average
JUNE 30 of Jury ;:;R;ma' Sseexicntgecci;r or.c Us;gg Nan::sg of ;é?sions Hotljr_sri: I\!}_itgn?se;grf
Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session
1975 77 71.4 | 26.6 49.8 | 29.38| N/A - - -
1976 109 61.5 | 24.8 54.1 | 30.85| N/A - - -
- 1877 92 67.4 29.9 48.8 33.99 N/A - - -
1978 75 69.3 23.9 54.6 27.81 N/A - - -
1979 83 | 72.3 | 17.6 | 59.0 | 28.14| wnya - - - )
COMMENT: The Virgin Istards reported an orientation day and several instances of last

minute settlements which tend to have a negative impact on juror utilization statistics

as can be seen by the increase in the J.U.I.

from 27.81 in 1978 to 28.14 in 1979.

However, through the use of the multiple voir dire method of jury selection and reuse
of jurors, the Virgin Islands was able to increase its percentage of jurors selected
from 54.6% in 1978 to 59.0% in 1979.

No grand jury system was in operation in the Virgin Islands during the twelve- month

period ended June 30,

1979.

A-24



-

)

\4 umu.l



JUROR USAGE PROFILE

MARYLAND

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

l_l__l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity} JUDGESHIPS l_9_J
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected "' NotSelected, USAGE Per Per
Available or Challenged Servingor INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Serving : | Challenged Day Day
P (S
E ll,O?l 6,599 1,919 2,553 19.25 ® 360,600 627 33
T 100 % 59.6 %| 17.3% 23.1% Mot et ey "9 $ 83,300
T
118 54 45.8 64 54.2 575 248 143.1 327 56.9
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
a NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
No. O : . . Per
ol luly 1978 No. Impaneled {No. Discharged Ju":’/‘;"?gw TOTAL e duror
G g
R 15 6 9 7 8 T 151,500 {549 | 28
A ]\
N 276 5,343 1,436 19.4 5.20 : :
D : For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avag. lurors Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Siission per Session At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
VEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED Numb . 9% Criminal % Not % Selected J Total Number of | Numb 'f Average
JUNEDO | ofdury | " ay " | Selected | PIGECT ) Gk Numberor | PSS30T | Noursin | Number of
Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened - | Serss:on. b Session ]
1975 118 | 65.3 | 17.7 62.7 | 17.71| 10 153 654 4.27
1976 118 63.6 15.9 67.8 18.34 15 171 741 4.331
1977 118 62.7 | 31.3 54.6 | 23.21| 13 | 167 685 | 4.10-
1978 117 57.3 15.8 66.9 17.94 14 172 763 4.44
1979 118 | 54.2.| 23.1 59.6 | 19.25| 15 276 | 1,436 5,20
N :

COMMENT: Maryland experienced three notorious trials during the past year. The district
also continues to call large numbers of jurors for an organization and orientation day

several times each year.

Both of these factors can adversely affect the utilization

of jurors, but Maryland has had some success in nullifying the adverse effects of the
However, the district's J.U.I.

latter by scheduling jury selection on the same day.

rose from 17.94 last year to 19.25 in 1979.
national average of 19.60.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

NORTH CAROLINA EASTERN

L% PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS

JUROR

a

lect

USAGE
INDEX

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS

L3

ESTIMATED COSTS

TOTAL

Per
Trial
Day

Per
Juror
Day

2,450

1,529

344

100 %

62.4 %

14.0 %

23.79

q

$ 86,700

8

42 35

Not Selected, Serving (;
or Challenged Y

20,500

7

19.

4 29

80.6 103

26

25.2

77

74.8

| B

S

T caminac |

_TotaL 1

ol

%

- CRIMI

NAL | %

JURY TRIALS

JURY TRIAL DAYS

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES

5 |
2 duly 1,1978

o, mpancid

No.Dischiarged]|

No.On" .
July 1, 1879

5

3

2

3 2

27

566

144

21.0 5.33

T Sessionsi
: Convened
- Ly - B Iy

e Jurors ine,
- ;. 'Bession

- Hoursiin

. Session ..

«-Avg, Jurors
‘per Session .-

‘Avg; Hours
“per Session’

N

USAGE STATISTICS

ESTIMATED COSTS

TOTAL

Session

Per
Juror
Day

Per

oo

b 24,000

889

42

For National Profile
Open Foldout
At Back Cover

-

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS

N

JUNE

YEAR
ENDLD

' JURYTRIALS

PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION

 GRANDJUROR UTILIZATION =~

20

 Number
< s of dury =

, e dury
s S Trials

T Trials

% Criminal .

% Not
Selected,
Serving or
Challenged

% Selected

or
Serving

‘Total
Number of
Grand

~Juries

Juror
Usage
Index

- Number.of-
Sessions
|~ Convened

Nurnber of " |
Hours in

. .Session -

Average-
Number of
Hours per

-~ Session

1975

47 | 617

25.3

63.4

20.78

,‘3  

34

196

1976

21.3

69.4

19.89

24

1 ‘154.

1977

88,9

51&3?;f'3{54#1f

31.7

59.2

24.61( -

20

So129 |

1978

25,9

60.3

26.18

1979
o

 96.2 i

80 ;»‘f\6i

23.6

62.4

23.79

27

33 |

144

199 |
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

NORTH CAROLINA MIDDLE

L2} PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS |3 |

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
" Total - Selected 10 T Ndt Selected, USAGE Per Per
Available or 1~ ‘Challenged Seryingor INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
et ClUServing . . | ... Challenged Day Day
P ¢
1,839 1,417 273 149 ? 77,000 653 | 42
E : ' 15.58 :
[+ P N d, Servi
-: 100% 77.1 % 14.8 % g.1 * Otciegﬁ;ﬁenq:évmg $ 6 1200
T
35 9 25.7 26 74.3 118 35 29.7 83 70.3
totaL - § cwviL’ | % | cCRIMINAL | % . TOTAL - | cIviL %} cRMINAL | %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
- Total o Ne.On : ool Ne. O Per
* in Exitence July1,1978 | No-Impaneled INo.Dischargedf % 0 g TOTAL Session | arer
G @
R 3 L 2 2 1 ® 24,600 820 | 42
A
N 30 592 179 | 19.7 | 5.97 , ,
D v = — ——= == For National Profile
Sessions: Jurors in Hoursin | Avg. Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
o Convgned Session Session | per Sess:on\ | +per Session. At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
-
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
VEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ' GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED | wimger 1o evsmmng 1 % Not . “Total | 1 Nure o | Average”
JUNE 30 | ,'f,?’j}ﬂevr ' %Qj‘:rxnal | selected, | % Seéicwd ijféggg “Number of ,‘Nsue”;s?;;gf ‘ N}_“’&?g:f Number of
) Ti'ials,' Trials gﬁgﬂgf;éé Serving Index ?J?::: R S Convened _Session‘"’ ng"sgoﬁff.
975 33 | 63.6 | 18.6 | 63.7 | 14.84| 2 8 50 | 6.25
1976 | 31 77.4 | 12.0 69.6 | 17.58| 2 9 54 6.00 "
1977 14 78.6 | 13.6 73.1 | 16.62| 2| 16 | 90 | '5.62
1978 20 | 75.0 | 15.9 66.1 | 18.21| 2 | 16 | 78 | “4.88
\ 1979 35 74.3 | 8.1 77.1 | 15.58| 3 30 | 179 | 5.97)
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NORTH CAROLINA WESTERN YEAR ENDED

JUROR USAGE PROFILE JUNE 30, 1979

L_51 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L3 |

é NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
L roral Selected ci e ool Mot Selected, USAGE Per Per
L Avatlable | Ol ‘Challenged™ | Seivingor INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
RO TN | Serving o _: Challenged: Day Day
P g
E 2,144 1,626 166 352 $ 68,200 501 32
15.76 i
"lf 100 % 75.8 %| 7.8 % 16.4 % N Erananaes % 11,200
T 55 24 43.6 31 56.4 136 81 59.6 55 40.4
" TOTAL - 8 cIviL % CRIMINAL || % - totAL. | et | % | cRiMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS _J
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
L Total - UNo.onm v { o +'No.On Per
i Exstencs suiy1,3978 | No-Imeaneled . INo Discharged] /T 1o7q TOTAL sewmion Jgror

G g

R 4 2 2 2 2 ¥ 8,300 692 | 36

N N

i, .

12 229 79 19.1 6.58 . .
D . D T ‘ — v For National Profile
Séssibmf’f ‘; L Jurors in. ~Hoursin Avg, Jurors | - Avg. Hours Open Foldout
,C9nve“e§' B .§655)onf. S : s Sessrqn per Session | “per S‘esvsl,on At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS l/

4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
VEAR o :JURYT:'F;iALsf“” : PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION : " GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION. '
ENDED | Number | o Griminal | N9t | o Selected | 4 ot Numberof | Numberof | Average
JUNE30 | “ofdury | oy | Selected, o Usage | Numberof | Tsoriions | Housim | ljumber of

~ Trials b ATr:aIsk: | Challenged Serving Index e Con’vened_ - . Session.. .- Session

975 1 84 | s57.11 16.3 | 74.7 | 15.53| 4 | 10 70 | 7.00
1976 |96 | 40.6 | 14.5 78.6 | l4.61) 4 | 14 | 96 6.86
1977 |94 | 39,4 | 12.9 | 76.3 | 14.62| 4. 23 | 149 6.48
1978 80 | 43.8 | 13.2 77.3 | 14.74 4 17 | 99 5.82
L1979 | oss | 56.4 | 16.4 75.8 | 15.76| i | 12 79 | 6.58)
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

SOUTH CAROLINA

L2 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS 8 |

( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected . ‘ Not Selected, USAGE Per Dor
Available or . Challenged .| = Servingor- INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
- Serving ) Challenged Day Day
P
£ 5,364 3,871 667 826 $ 217,800 | 831 | 41
20.47 —
\ oo% | 72.2% 12.4 % 15.4 % e s § 33,500
T 103 59 57.3 44 42.7 262 137 (52.3 125 47.7
TotaL | civie % CRIMINAL | %  TOTAL - CIVIL % 1 CRIMINAL | %
\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
X . : . ) ] " : nr Per
- E.]);?sfcilhce . Ju||\:c;',c1)g78 | No. Impaneled ;- {No.Discharged Jusc;_f’?gw TOTAL Sels):iron Jé):gc\)/r
R 2 1 1 1 1 ? 24,100 1095| 52
A
N 22 461 163 21.0 7.41 . :
D : v , For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in ‘Hour_s in | Ava. Jurors Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened f Session , Session R per Sessuqn - per Session At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
& HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
YEAR JUKY TRIALS o PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ' " GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED ‘N b: | %cr Lo % Not %s d J : . Total N "b' of N b‘ e | Averége ;
SONESD | e | HOmne | iasmo, | %S | | unberor | Numberer | Memberor, | wonbater
Trlaﬁs,‘»% . Trlalsub _ Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session..
1978} 185/ | 43.2 | 17.6 4| 18.68| 2 | .12 | 86 | 7.17
1976 218/ | 44.0 | 14.4 | 69.3 | 18.79| 2 15 | 107 | 7.13
1977 141 | 36.9 | 15.8 71.0 | 18.57| 2 |""27 | 190 | 7.04
1978 128 | 34.4 | 12.6 77.3 | 19.76] 2| 20 | 123 |  6.15
| 1979 103 | 42.7 | 15.4 72.2 | 20.47| 2 | 22 | 163 ~ 7.41)

COMMENT:

Although South Carolina's percentage of petit jurors not selected, serving or

challenged increased to 15.4% in 1979, it is still well below the national average of
One of the reasons for the district's efficiency is its frequent use of the
multiple voir dire for the selection of jurors.

24.6%.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

VIRGINIA EASTERN

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

L4} PLACES OF HOLDING COURT f{with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 18 |
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
U rotal o Seleeted - | oo b Not Seleeted, USAGE Per Per
o Avai at. . N R EE N o] SO . ‘Challenged |* = Servingor . INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
o oAvailable | g iing co e e Challenged | Day Day
P q
E 3,990 2,095 1,215 680 ‘g 125,200 501 31
» 15.96 :
TI 100 % 52.5%| 30.5% 17.0 % o e ananeey " $ 21,300
T 147 99 167.3 48 32.7 250 167 166.8 83 33.2
rotaL ] civit { % | erRimiNaL | % totAaL | civik % CRIMINAL | %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS i\
T = N R ~ . P
: mEI?sttirnce : . Juii:o1,3378 Nq.:‘lm?ér?el:ed ; .NQ"DTS.Ch?rQEd "Ju!r:l'czl',?;79‘b TOTAL . SeZseiron Jszér
G Q =
R 19 9 10 9 10 P 88,500 550 28
A
N 161 3,207 1,061 19.9 6.59 : :
D = = S = e - For National Profile
L Sessionise o ddrorsin | 0 Hoursin | Avg, Jurors | . Avg. Hours Open Foldout
. Fqnvgned o _S}gss»iph v x ngssion | wer Session ‘per Sgssion At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
é HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
VEAR " JURYTRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION  GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION =
EN—DED , :N . "o‘ % Not % Selected J Tptal i Number of | Numbe ] f . Average
JONEO | oftury | Fn" | gelectea | EOUEET ) GEE | numberor | oSt | i | Numberof
Trials' .- Trials Challenged Serving Index © Juries . : C,opverned Session Session
1975 | 231 | 55.8 | 18.8 | 48.4 | 19.36| 11 98 | - 660 | 6.73
176 | 220 | 51.4 | 12.2 | 53.9 | 17.68| 14 | 153 | 995 | .50
1977 | 163 | 39.3 | 14.0 | 49.2 | 18.45| 17 116 | 720 | 6.21
1978 | 175 | 41.7 | 11.9 54.8 | 16.49| 16 182 | 1,171 | 6.43
1979 | 147 | 32.7 | 17.0 52,5 | 15.96( 19 | 161 | 1,061 | 6.59
COMMENT: Last minute settlements, changes of plea, and continuances of trial result

in large numbers of jurors available for service but not used for jury selection.
Virginia, Eastern is one of several districts which requires the parties in civil

litigation to pay juror costs when cases settle just prior to trial.

for two panels were assessed in 1979.
usage statistics where only 17 percent of all available jurors went unused in 1979.

The results of this practice are shown in the
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

L7 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

VIRGINIA WESTERN

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS 4

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
s Total 1o Selegted o] -+ LU Not Selected; . USAGE Per Per
o Available: A eR Challenged ' Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
o Avallanles L Serving Coo e Challenged Day Day
P
, 1,637 849 639 149 $ 60,900 655 37
i 17.60 : .
I 100% 51.9 %| 39.0 % 9.1 % N e § 5,500
T
43 26 60.5 39.5 93 65 169.9 28 30.1
orotat | oovie foo% | criminaL | % - TOTAL |  CIVIL % | CRIMINAL | %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS /
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
. \‘f B . X . Y . Pe
inEz(i)stae'rice Jul':/lel-,?gm ) 'No._lmpaneled No.Discharged JUI’;JC;"?&Q: TOTAL Sel:seiron Jg;ér
G 3
R 2 1 1 1 32,100 1459) 76
A
N
22 420 151 19.1 6.86
D ‘ = For National Profile
Sessions v durors in Hours in ‘A\."g.y Jur_ors | “Avag, Hoyrs Open Foldout
Convened Session Session - per Session per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
(" HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
VEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR CJTILIZATION
ENDElj N‘ b B Criminal % Not % Selected J Total . ' ‘Numb ,'f: Nuiah ‘.f Average
JUNESO | ofduy | ' | gelected | BT RS | Namberor | BRSOt | Nouia | Numberof
Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session
1975 35 .28.6 | 14.3 51.3 | 16.62] 11 26 170 |  6.54
1976 32 | 37.5| 13.1 | 52.3 | 18.69| 18 16 85 | 5.31
1977 43 | 34.9| 5.1 | 57.6| 15.37| 15 | 29 | 179 | ‘6.17
978 | 52 | 25,0 23.3 | 50.2| 18.67| 7 18 | -~ 99| 5.50
N 43 39.5| 9.1 | s51.9| 17.60| 2 22 | 151 | 6.86)
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WEST VIRGINIA NORTHERN YEAR ENDED

JUROR USAGE PROFILE , JUNE 30, 1979
 L_Z} PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 1% |
( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
L Tetal - Selected k B  Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
" Available or.. Challenged Servingor, INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
: Seiving L ) Challenged Day Day
P . Q
C 1,851 866 535 450 $ 60,800 822 | 33
: 25.01
o [ [ o , i p
| 100 % 46.8 %| 28.9 % 4.3 % Mot Seleetraoe™™ $ 14,800
T :
30 8 26.7 22 73.3 74 19 25.7 55 74.3
ToTAL | civiL % | CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL | %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
e —
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES _ ESTIMATED COSTS
- , ‘ , B , , - Per
inExdence | Juu';lc%',?gm | - No-Impaneled INo.Discharged JU‘S"{,?Svg& TOTAL Session | arer
G $
R 2 1 1 1 1 23,200 10551 48
A
N 22 488 166 22.2 | 7.55 : :
D , , , , ; = For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hoursin | Avg. Jurors | Avg. Hours' Open Foldout
- Convened | Session : - Bession ‘per Session. | - perSession At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
——_ 1 " JURYTRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION : GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
VEAR e ‘
ENDED “Number .| % Criminal \S‘nl’i"\m‘%‘- —9% Saelected Juror . Total Nurmnberof | Number of Averagei’ :
JUNE 30 “of Jury Cdury Se ected, or | Usage - Nug’t_afgof "Sessions Hours in I}I{umbex or
Trials Trials . Cﬁ;‘lll'gr?g(;(rj Serving Index le:i'és ~Convened Session g:sgop:r 7
1976 | 9q 60.0 | 14.2 63.1 | 18.32 2 16 | 123 | 7.69
1976 | -6 | 66.7 | 39.5 | 39.0| 23.78] 2 | 8 | 47| 5.88
1977 | qe L ea oo B T | R,
SOREE 0407 14.8 60.5 17.43 2 do 8 <491 1.6.12
1978 20 | 51.7 | 18.5 55.5 | 19.00| 2 - 9 65 | 7.22
\ 197° | 30 | 73.3| 24.3 46.8 | 25.01| 2 | 22 | 166 | 7.55)

COMMENT: West Virginia, Northern reported an increase in its J.U.I. from 19.00 in 1978
to 25.01 in 1979. This increase along with the decrease in the percent of jurors
selected or serving is the result of a number of dismissals and cancellations reported
by this district in 1979. In one case, the plaintiff was taxed with the cost of a
seven member jury after failing to appear in court on the appointed date.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

WEST VIRGINIA SOUTHERN

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

L_2| PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 4% |
/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected : i Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
" Avai e e or Challenged | Servingor INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
vajlable Serving Challenged Day Day
2,520 1,530 510 480 % 87,800 646 35
18.53 . —-
100 % 60.7 %| 20.2 % 19.1 % Mot S oo™ $ 16,800
45 27 60.0 18 40.0 136 69 50.7 67 49.3
TOTAL CIVIL % & CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL 9%
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
a NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
- Per
in Exiotance ‘ Ju|Ny?I.,?g78 No. Impaneled  iNo.Discharged Ju::[l?,?‘r:';?Q TOTAL Seuston Jyror
6 3 3 1 5 $ 46,900 625 | 33
75 1,404 546 18.7 7.28 J
For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session per Session At Back Cover ?
\ USAGE STATISTICS [/
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
YEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION o GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED Number |- o% Criminal % Not % Selected J Total Number of | Number of Average
JUNE 30 O?Turi/r Jrll{rxna f:xgg%'r eo?_c ° U‘;;Z;. Nué?‘ggé of Suens-lsiz;so Hg:n:s in l;litgnge;;f
Trials T’nals Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session
1975 41 68.3 | 31.8 44.3 | 24.95 5 41 304 7.41
1976 52 53.8 25.3 51.4 21.74 4 32 218 6.81
1977 47 38.3 | 28.3 47.9 19.97| 5 - 28 191 6.82
1978 | 59 32.2° | 19.4 | 58.5 | 18.10| 7 31 210 | 6.77
1979 , , . 1 758,
\ 45 40.0 19.1 60.7 18.53| 6 75 | 546 7.2@
COMMENT: In spite of two notoriety cases, the Southern District of West Virginia's

percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged dropped in 1979.

in juror utilization in this district can be attributed in part to its use of the
multiple voir dire.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

ALABAMA NORTHERN

L__§J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS LQLJ

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COS3TS
USAGE P P
Total Selected Challenged NEéSﬂ?S?' INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Available Serving Challenged Day Day
'; 4,843 | 2,646 | 1,041 | 1,156 $ 212,200 | 822 | 44
18.77 ——-
'Il' 100 % 54.6 % 21.5% 23.9 % Notfreg;;ﬁghﬁgglng $ 50,700
T 106 71 67.0 35 [33.0 258 156 160.5 102 39.5
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS Y,
é NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Pe
in El-?szzlnce Jul§o1',(13378 No. Impaneled  tNo.Discharged Julljc;',?gm TOTAL Se':fi:n Jggér
(i 4 2 2 2 2 $ 61,900 1105 51
£
A
N 56 1,211 392 21.6 7.00
D For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session per Session At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
( HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
VEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED N % Crimi % Not 9% Selected J Total Number of Number of Average
JUNESO | ofduy | MR | seleetes | RO} GO0 | Nemberor | NGTErS | SCET | numbor of
Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session
1975 220 28.6 11.2 71.0 13.05 4 24 164 6.83
1976 162 | 32,7 | 24.2 56.3 | 16.99 3 30 227 7.57
1977 152 30.9 26.9 53.7 17.30 3 26 194 7.46
1978 120 35.0 23.6 56.9 17.10 4 36 271 7.53
KJ979 106 33.0 23.9 54.6 18.77 4 56 392 7.09/
COMMENT: This is one of several districts having an appreciable number of jurors who

must travel to the place of holding court one day in advance of service or who must
travel home the day after service.
selected, serving or challenged were jurors paid for a day of travel.
this district reported a large number of instances in which a jury panel present for
voir dire was not used due to last minute pleas, settlements, and continuances.
cccurrences increase the percent of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged while

decreasing the percent of jurors selected or serving which is evident in the district's
historical comparison data.
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In 1979 over 11 percent of the total jurors not

In addition,

These



ALABAMA MIDDLE YEAR ENDED

JUROR USAGE PROFILE JUNE 30, 1979
L3 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 3 |
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
L Tetal ol Selected e '“ i ngtSi_zlected, ‘IJI\?SS)E TOTAL TPgrl JPer
T e — or 8 3 enge erving or . - ria urer
Avallakble - Serving ) arens : Challe’r?ged ~ Day Day
P o
v | 2275 | 1,589 271 315 20 52 $ 101,100 | 954 | 46
TI 100 % 73.0 %| 12.5 % ‘14.5 % N e raroen "9 & 14,700
T 53 18 |[34.0] 35 |66.0 106 38 |35.8] 68 _)_!54.2
| morac | ewi | % ] crimiNnaL | % TOTAL ovit | % | crmines ) |
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS o
é NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
T T T Reon SRS e : P
Cin sl?sii'hee‘ 1 o | No.Impaneled  iNo.Discharged ,,_Ju:\\;c;',?&g, TOTAL Sewion “'SE‘E,’
o 2 1 1 1 1 9 19,900 948 | 46
A ,
N 21 435 119 20.7 5.67 : . ’\
D = , = , For National Profile
"+ Sessions - “durorsin. of . Hoursin - | Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours Open Foldout
‘ Qonyened . Sessxdn.- : Session .. per Session per Sessnonﬁa At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 | HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
VEAR | JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ., . GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION ‘
ENDED “Nui ‘.," o riminal % Not % Sel d Ju Total- - Number of Number of Average
JONES0 | ofmay | TR | Seleed, | PO GOS | Numberof o "SI | Nourin | Numberof
N Tnals oy \Ir,l_vatls’ Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened " Session Session
978 4 79 | 63.3 | 13.4 | 78.2 | 15.84| 2 | 11 64 5.82
1976 60 70.0 | 15.4 73.7 | 18.46| 1 14 | 92 6.57
1977 | 88 | 59.1 | 13.9 | 75.0 | 17.73] 1 | 9 54 | 6.00
1978 | 68 | 63.2 | 14.5 | 73.3| 20.95| 1 | 18 | 101 | 5.61
L1979 |53 | 66.0 | 14.5 73.0 | 20.52 2 {21 | 119 - 5.67_/
-
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

FLORIDA NORTHERN

YEAR ENDEL
JUNE 30, 197

u@J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT \with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 73
K NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total ‘Selected ) Not Selected, USAGE - 77Pe;r ~ Per
4 Available Qr Challenged” Servingor - INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
e Segvirig _— Challenged o o _Da Da
P ’ N
1,888 1,165 333 390 $ 73,800 794 39
E ' ' 20.30 =T
[») [+) 0, 3 i J
'If 100 % 61.7%| 17.5 % 20.7 % Nt & Chattengsd "~ 15,300
; I
32 11 34.4 21 65.6 93 26 28.0 67 72.0
TOTAL CiViL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL S % CRIMINAL | %
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS .
& NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total No.On ~ | RO : No. On P Per
in Existence July1,1978" No. impaneled {No.Discharged July 1,1979 TOTAL Sessiron Jsgz
G &
] 4 2 2 2 2 9 17,900 1193 59
A
N 15 305 89 20.3 5.93 _ -
D = - : For National Profile
- Sessions Jurors in Ho,m:s in. | Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours Open Foldout /
Convened Session ‘Sessjon per Session per Session At Back Cover
USAGE STATISTICS
/‘ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
VEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED Nurmk % Criminal % Not % Selected J ;. Total Number of | Number of Average
JUNE3O | ofdury | " dumy | Seleeed | REGINN fog ) Numberof | Psiions | Hoursin | Numberof
- Trialg Trials Challenged Serving Index - Juries Convened Session Session
1978 26 | 76.9| 17.4 68.6 | 19.38| 4 14 82 5.86
1976 56 83.9 | 20.0 68.2 | 19.69 3 s 74 4.93
1977 48 77.1| 15.8 69.7 | 19.93 4 15 88 5.87
1978 35 77.1| 23.8 60.4 | 22.19 3 19 102 5.37
1979 32 | 65.6| 20.7 | 61.7| 20.30] 4" 15 89 | 5.93)
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FLORIDA NORTHERN
JUROR USAGE PROFILE ~

L4} PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS 1> _|

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
<o Total Selected , Not Selected, USAGE Por Per
© “s-Available or: Chailenged '] Servingor - INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Serving - Challenged Day Day
P
£ 1,888 | 1,165 333 390 $ 73,800 794 39
20.30
Tl 100% | 61.7% 17.8 % 20.7 % N S Crationced " ® 15,300
T
32 11 34.4 21 65.6 93 26 28.0 67 72.0]
 TOTAL CIvVIL % 4 CRIMINAL | % TOTAL | civiL % | crimiNAL | %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS W
4 D
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED CQOSTS
F Per
in ET(?sgaelnce -JU]%%‘,?;?B No. Impaneled INo.Discharged JU:\J’C}I"?S79 TOTAL Sel:seiron JS;?/I‘
G $
R 4 2 2 2 .2 o 17,900 1193 59
A
N 15 305 89 20.3 | 5.93 . .
D , v ; , For National Profile
Sessions = Jurors in Haursin <. Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours Open Foldout /
’ Convened Session .- - Session per Session per Session At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
é  HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
VEAR “ JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED . o pess T % Not % . Total Average
JUNEO | ofduy | Sy | selectea, | EStRet ) GO Numberof | MGTEn 2 | et | Number of
‘Trials |- Trials - g:;v”':ﬁ‘ggg Serving Index - JJ?;:S Convened Session Soeusg?op;.er
1975 26' e , , DR
7649 17.4 68.6 19.38 4 14 82 5.86
1976 | 56 83.9| 20.0 68.2 | 19.69 3 L0 s 74 4.93
1977 48 | 77.1] 15.8 69.7 | 19.93| 4 15 88 5.87
1978 35 | 77.1| 23.8 60.4 | 22.19 3 19 102 5.37.
1979 32 | 65.6| 20.7 61.7 | 20.30 4 15 89 5.93)
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FLORIDA MIDDLE YEAR ENDED

JUROR USAGE PROFILE JUNE 30, 1979

L5 1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity) - JUDGESHIPS li_l

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total . Selected Not Selected, USAGE _Per Per
" Available Serc\’lrin . Challenged Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
g Challenged Day Day
'; 9,635 6,608 1,476 1,551 $ 312,700 576 | 32
17.74 ——
T 100 % 68.6 %| 15.3% 16.1 % Not Selscted. Sevina § 50,300
|
T
130 33 25.4 97 74.6 543 168 1(30.9 375 69.1
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
a NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
in EI?siae!nce Ju::i'l?gw No. Impaneled No.Discharged Juli\:lc‘)l',?gw TOTAL Se’::ign ngér
G ) g
R 12 7 5 5 7 ¥ 128,400 7341 37
A
N 175 3,470 992 19.8 5.67 :
D , , For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors |- -Avg, Hours Open Foldout
Convened. Session Session - 1 per Session per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
é HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
YEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ’ GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED N % Crimmi % Not o Total 1 o - Average _‘
ONES0 |G | K| selecen | S| g | embiror | NI | QUS| amearor
Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session . Session
1975 102 | 79.4 | 21.1 66.0 | 20.00( 12 168 | 961 5.72.
1976 125 79.2 | 17.9 68.5 | 18.81| 11 | 148 | 914 | 6.18
1977 111 | 73.9 | 20.6 | 67.0 | 19.90| 12 154 | 941 | 6.11
1978 130 79.2 | 21.3 64.7 | 19.22) 11 164 974 | .5.94
1979 k ‘ , i 1 "
\ 130 74.6 16.1 68.6 17.74 v12 175 992 5.6D
COMMENT: This district reported the occurrence of several note~ious cases requiring

extra-large panels for selection. Although such trials tend to have an adverse effect
on the juror usage figures, Florida Middle again showed improvement in its J.U.I. which
fell to 17.74 in 1979.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

FLORIDA SOUTHERN

L3 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS 112 |

4 NUMBEROFJURORDAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
] 3 RO o 3 USAGE Per Per
gor .. INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
; Challenged =J Day Day
P ' q
E 15,259 8,020 2,351 | 4,888 $ 538,400 877 | 35
24.85 :
T 100 % 52.6 %| 15.4% 32.0 % Not Selected Serving § 172,300
T
149 25 16.8 124 83.2 614 82 13.4 532 86.6
o rotAL o evie e ) crRIMINAL o - totAal b et | % ) crimiNAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
NUMBHROFGRANDJURES ESTIMATED COSTS
L NeOn ; No.O Per
July(; 1373 . D'“ha’ge" Julyc; 1379 TOTAL Session | arer
G 25 $
R 13 12 10 15 ® 242,500 647 | 33
A
N
19.9 4.31
D = , e For National Profile
- sess = Ayg Jurors;_i ’Avg: Hours. Open Foldout
vonve slon  Session’. . - ijperSession | perSession At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS . ,\
YEAR PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED. |} % Not . i Average
JONE 30 S | o | e & ”ﬁé"u?iir?_f | Mt
5 Challenged Serving Index 1 Sesscon 1" 1 Session.
1975 28.5 | 56.8 | 18.78| 22 885 | 5.46
1976 26.0 | 58.0 | 20.61( 19 = | . 253 1,463 | 5.78
1977 34.0 | 52.8 | 22.73] 19 | 281 | 1,628 | 5.79
1978 29,0 | 56.6 | 21.52| 23 | 311 | 1,482 | 4.77°
1979 |° 149' | 83.2 | 32.0 | s52.6 | 24.85] 25 | 375 | 1,617 | 4.31,
COMMENT: In 1979 Florida, Southern reported a large number of notorious cases. These

cases often involved multiple defendants which required exceptionally large panels of

prospectiive jurors due to the anticipated trial length and number of challenges.
selection in one such case Tasted 12 days before the trial commenced.

Jury

These cases

should be taken into account when reviewing this district's statistics as they had an
adverse influence on the district's performance.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

GEORGIA NORTHERN

-4 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR EMDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS I__lll

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected, o : /1~ Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
Available. . Spor ’ Challenged Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
;. L Serving - L Challenged Day Day
P 10,148 5,798 1,891 2,459 $ 333,200 584 | 33
E 17.77 :
':' 100 % 57.2 % 18.6% 24.2 % Nm;‘*gﬁ;ﬁ‘:;\gg;‘""g $§ 80,600
T 148 86 58.1 62 41.9 571 304 (53.2 267 46.8
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL. |} %"
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS j
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
, Pe
in Ez?sfc?alnce Ju::l'ﬁ"?gm‘ No. lmpaneled No.Discharged Ju::llc;"?gm' TOTAL SeZ:irc:n Jgg%r
G 8 3 5 1 7 $
R ¥ 119,400 756 | 38
A
N 158 3,115 956 19.7 | 6.05 : :
D For National Profile
Sessions Jdurofs in Hotrs in Avg. Jurors | "Avg. Hours Open Foidout
- Convened Session Session per Session per Session At Back Cover
L USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
YEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT‘JUROH UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED Nur % L % Not o% d J Total . Numib £ Numb f ‘Average
JONEGD | lymber | cpmnat | gl | %Seewd | drer | ymbar o | Mamberof | Mumberel | by
Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries - Convened Session Session
1975 217 53.9 18.7 59.4 16.95 ,lyO 111 709 - 6.39
1976 233 | 54.1 | 20.6 | 57.8 | 17.83| 9 150 ‘942 | 6.28
1977 177 70.1 24.0 56.2 21.02 10 130 k ";8'35 6.42 .
1978 175 57.1 26.1 53.6 19.56 7 98 - k{,i652 | 6.65
\ 1979 148 | 41.9 | 24.2 57.2 | 17.77 8 158 1956 6.05 )
COMMENT: There were several cases in this district which received extensive pre-trial

media coverage in 1979 and required large panels of prospective jurors for the selection

process.
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Further, many last minute settlements, pleas, and continuances were reported
which in many cases resulted in non-use of jurors.

However, this district routinely

schedules backup trials which help to counterba:ance the negative impact of last minute
cancellations.
categories of percent not selected, serving or challenged, percent selected or serving,
and J.U.I.

As a consequence, Georgia, Northern showed improvement in 1979 in the




JUROR USAGE PROFILE

GEORGIA MIDDLE

L/} PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS 2|

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected . | 71" Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
7 pvailable 1 or : Challenged | Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
L Serving : Challenged Day Day
P
2,724 1,709 604 411 $ 84,200 633} 31
E 20.48 :
T 100 % 62.7 %| 22.2 % 15.1 % o oo 0§ 12,700
T 52 28 53.8 24 46.2 133 76 57.1 57 42.9
TataL o f cviL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL JCIVIL, % CRIMINAL %
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS )
a NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
N ) 3 Per
~in Ez(?stteghce B Jus(;.,?g78 No.4mpaneled Noy.Disch’arged Ju::‘?‘"?gjg_ TOTAL Se‘::i;n Jsg?/r
g 4 3 1 2 2 $ 61,500 1309 | 64
A
N 47 957 315 20.4 | 6.70 -
D - ‘ ; , For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened .. Session Session per Session per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
YEAR " JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ‘ GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED Number % Crirninal % Not % Selected J Total Number of | Number of Average
SONED | rmber | mopmnel | s | oo || ambaro | Mamborot | mberof | onberey
i Tna_ls Trials B Challenged Serving Index Juries -~ Convened Session Session
1975 84 52.4 | 10.4 65.6 19.32 -3 45 323 7.18
1976 78 | 47.4 | 13.5 60.4 | 21.06| & 70 498 7.1
1977 , 72' 45.8 11.8 64.9 19.99 5 44 336 7.64
1978 52 48,1 14.6 60.6 21.67 4 45 309 6.87
1979 52 46.2 | 15.1 62.7 | 20.48| 4 47 315 6.70 /
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

GEORGIA SOUTHERN

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

I_SJ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L_3__J
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
Available or Challenged- Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
. Serving Challenged Day Day
P e
3,426 2,407 637 382 '53 136,200 744 | 40
E 18.72 :
T 100 % 70.3 %| 18.6 %l 11.1 % Nm§ﬁ%$£;wm5515,loo
T 82 47 57.3 35 42.7 183 99 54.1 84 45.9
TOTAL CIvViL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CiviL % CRIMINAL %
\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
i Per
in Ez?si?elnce Jpll:ﬂ‘,?g78 No. Impaneled No.Discharged Jul‘:‘/?l.,c‘l)g,w TOTAL Sezseiron JBZ?;
G
R 2 1 1 1 1 % 34,300 1715 82
A )
N 20 417 88 20.9 4.40
D For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session per Session At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
YEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED Numb ' % Criminal ‘ % Not % Selected J Total Number of Number of Average
SONESD | e | %Cimnal | soeg | %S | e | gmieror | Namborof | Mumberof | winbirer
Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session
1975 92 - 51.1 6.4 72.8 21.26 4 15 81 5.40
1976 96 36.5 9.9 74.0 18.96| 3 38 227 5.97
1977 77 27.3 5.6 76.8 20.27 3 - 20 82 4.10
1978 86 | 46.5 | 10.5 71.9 | 20.60 5. 19 81 ~4.26
1979 82 42,7 | 11.1 | 70.3 | 18.72| 2 20 88 4.40
NG . , b
COMMENT: This district makes extensive use of the multiple jury selection technique and

its success is evidenced by the fact that only 11.1% of the total available jurors were

not selected, serving or challenged.
average of 24.6%.

This fiqure compares favorably with the national
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

LOUISIANA EASTERN

L1t PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trialﬁactivity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS 13 |

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
;.f‘?‘)‘ ; Total B »Vl L “y Se]ected P ' AR Sk Not“ Sg[ected, : USAGE P?r Per
S paitable s e o e o Challenged E 7 Serving or.- INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
o U DUET e GeFYing : IS RN ~Challenged - Day Day
P
: 10,772 6,116 | 2,398 2,258 $ 332,100 | 520| 31
16.86
o , 9 Not Selected, Serving @
T 100% 56.8%| 22.3 % = 20,9 % O anonced ™2 D 69,400
T 213 162 76.1 51 23.9 639 472 - 173.9 167 26.1
oTondtz | oevie | % foriMiNAL [ % | . TOTAL cvit | % | crRiminaL | %
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
TR i IO ISR P P
L in Extence | Jull*\/k;.,?gm | No-Imeaneled _JNo.Discharged Jul':'lc:;’,?g'lg‘ . ToTAL session Jﬁnjgér
G @
R 8 5 3 3 5 ® 88,600 7641 39
A
N 116 2,278 715 19.6 1 6.16 . :
D = = : = . — For National Profile
o Sessions 0 Jurorsing Hours in "Avg. Jurors | - Avg. Hours Open Foldout
5 'C{t{onve,n,'edg §.. - Session S Sessiqn B per Session per Session At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
é HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
YEAR : ;kaIJRY TRIALS - PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION " GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED N ,b i %‘f"‘" Al % Not 9 Selected J © Total -  N ber of b ‘f : Avgrage,
JUNES0 | oy | PR | gelecea | BRI i) Numberor | MSiuitr” | Touain | Nmberof
: Tnaars.\v‘ Tnalsr‘ . Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened. | Session Session
1975 198 |* 33.8| 17.7 | 59.6| 16.31] = 9 115 661 | 5.75
1976 192 | 3%.6| 17.0 | 58.9| 16.88] 9 114 | 627 5.50
1977 231 | 22.1) 17.8 59.0 | 15.66 8 132 | 822 | 6.23
1978 150 { 30.7 | 19.7 60.4 | 17.07| 10 147 866 | 5,89
1979 | 213 | 23.9| 20.9 | 56.8| 16.86| 8 | 116 715 |  6.16)

COMMENT: There was a 42 percent increase in the number of jury trials in this district

in 1979,

One trial involving multiple defendants required a large jury panel for voir

dire due to the publicity surrounding the case and the number of challenges and excuses
This type of trial hinders effective juror usage and should

anticipated in such trials.
be considered when reviewing the district's statistics.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

LOUISIANA MIDDLE

1
L1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

2
JUDGESHIPS |

[ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total 3 B | Not Selected, USAGE ] Per Per
Avaulabie i o ORI Challenged Seérving or; INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
: El L Servmg L - Challenged Day Day
P 376 104 147 125 $ 15,800 1580 42
E 37.60 1
T 100 % 27.7 9| 39.1 9| 33.2 g9 Not Selected, Serving @ 5,200
| or Challenged
T 10 5 50.0 5 50.0 10 4 40.0 6 60.0
TOTAL. et ] %} criminaL] % - Ctotal  f ccivic | ) criminaL |9
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS Y,
4 NUNIBER OF GRAND JUR!ES ESTIMATED COSTS
R O N O Per
V m Eg?si:'nge ! Jul’;(; (1)378 F No lmpaneled ; No D;scharqed Julr:l/c;,?gm TOTAL Se'::iron Jsggr
g 4 1 3 3 1 $ 37,600 | 660| 32
A
N 57 1,163 279 20.4 4,89
D ——— _ ——— = v ——— For National Profile
s 'Sgs's‘lohs’ S Jurors. i’ : Hours in. S Avg Jurors “Av‘g.;Ho‘urS' Open Folidout
~/»»:IC'opvenebd L Sessuon : Sess;on o | per Sesscon <} oper-Session At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
VEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION e “'”c-iRAND‘Juhdﬁy?ﬁLiZATld&i Lo
ENDED . N e e % Not % Selected J Total | ¢ | Numberor | A
JUNE30 | "T""' . / CILTJ"a' Selected, | Usege -‘N“g;gggﬁj »Ns“e"s's?gfmf : #glrir.r?f
T ! - ‘T'l'l§|$ A Challenged Serving Index S duries i V”Con\‘/‘en‘edx ; Sesalon
1975 15 (s 400 48.8 28.2 28.33 |~ 5 - k ; [ R .»:' _'
w976 | 21 | 52.4 | 24.9 45.2 | 22.50 [ -5 . | 27 | 140
1977 417 | '70.6 | 28.1 | 38.5 |26.59| 4 | 48 | . 253 | 5.27
1978 | 9 | 7‘7-:3’ | 17.0 | 41.7 | 24.00 57 !~'{362?.~ ) 6.35
79 |10 | 50 0 | 33.2 27.7 | 37.60 | 4 | 57 | 279:’;,‘;‘:\4 89‘/
COMMENT : A pane] of 112 pr‘ospectwe jurors was assemb]ed for a cr1m1na1 tr1a1 which

lasted only one day.

This case had a significant effect on the usage statistics because

of the small amount of jury trial activity within Louisiana, Middle - 10 jury trial days
and a total of 376 jurors available for service in 1979.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

LOUISIANA WESTERN

L3 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS 1_5_1

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total - Selected i - - Not Selected, USAGE Per Peor
" Available Soor Challenged Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
it ’ - Serving . Challenged Day Day
P R
E 4,557 2,514 809 1,234 '53 181,000 748) 40
18.83 ‘
“'r 100 % 55.1%| 17.8 % 27.1 % Not Selested, Serving § 49,100
T
88 73 83.0 15 17.0 242 173 (71.5 69 28.5
CTOTAL ciwiL - % CRIMINAL % - TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL | "%
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
i protal o | Ju,':‘/’ﬂ'l?g?s | Tro. Impaneled  |No.Discharged J'ux';:;,?gig TOTAL s ngér
G $
R 7 4 3 4 3 ¥ 86,500 1696 79
A
N
51 1,089 355 21.4 6.96
D = = For National Profile
. Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurars | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session " Session per Session per Session At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS '
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
YEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ' GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED Nuribe o Giitrving % Not . Total , . Average
JUNESO | ST | RO | selecsa | BSees | g | wmberor | Nomberof | Nomberof | pmbercr
Trlalrs - Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened ; Sess;on Session
1975 86 37.2| 20.9 61.1| 18.10f 6 62 422 6.81
1976 69 43.5 | 21.5 57.8 | 18.16/ 9 61 387 6.34
1977 65 24.6 | 24.6 53.8 | 17.19| 10 51 334 | 6.55
1978 70 10.0| 23.0 | 55.0| 14.39] 7 | 37 263 | 7.11
\ 1979 88 170 27.1 55.1 18.83 7 51 - 355 6.96)
COMMENT: Multiple voir dire is a utilization technique often employed by the judges of

this district.

The use of this procedure has enabled the district to achieve a low

J.U.I. of 18.83 despite one notorious case which was expected to continue for an in-

definite period of time.
period and required a Targe panel of prospective jurors each day.

The jury selection for this case extended over a five day

This case, combined

with a number of last minute settlements and pleas, resuited in a rise in the percent
of jurors not selected, serving or challenged to 27.1 percent in 1979.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

MISSISSIPPI NORTHERN

41 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS |2 ]

juror selectinn.
the size of civil juries to six members.

é NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS LJUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
e I selected. - p o Not Selectsd, - USAGE Per Per
o genabte - of o 2 Challenged | Servingor: | INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
: ST caServing Ul T e o Challenged Day Day
P
E 2,272 1,495 484 293 $ 91,200 730{ 40
18.18 ( -
T| 100 % 65.8%| 21.3 % 12.9 % Not Selected, Sewing § 11,800
T 44 29 65.9l 15 |34.1 125 74 1s9.2] 51 |40.8
‘votaL Lo %l criiNAL | % ~ToTAL b ot o F % | CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
a NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Total - ) S TR o : SOCITPERL T ) Per
in Ez?siilnce Julljc;.;?g?S . Noy;lmpane’led No.Discharged Jm!:l/?,?gw TOTAL Se[:;ron JS;‘;[
G @
R 2 1 1 1 1 ® 24,600 848) 44
A
N 29 557 221 19.2| 7.62 . .
D : , - S i T For National Profile
‘Sessions ~Jurors in Hours in 1 Avg. durors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session. per Session per Session At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
é HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
YEAR : JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ‘ GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION k
ENDED Number | % Griminal % Not % Selected 3 Total | iverof LN ib of | " Average
JUNE3O | T | K | seloiea, | Seletsd | wor | umparor | Numbecar | Nmberof | yumparor
Trials :[rials C;zra‘l/il:r?gzg Serving Index : JL:EEZS Convened Session ) g;;rsf Oanl’
1975 50 |t 64.0] 9.6| 71.0| 18.92 2 15 83 | . 5.53
1976 70 | .52.1| 10.2| 73.5| 18.39] 2 9 | 53 ] 5.89
1977 60 | :58.3| 16.6| 64.2] 19.92 2 20 | 130 6.50
1978 48 | 31.2] 13.3 68.6| 17.89 2 18 | 128 - 7.11
\_1979 44| 34.1| 12.9| 65.8| 18.18 2 29, | 221 | 7.62)
COMMENT:  This district has made effective use of the multiple voir dire technique of

The majority of jury trials are civil cases and a local rule restricts

selection can be kept to a minimum.

Consequently, the number of jurors called for
Jury pooling is not feasible in this district

because the two judges routinely hold court in several different locations. Use of the

code-a-~phone has reduced the number of jurors reporting to the courthouse after cases

have

settled.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

5

MISSISSIPPI SOUTHERN

L= 1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {(with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS |~ | 3

a NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
S ot [ Selected )t o o E NotiSelected, - USAGE Per Per
SV Available- . | o osor s b Challenged: |« Sefving or - INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Lo e e Serving e Challengéd Day Day
P 3,986 2,198 583 1,205 $ 161,200 1027| 40
E 25.39
T 100 % 55.1%| 14.7 % 30.2 % Not Selioted Sevine § 48,700
[
T
43 36 83.7 7 16.3 157 130 82.8 27 17.2
Sroral | e | % of criminaLl % votal b ocwvit | % lemimiNaL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
R R T -
Cin EI?sﬁalnce ot AJufl:'lﬁ',?g?S .| No-Impaneled No.Discharged| Jm'\y"?',?;vg, TOTAL Session iy
g 2 1 1 1 1 $ 28,900 1156| 59
A
N 25 490 131 19.6 5.24
D T e e For National Profile
- Sessions:: } Jurorsin . f - Hoursin | Avg Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
. Conened, Sesslon - Bession . jwecSession ¢ perSession At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
VEAR L " JURY TRIALS: | PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ' GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED | Number | 9 Geiminat | & Not % Selected | J GTotal | numberof | Numberof | Average
JUNE3O | ofdury | “Thamy | Selected | BEGEEE ot | Numberof | oiions | Housin | fumberof
. "l,.'-'f',a'F ‘Trlal‘s_ Challenged Serving Index Juries ! C_onyened' Session - . Session |
1975 | 65 | 32.3| 26.8 | 58.0| 22.42) 2 | 11 | 70 | 6.36
1976 | 59 | 32.2| 30.4 53.8 | 24.97( 2 | 15 79| 5.27
1977 | 53 -} '20.8| 25.0 | 58.9| 22.82| 2 | 25 | 139 | 5.56
1978 | 44 | 27.3| 26.1 | 6€1.0| 21.92| 2. | 20 | 108 | 5.40
\ "% | 43 | 16.3| 30.2 | 55.1| 25.39| 2 | 25 | 131 | 5.,24)

COMMENT :

jurors, thus utilizing each juror's time in court more efficiently.

often conducted by a U.S. magistrate.

This district often selects two or more juries from one panel of prospective

The voir dire was

Additionally, this district reported one highly

publicized case which was expected to require a considerable amount of time for trial.
This case, which required an overly large panel of prospective jurors (119) due to
anticipated challenges (43 in this instance), and several last minute settlements and

pleas

in other cases had a negative effect on this district's usage statistics.

This can partially explain the rise in J.U.I. from 21.92 in 1978 to 25.29 in 1979.
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ALABAMA SOUTHERN YEAR ENDED

JUROR USAGE PROFILE JUNE 30, 1979
L2} PILACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS |2}
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JURGR ESTIMATED COSTS
Sl selected T o T b Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
Cou ot i - Challenged, 1T Serving or: INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
o Serving 2o k-~ Challengegd: Day Day
E 2,859 1,958 395 506 $ 134,100 | 931 | 47
19.85 :
"f 100 % 68.5| 13.8 % 17.7 % N ationced "> $ 23,700
T 48 29 60.4 19 39.6 144 55 | 38.2 89 61.8
rotaL ) ocwvie o} ow L ermminaL % CogotaL o boevie ol % ol criminaL | %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS .
o ,
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
- El?cttiince ’Jum’,?gns : No. "ﬁpa"e'ef’ N°;P‘$¢53'9¢d"qu',?gm‘ TOTAL Sel.::i:m ng‘g’,r
G
o 3 2 1 1 2 $ 13,900 993 | 46
A
N 14 300 92 21.4 | 6.57
D _ - ‘ For National Profile
 Sessions Jurors in ~ Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours - Open Foldout
Convenéd Session Session per Session’, i per Session At Back Cover
\__ USAGE STATISTICS |
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
VEAR JURY TRIALS - PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION : _ GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION -
ENDED v Numb % L % Not % ' Total . ~~ ' PN Y o Average ™
JUNESO | ofduy | PGy | Selecte, | RSTSEE) GE | numberor | NSt | N Nuoaber of
- Trials Trials. Challenged Serving Index . Juries Convened - Session Session
1975 39 43.6 | 10.3 73.4 | 15.53| 2 18 | 122 | 6.78
1976 | 63 | 68.3| 6.9 85.0 | 18.47| 2 | 17 | 118 | 6.94
1977 | 59 | 47.5 6.2 80.8 | 15.95| 3 | 44 | 309 | 7.02
1978 56 42.9 | 4.4 | s81.0| 15.28| -3 | ‘14 | 81| 5.79
1979 48 39.6 | 17.7 | 68.5 | 19.85| 3 | 14 92 - 6.57

COMMENT: This district reported a notorious multidefendant case requiring an extra-
large panel for the five-day selection of the jury. This one case had a significant
effect on the utilization figures because of the relatively small amount of jury trial
activity within the district. As a result the Juror Usage Index increased from 15.28
in 1978 to 19.85 in 1979. - -

/

[
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

7

TEXAS NORTHERN

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

L1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L9 |
( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected . i Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
" Available L A Challenged - Serving.or. INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
: g Serving - p s 1 Challenged Day Day
P h
£ 10,241 6,269 1,475 2,497 $ 328,100 640 32
19.96 :
TI 100 % 61.2% 14.46 24,4 % N e ot ® 80,100
T
120 68 56.7 52 43.3 513 278 54,2 235 45,8
TotaL, }oewvie | % f cRIMINAL | % TOTAL" " CIVIL % ] CRIMINAL | %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
T T No e , ~ T No.O P
. ETx(i)sfcilnée \ "Ju::/lc;‘,?gw | No. ;mpaneléd | Np.Discha‘rged Jul':l/c‘)li,egjgb TOTAL Se*s):}:)n ngér
G 10 ‘g
R 7 3 4 6 9 69,200 760, 38
A
N 91 1,825 610 20.1 6.70 ) )
D ; , , ‘ - ] For National Profile
Sessions” “durors in _Hoﬁt:s in_© | Avg, Jurors |- Avg. Hours Open Foldout
,Co,nivene’d; s Session - - Session . ‘perSession- ~rpefSes§son At Back Cover
\\ USAGE STATISTICS .
(- HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
venr Lo  WURYTRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION " GRANDJURORUTILIZATION -
ENDED N 1 b ;a C- V" ' | % NOt % S | d Jur : L Total : N b f N b : f “ Average :
JUNESO | ofduy | any | Seleeed | PG Gog | Numberof | N | Nousin | Numberof
,""I"rlals’ s Tn;alsf 1 . Challenged Serving Index S duriesy ) G"’-""?”‘?d' Sgss;ony“ #1 Session .
1975 | 143 | “46.8 | 18.5 65.2) 19.29| 10 | 100 | 644 | 6.4
76 | | 161 | 40.4| 21.2 | 63.3| 19.49| 13° | 120 | 760 | 6.33
te77 | 157 | 37.6 | 17.5 | 69.2| 18.24| 14 | 134 | 884 | 6.60
178 | 141 | 39.7 | 20.0 | 67.1| 18.53| 10 | 94 | 612 | 6.51
1979 120 | 43.3 | 24.4 | 61.2| 19.96| 10 | 91| 610 | 6.70/

COMMENT :

Texas, Northern uses the practice of calling in jurors at the beginning of

their term of service for an "orientation and impanelment" day on which most of these

Jjurors are not used for any voir dires.
from a panel of 139 prospective jurors.

notorious case which required an extra-large panel for the selection of a jury.
occurrences have the effect of increasing the percent of jurors who are not selected,
serving, or challenged, while decreasing the percent selected or serving which is

evident in Texas, Northern's historical comparison data.

As a result, as few as 12 jurors were chosen
In addition, this district reported one

These

‘Two of the seven court divisions in this district continue to use 12-member civil
juries which has an effect on the district's overall J.U.I.
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"JUROR USAGE PROFILE

TEXAS EASTERN

L3_I PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

s

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS

S “Chalienged

:P

JUROR
USAGE
INDEX .

936

100 %

22.5 %

19.21

YEAR ENDED

JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS 12 1

ESTIMATED COSTS

TOTAL

Per
Juror
Day

Per
Trial
Day

ah
D 130,900

603 31

or Challenged

Not Selected, Serving {

$ 29,500

-t - - m

89

75

843

14

15.7

217

177 181.6

40 18.4

£ TOTAL

LoeviL

% £RIMINAL o

TOTAL

I cviee % o

CRIMINAL | % -

UZraIo

JURY TRIALS

JURY TRIAL DAYS

.
/

NUMBER OF GRAND JUFHES

o Tt | Nos
sooincExistence T odulyi

y Impane|ed

No Dlscharqed

‘ NoOn E
July1,1979

ESTIMATED COSTS

Per
Session

Per
Juror
Day

TOTAL

2

]
$

31,600 832 | 44

724

211

19.1

5.55

Jurors dncele
Sessxon

Hours ine:

Sessnon &

| Avg, Jurors ™

‘per-Session’

- Avg. Hours ©

per: Session

USAGE STATISTICS

For National Profile
Open Foldout
At Back Cover

-

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS

. YEA
JUNE

R

ENDED |
30

JURY TRIALS

PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION

‘ GRAND JUROR UTILIZAT!ON

;»"_Number
Jeoof Jurv

k % Cnmmal

e Tnals

“dury:
Trlals

% Not." .
Selected,
Serving or
Challenged |

or

% Selected

Serving

Juror
Usage
Index

. Tota!
; Number of
" Grand

CJuries U}

Average

Number Of ”Number of '

Hoursin-
‘- Session:

Number of
" ‘Sessions
Convened

1975

15.0

66.1

15.9

0.2

1976

19.0

.62.9

19.8

o| 4 |

1977

19.1

65.9

17.9

sl 3

1978

126.3

58.5

20.5

2| 2 |

22.5

60.3

19.2

38

211
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TEXAS SOUTHERN | YEAR ENDED

JUROR USAGE PROFILE JUNE 30, 1979
L3 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity) S JUDGESHIPS 13|
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
S el - Selected -} - Not'Selected, USAGE Per Per
Available R 1 L Challenged o) . Servingor - INDEX TOTAL Trial duror
b vajaple, - Servmg sl et s oL Challenged - Day Day
P Q¢
E 14,945 9,381 1,942 | 3,622 S ® 522,200 797 | 35
! 100% 62.8 *| 13.0% 24.2 % N o Cratienaes, "~ 126,400
T ' |
149 34 22.8 115 77.2 655 206 31.5 449 168.5
1otal ) ewvie b % ermmac | % SorotaL |oeivic o | D% | cRimiNAL- | %
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS B,
a NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
‘in ET(?sﬁelnce ‘ -,Julﬁ%,?;g?s. 1 Ne. 'mpa“eled 'NOP}S,Charsed Jum 3379 TOTAL Session "S;‘;{
g 16 11 5 8 8 $ 118,800 | 687 |35
A
N
173 3,433 816 19.8 4,72
D - e s e e 72 For National Profile
: Sessuons cob i durarsins | Hoursdne | Avg, Jurers ] - Avg: Hours Open Foldout
o Convened e B S_gssion i [ Session. per'Sgssioq § per Session - At Back Cover
\_ | USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
VEAR ‘JUF{YTRIALS Eh PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION e GRANDJUROR UTILIZATION.
"ENDED | e % Not . ' =¢f¢ | Average’
SONE Ry |t | wopmna | ofumy | wseems | o | i | Namberar | Nambarot | (O
- k;:Trials" : ’Tna_ls'; _ Challer?ged Serving Index ,JUri[;.s ' Convened . Session ~;Sess?opn ;
975 1 180 | 81.1 |12.7 | 75.0 | 19.06°} 11 » | 53 - | 288 | 543
1976 | 200 | 84.5 | 18.8 | 65.8 | 22.47 | 10. | 87 | 521 | 5 99
177 | 171 ¢ 74.9 | 20.8 | 67.3 | 22.81|.13 | 144 | 861 | 5.98
1978 |, 161 | 65.2, | 26.9 58.4 | 23.89 | 16 | 180 | '993 | 5. szg
1979 | 149 | 77,2 | 24.2 | 62.8 |22.82 | 16 | 173 | 816" 4 72

COMMENT:  The mu1t1p1e jury selection process is extensively employed by the judges of

-~ this district in an attempt to maximize the service of each juror report1ng to court.
A judge will often select a large number of Jur1es (in 1979 as many as 8 juries for
criminal cases in one day) from one panel brought in exclusively for selection. However,
in 1979 there were several instances when very large numbers of jurors were assembled
at the courthouse but not used for voir dire. These panels of unused jurors account in
part for the 24.2 percent of jurors not selected, serving or challenged.
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TEXAS WESTERN YEAR ENDED

JUROR USAGE PROFILE JUNE 30, 1979

Ll! PLACES OF HOLDING COURT f(with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS I_G_l

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS LJUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
. Totak | Setected L~ T NotSelected, | USAGE Per Por
e | ger | crllnsed | Seigor” | INDEX ToTAL | | e
P Q
E 9,263 5,210 1,581 2,472 ® 288,200 833 31
. . . 1 26.77 —
T 100 % 56.2%| 17.1%  26.7 % Mo e aanaes ° 9 76,900
T 127 24 18.9 103 81.1 346 94 27.2 252 72.8
. TOTAL' civit:. | % | crRIMINAL | % ~roTtaL | ocivii % | CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
@r{jez?sttiln'c'ey b @1'}'3",?378,« - No- Impaneled. :INo Discharged sy 1,1878 TOTAL Sesion JSS‘:’[
g 18 10 8 7 11 $ 102,500 722 35
A
N 142 2,914 543 20.5 | 3.82 : .
D e = ‘ ; = , For National Profile
‘;_«(Sessiq'hsl ol b urors in CeHoursin, "Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours Open Foldout
: ‘Co_n\(er‘l'ed“ B "S?Ssion_ 1. » Session: . V,per‘S:e‘ssior:l | per Session. At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 | | HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N
YEAR : 'JU?Y%Ri‘A,Lé L PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ‘ : GRANDkJUROFs‘» UTILIZATION ‘
ENDED | ‘Number | orecmoy | % Not % ' C Total it e | Average
JUNETO | ofdury | PGm™| el | S EE | wumberor | "TEOT | OREEST | sumberor
¢ Trials s }Tnalsv | Challenged Serving Index Juries | Convened - Bession Session
1975 | 113 | 77.0 | 16.4 63.3 | 21.92| 17 | 113 | 600 | 5.31
1976 | 124 |.69.4 | 18.9 61.7 | 22.87| 17 | 101 | 407 | 4.03
1977 | 136 | 75.0 | 21.6 | 61.3 | 23.67| 19 | 147 |° 744 | 5.06
1978 | 118 | 83.1 | 24.1 | 57.9 | 26.14| 19 | ‘102 | 393 | 3.85
(1979 | 127 | 81.1 | 26.7 | 56.2 | 26.77| 18 | 142 543 | 3.82,
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CANAL Z0ONE YEAR ENDED
; JUROR USAGE PROFILE JUNE 30, 1979

{2} PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 1 ]

o v ‘ | JUROR
. Selected . 1 el Mot Selected, - USAGE Per Per

chop e o Challenged 1 0 Servingor INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
S Sewing e b o o ~ i Challenged: . - . . Day Day

! ( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS ESTIMATED COSTS

| S Total
4 i - Avaitable:

1,494 571 439 484 $ 12,900 300 9

|
34.74 '

100 % 38.2 %| 29.4% 32.4 % N e hananees " $ 4,200

-~ -~ m

25 - 0.0 25 100.0 43 = 0.0 43 100,00

ToTaL f civic | % LermvinaL | w% ~TotaL | cvic | % | crimiNaL | %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
—

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS

- Tdtal o ""  S NesOn ‘\Z No.On- Per Per

_nExistence | July1,1978 uly 1,1979 | TOTAL Session | Bao’

“No. lrﬁpaneled; No.Discharged

9
3
3

o
—e

OZ2r360

, e ; For National Profile
~Sessions. - “durorsin | Hoursin. .| Avg Jurors | Axg. Hours Open Foldout
- -Convened-. . |" © “Session Sessibn": ~|'per Session - pe;*.Sessipn At Back Cover

\__ USAGE STATISTICS

] 4 | HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
. JURYTRIALS | PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ' GRANDJURORUTILIZATION ~
bt SZDIef\cI:?;d % Selected Juror Numbét of‘{' Numberof Number 6f ’
! oer ol Sessions:. i - Hoursin"..

A or Usage . ‘
Serving or N = Grand v D SIS het R
Challenged Serving Index  Juries | vConveyrzled.,‘ 1 Ses‘s’_lo_r‘}:

2 YEAR SR
s ENDED . Numbe o & A‘%‘C‘ Ly i
JUNE 30 | ofdury | " dury

o Trials ) Trials -

|~ Average
- Number of -
" -Hours pér. -,
.. ‘Session.

: : Total

1975

| 100.0| 20.2 | s54.8 | 2179 n/a | = |- | -

1976 | -~ 3 | 100.0] 29.0 | 46.2 | 26.57| w/a | -
977 |3 | 1 ket

1000 34.7 | 59.3 | 21.43| w/A

1978 | 21 | 95.2| 25.9 | 47.9 | 30.06 | N/A

o | 25 | 100.0] 32.4 | 38.2 | 34.74 Cwac e e ey

COMMENT: The District of the Canal Zone kreported that no grand jury system was in
operation in this court during the current 12-month period.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

KENTUCKY EASTERN

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

I_6 ) PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 1.5% |
/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
Availabl or Chalfenged Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
valiable Serving Challenged Day Day
P by
£ 5,121 3,494 570 1,057 L 165,200 691 ] 32
T 100 % % 9 % 21.43 Not Selected, Serving @
| 68.2 11.1 20.7 or Challenged P 34,200
T
56 7 12.5 49 87.5 239 39 16.3 200 83.7
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS _J
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Total No. On ) No.O Per
in Existence July 1,1978 No. impaneled |No.Discharged) | /% Y576 TOTAL Session ror
G $
R 7 1 6 2 5 Y 40,800 756 | 36
A
N
54 1,141 316 21.1 5.85 X .
D L For National Profile
Sessions Jurars in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours QOpen Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session per Session At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
é HISTORICAL COMPARISONS h
VEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
JEU!\II\I%EC% ig ?Tubrl;f % Crzlr::/ina\ SZDI ;‘: ?; d, % Se(!)ercted é\;[or NJ:;;{ ot N Su;nk')er of N*_tixmber_ of Nﬁr‘fbr:g% P
. . Serving or A age Grand ssions ours in Hours per
Trials Trials Chailenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session
1975
107 89.7 35.8 54.5 27.05 6 29 177 6.10
1976 118 79.7 34.8 56.6 23.51 6 22 ‘126 5.73
1977 86 79.1 30.3 58.3 23.54 5 i6 79 4,94
1978 65 86.2 | 28.3 6 '
. . 1.8 23.72 4 30 148 4,93
L 1979 56 87.5 | 20.7 68.2 | 21.43 7 54 316 5.85 J

COMMENT:
serving in 1979,

The district has

Kentucky

significantly improved its percentage of jurors seiected or
Eastern uses the technique of multiple voir dire and.
frequently selects jurors to be sworn in at a later date.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

KENTUCKY WESTERN

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

ESHIPS |37

!_il PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDG
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
S T Selected S ;‘ ‘Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
j B ~Servingior’ - INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
88 {7 Challenged. Day Day
P 4,063 2,033 732 1,298 $ 130,600 673 | 32
E 20.94
T 100.% 50,0%f 18.0 % 32.0 % Naot Selected, Serving § 41,800
I or Challenged b
T 70 40 57.1 30 42.9 194 93 47.9 101 52.1
Corotar b iemvit | %o | cRIMINALYY s cgotAaL ) owvie o % |eriminAaL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Jul’;‘,‘; ?378 No._ lmp,aneled_ No stcharqed 2 u":‘f; ?379;, TOTAL Se*;;;n J[t)JSchr
S 4 PR | ay
g 3 3 - 1 2 $ 32,200 619 |29
A
N 21.0 5.21 : :
D e m—— For National Profile
N e " Hoursin' | Avg. Jurors . Ave. Hours,‘ Open Foldout
& e ,Sesswn perSessq_o‘n‘- perSessnon" At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
- HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
YEAR PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION S
ENDED % Not o : ;:'Tota‘l : Average
JUNE 30 g, | s | g | i | Mamerot | et | (Ot
Challonged | Serving index | QI | Convened | Session ;r”f,’é's'sfé’:’
1975 40.2 44.4 | 23.37 | 5.49
1976 32.2 | 53.3 | 19.11| 4.97
1977 30.2 | 53.9 | 21.91| 4 5.75
1978 31.9 | 51.9 | 23.52| 6.04
1979 32.0 | 50.0 | 20.94 | 1|51
\ = A3 b b2 o 5.21 4
COMMENT : The western D1str1ct of Kentucky has contmued 1ts pract1ce of ho]dmg JUY‘OY‘

qualification days when large panels are brought in for orientation but few jurors are

selected for trials.
selection but are not used.

This procedure results in many jurors who are available for

Two notoriety trials also contributed to a high percentage
of jurors not selected, serving or challenged.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

MICHIGAN EASTERN

L_31 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS 1 13]

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JURGR ESTIMATED COSTS
Totat ol Selected .} oo I Nat Selected, USAGE Per Per
.: Avdilable coeoerto . Challenged ... - Servingor INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
: P - Serving. - L | ~Challenged Day Day
P
£ 20,466 12,743 2,344 5,379 $ 698,700 600 | 34
17.57 :
T| 100 % 62.3%| 11.5% 26.2 % Not Selected. Seving § 183,100
T
207 105 [50.7 102 49.3 1,165 526 45.2 639 54.8
CTOTAL . | eiviL.-| % ) cRIMINAL | % CrotaL ) civit | % JocRmiNAL f %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS -
(" NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Total | - No.On -} : 5 ' Ne.On Per
i EX?sttzhce" ‘July: 1;78‘ : No Impaneled No.Dns;:harQEd Jd‘lygl',1g79_ TOTAL Seise}z)n JDug?/r
G g
R 19 12 7 8 11 ? 198,100 647 | 33
A
N 306 5,916 1,812 19.3 | 5.92 . :
D o , = T e For National Profile
Sessions . Jurors s Hoursin . Avg. Jurors. |- Avg: Hours Open Foldout
= Convened Sess:on " Sessiofy /| per Session ."{ - per Session: At Back Cover
\__ USAGE STATISTICS '
HISTORICAL COMPARlSONS \
vEAR L 3 i JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION : ? : GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION s
ENDED | o i’- o . % Not o Total f N St Average
JUNE30 | "‘%?Tf@r : '{’CJ&'r"y'"a' Selected, | SR} G| Namberor | ;N #3‘:5’.: fr_ 1 '}’;‘mbe' of
f’f"v'_Tnals i Tnals 5 Cﬁ:{;ggggg Serving Index o Séssi - g;':f:r .
1975 186 b 28.0 64.4 20.60 | s
1976 |- 200 | .76 25.6 65.2 | 20.40| 10
1977 | 235 22.8 67.4 | 19.65| 2
1978 | j‘ff;,l'9” 20.4 | 68.2 | 16.99| 1
\_ 1979 's.[,207 o 26.2 62.3 | 17.57| 19 306" 12 | 5.
COMMENT: The d1str1ct had several notorious trials th1s year, the 1arqest of wh1ch

required ca111ng an extra-large panel of potential jurors because there were multiple
defendants in the case. It required 5 days to select the jurors for the case. In
another case, 110 prospective jurors were called because counsel had stipulated that
only Jjurors with at least two years of college were acceptable.

In spite of these problems, Michigan, Eastern's J.U.I. was still weH below the nat1ona1
average and is at its second lowest level in the last five years.
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OZ2>r 3130

JUROR USAGE PROFILE

MICHIGAN WESTERN

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

L2 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L 4 |
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
T ol Selected i} ol F “NotSelected, USAGE Per Per
7 Avaitable. - etrocer o r Challenged | "Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
L EEEIE L LS erving ; e Challenged: Day Day
P 3,035 | 1,946 | 376 713 $ 138,300 | 1072 46
£ - - - 1 23.53 — :
T| 100 % 64.1%| 12.4 % 23.5 % N S Ganansed "~ 32,500
T
33 10 [30.3 23 69.7 129 29 22.5 100 77.5
CUTOTAL b avit o % ) cRIMINAL | % TOTAL cvit o f % | crRminaL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS )
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
o Tetal o | Newon s o) R NG On Per
e T e e e
('i
3 2 1 1 2 9 36,600 796 | 40
46 912 314 . . . .
P —— = 19 8‘ 6.83 For National Profile
7" 'Sessions o} durors in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours Open Foldout
. “,C\onve,n'e’d,j P ‘.;Sessmn : Seysslon;r . «perSgsslon - perS‘ess‘!o’n At Back Cover
\_ -- USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
YEAR : L JURY.TR?ALS, B PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION o ‘,GRAND JURCR UTIL‘IVZATI‘ON
ENDED ‘N ber. cof " i' f % Not % Sel d J Total N Ab f N b f 'Averége
JUNE30 | orduy | F Ty | geleoted | RIS gie | Numberor | PSSRt | Nowein | Numberof
e Tr‘lal‘s“ »Tnals‘ ‘ Challenged Serving Index - duries Convened %ess:on “Session.
975 ' 60 | 50.0 | 8.3 | 81.4 |14.70| 1 | 14 | 77 | 5.50
1976 | 36 | 61.1 | 16.9 72,4 | 17.51 | 1 | 16 | 107 | 6.69
1977 | 62 | 53.2 | 9.8 81.9 | 17.15| 2 15 | 82 5.47
978 | 29 | 69,0 | 14.2 73.3 | 21.00 2 | 22 | 138 6.27
\ 197 .33 | 69.7 | 23.5 64.1 | 23.53| -3 | 46 | 314 | 6.83 )
COMMENT: Despite the extensive use of the multiple voir dire technique, the J.U.I. in

the Western District of Michigan has steadily increased (with the exception of a slight

decrease in 1977) and in 1979 reached its highest level at 23.53.

Although the

percentage of persons not selected, serving or chalienged is still slightly below the

national average, it is also at its highest Tevel in the 1970's.

notoriety trial this year.
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OHIO NORTHERN YEAR ENDED

JUROR USAGE PROFILE JUNE 30, 1979

13 ! PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 110 |

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
o Selected o NotSelected USAGE Per Per
RS | S .- Serving.or. INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Serving Challenged Day Day
P q
- 7,133 4,738 | 764 1,631 ke $ 303,100 | 737 42
TI 100 % 66.4%| 10.7 % 22.9 % " o Ghatienged D 69,400
T 88 45 51.1 43 48.9 411 176 42.8 235 57.2
coTotaL ) ot ol e FeoriMinaL % rotabt ) oevic ] % o} criminar % -
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
in EI?szilnde b J“_s‘; ,~O1378 VNQ.vl‘mpanelyed‘ No Duscharqed' Ju::l/(;,c‘l)gw . TOTAL SE':;"OH ng{)/r
G ; $
R 15 9 6 4 11 i 142,400 809 | 40
A
N ‘
176 3,517 87 20.0 4,
D et : ’ = ,0 e 9,8 For National Profile
- Sessions. v Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours Open Foldout
anvened_ Session - Sessnon ~ o} perSession. | per Session ‘ At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
é HISTORICAL COMPARISONS B
VEAR  JURYTRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION _'GRAND JUROR UT|LIZAT|0N &
DED | ) e % Not . Total . A
SN | Mo | wogmi | iy | s || o | Nmberot | ot | ot
: Trials E ;T[,lals,' Challer?ged Serving Index ‘JJ?QS Convened Sessnon .Sess;opn .
1975 e S ER e
121 | 49.6 36.6 54.1 20.61 9. f8,8 S 486 5.52
1976 | 124 | 46.0 | 40.3 51.3 | 21.12 | 12 | ~141, 782 | 5.55
1977 | 128 | 43.0 |37.4 | 54.4 |20.43| 10 | 145 | 796 | 5. 49
1978 94 | 42.6 | 29.5 | 59.9 | 17.74| 15 | 134 | 707 | 5. 28
77 88 | 48.9 | 22.9 | 66.4 | 17.36 ] 157 | 176 | 877 | 4.98
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OHIO SOUTHERN YEAR ENDED

JUROR USAGE PROFILE JUNE 30, 1979

L3 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 6 |

e NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
- NotSeiected USAGE Per Per
- Sepving or - INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
:-:Challenged: Day Day
P ] ¢
3,844 2,589 651 604 ® 140,300 610 |36
E - 16.71 :
1 R 67.4%) 16.9 % 15.7 ¥ o e oo™ $22, 000
T 53 28 2.8 | 25 |47.2) 230 106 l46.1] 124 3.9
cororal foocvin b s b oeriminal w0 ovorat b e | % o cRiminar | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS )
& NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
P
0301 ??‘378 No impaneled ‘No stcharqed Ju]‘:l/(; 2379 TOTAL Sei.:iron Jlgz{)/r
G b
R 10 6 4 5 5 P 60,900 734 138
. _
N
D e 19 3 , 6.69 , For National Profile
5 ’Avg Jurors i Avg Hours;;j Open Foldout
bl R PO per. sess'°" per. sess"’"; At Back Cover
USAGE STATISTICS
é HISTORICAL COMPABISONS | . )
VEAR PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION S ey GRAND JUROR UTILIZAT!ON -
% N T I A
onese | Seleciea, | % Selected | duror Numobt:r of | Numberor | N,m;g:;f Nu%eéié’if
gﬁx’:ﬁg‘e’g Serving Index |- ?J?:;‘: »“‘(’:'.d'tvﬁ/ened,r Sessnon'{, ngusrsfop;er
1975 19.5 | 67.8 |18.84 | 7 | 59 | 4 03 s ?19.'33
1976 20.0 67.6 | 19.00 6 393 | 5.95
1977 18.7 | 68.1 | 18.50 | 6.85
1978 17.5 70.4 | 17.19 | 6.48
1979 )
L 197 15.7 | 67.4 | 16.71 . 6.69 )
COMMENT: The Souther'n District of Ohio had one hlghly pub] 1c1zed mul t1p1 e defendant

case that required calling 42 persons for jury selection. Neverthe]ess, the district's
J.U.I. and percentage not selected, serving or challenged continued to decrease.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

TENNESSEE EASTERN

L4 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

/

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS

L Total o b
oo Available L

- Selected’
or
Servmg

p ' s V,Challenge,d

N

- “Challenged:

ot Selected,
“Servingor

JUROR
USAGE
INDEX

2,546

1,564

376

606

100 %

61.4%

14.8 %

23.8 %

15.34

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS | 3 |

ESTIMATED COSTS
Per

Trial
Day

483

Per
Juror
Day

TOTAL

%_80,100 31

Not Selected, Serving @
or Chalienged D 19,100

- ——m

71

51

71.8

20

28.2

166

121 |72.9 45 27.1

_TOTAL

et

’*CRWHNAL

e

_toraL |

CIVIL™ . | % | crRIMINAL | %

JURY TRIALS

JURY TRIAL DAYS

Wy,

N
/

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES

ESTIMATED COSTS

. Total
in Existence’

“Ne.On'

L July 1,1978

A Nqi _Impaneled o

Np.Dr,s;‘:‘h'éfged o No O

JJuly 1,1979

Per
Juror
Day

Per

TOTAL A
Session

4

3

2

OZ2r2130

14

290

85

20.7

6.07

'Sessions .t
imConvened -

Jurars in- kR
‘--Session. )

‘Hours'in'
Sesmon

"] per Session ..

“I.Avg, Jurors: .,

Avg. Hours
per Session

N

USAGE STATIST(CS

D

$ 8,900 636 | 31

For National Profile J\

Open Foldout
At Back Cover

-~

HISTORICAL. COMPARISONS

YEAR
ENDED
JUNE 30

JURY TRIA'

PETIT JUROR

UTILIZATION

‘{ £ _GRAND JUROR UTILIZATlON

:‘. ] J

of Jury -
. Trlals

,Number

% Cnmmal
ey
Tnals ‘

% Not
Selected,
Serving or
Chullenged

% Selected
or
Serving

Juror
Usage
Index

" Total
-Number. of b

- Grand -
- Juries: Do

f Number of :

Numbex of
Hoursin.
1. Session

‘Sessions,
) Convened,

: Average

>. Number of ~
Hours per
Session

1975

sy

23.3

65.

1 16.92

1976

'f36 7?T

25.5

6l.

3 15.38

1977

128

3 8 31 5

23.3

62.

5 15.43

1978

24.6

63.

1 14.27

1979
NI

71

8.2

23.8

61.

4 15.34

83

o 07 )

COMMENT:

The low J.U.I.

its use of the multiple voir dire.
by this district in 1979,

in the Eastern District of Tennessee is undoubtedly he]ped by

One jury trial held before a magistrate was reported
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

TENNESSEE MIDDLE

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

L3 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 1.3 ]
( : NUMBER OF JUF‘:"TOR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
<ol NotSelected.-]  USAGE Per Per
) ving. i JINDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
. 1+ Challenged: Day Day
P $
E 3,968 570 1,075 128,000 670 { 32
’ 20.77 :
q . Not Selected, S &
T 100 % 14.4 27.1 % *'or Chalienged P 34,700
-
‘ 59 30 50.8 191 84 44.0 107 |56.0
CCrotal ) ewies |ow ] criminaL s croraL” | ewi L% Leriminal [ow
\ JURY TRIALS "JURY TRIAL DAYS Y
/ [~
, NUMBER OF GRAND JURlES ESTIMATED COSTS
Towl . | Neon [ No.On_ - o
Cin Ex?stzfnce,‘ 1 Tauy1,1978 N" "T‘Pf’f’-"_!‘?d‘ o, D‘SC“"“’E‘* Juiyc; 1379{ FOTAL Session Jyror
G $
R 3 1 2 - 3 43,000 811 | 40
A
N
53 1,076 358 20.3 6.75 .
D , e : For National Profile
Sessxons : Jororsin - “Hoursin. Avg, Jurors Avg Hours}i Open Foldout
o Gonvened : Sessuon ~Session 7 . | per Sessnon -| per Sessuosif At Back Cover
\__ USAGE STATISTICS
( HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
VEAR JURY fmA‘l‘i’s~ PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION " GRANDJJROR UTILIZATION.
ENDED | number | %criminal | EN9C | % selected | Total L Numberof | Numberof | AVerése
JUNE 30 | Nuseer )% Criminal Selecte, or | Ussge | Numberof | Ngiiiche | “Hoursin | Number of
TF::T?'S' Trials Cr?;\llller?gg{d Serving Index T'th?ir::s » 4 - Convened Session 'Sessiopn
975 | 83 | 54,2 | 31.7 | 53.8 |19.75|- 2 | .15 | 87 | 5.80
976 | 78 | 53.8 [35.5 | 53.2 |19.43| 1 4/ 16 | .92 )
j 1977 1 60 | 58.3 | 38.9 49.9 | 23.94 | -z 1" 37 | 997/
1978 | 58 | 67.2 | 33.4 54.7 | 23.34 26 | 176 |
\ 9% | 59 9 50.8 | 27.1 58.5 { 20.77 W4 83 | 388 |
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

TENNESSEE WESTERN

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

L2 | PLACES GF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 3 __|
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JURGR ESTIMATED COSTS
- Toml “Selected ~ . NotSelected, USAGE Per Per
. Available o Challenged -.Serving or. - INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
g ' Serving S - Challenged - Day Day
g
2 5,431 3,566 958 907 é’ 153,300 488 | 28
T 17.30 Not Selected, Serving ¢
[ 0 [} % t Selected, Serving @
| 100 % 65.7% 17.6 % 16.7 %  or Challenged. |~ 25,600
T 87 35 40.2 52 59.8 314 136 43.3 178 [56.7
TOTAL - CIViL R T CRIMINAL % - TOTAL i ‘CIVIL:‘ B % CRIMINAL : %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS Y,
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Total o Ne.Op. | TR No.O P Per
in Existenca July1,197" | No-Impaneled |No.Discharged| ;5 367 TOTAL session | 150"
G @
R 6 3 3 3 3 P 58,900 633 31
A
N 93 1,889 569 20.3 | 6.12
D : - v For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours jn Avg. Jurors |- Avg. Hours Cpen Foldout
Convened Segsnon ‘ Session per Session per Session At Back Cover
- USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
YEAR . JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION - GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED | Numbe % Criminal | o Not % Selected J Total Number of | Numberof | ' Average”
JUNE 30 of \!uryr Jr{\{nrsna SS;JS;E:S%I_ eo?‘c ) Ul;;cg;; N‘UGW:':ES of | Ser?sig:l.?. | Hours :n ‘ I\}I_iuonJZe:;:rf
Trials Trials - Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened . | = ,Sesswn . ' “Session.. -
1975 ‘ s . e
104 60.6 13.5 66.3 16.82 4 59 412 .6.98 .
1976 78 | 51.3 | 15.9 70.0 | 17.07 3 56 353 | 6.30
1977 69 60.9 | 13.7 69.1 | 17.26 | 3 | ‘s9 621 | 6.98
1978 82 | 64.6 | 13.6 68.3 | 16.87 | 4 | 67 400 | 5.97
1979 87 | 59.8 |16.7 | 65.7 |17.30| 6 | 93 | 569 | 6.12 )

COMMENT: The Western District of Tennessee charged the jury costs to a defendant who

changed his plea after the 30 member panel had reported.
another case, the jury selection process covered a four day period.

considered when examining this district's usage statistics.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

ILLINOIS NORTHERN

YEAR ENDED

JUNE 30, 1979

L2 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 16 |
/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Totl " Selected - [~ Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
Available wor Challenged Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
: : - -Serving Challenged: Day Day
P
E 20,285 11,488 2,634 6,163 18. 37 $ 638,100 578 | 31
'l|' 100 % 56.6% 13.0 % 30.4 % N°t§e‘§§;ﬁ‘3;§§2‘“g 3 194,000
T 213 99 46.5 114 53.5 1,104 561 50.8 543 49,2
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL | %
\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS )
-/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
P
in Exiatence Jull:/k;',?g78 No. Impaneled INo.Discharged Ju::l/c;',?gw TOTAL Session JD”E{’,r
G $
R 22 7 15 10 12 l 281,100 652 | 32
A
N
431 8,849 2,200 . .1 ) .
D ! 4 20.5 210 For National Profile
Sessions durors in Houn:s in Avg. Jurors Avg: Hoyrs Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session per Session At Back Cover
L USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
VEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ED o7 e % Not 9 y Total A
JUNESD | e | %Oiminel | soci, | %Seleend | durer | umberor | Mumberof | Namberel | wimperor
Trials Trials Challer?gezi Serving Index JJ?ies Convened Session Sessiopn
1975 165 60.0 25.2 63.6 16.87 24 330 1,686 5.11
1976 135 78.5 31.9 58.3 19.86 21 451 2,729 6.05
1977 163 66.9v 26.8 63.6 17.47 22 388 2,074 5.35
1978 171 65.5 27.1 62.1 17.89 20 383 1,944 5.08
1979
! 213 53.5‘ 30.4 56.6 18.37 22 431 2,200 5.1,0J
COMMENT: Despite its commendable practice of reusing jurors for more than one jury

trial, I1l1inois, Northern recorded an increase in its J.U.I. from 17.89 in 1978 to 18.37
in 1979 and an increase in the percent of jurors not selected, serving or challenged

from 27.1% in 1978 to 30.4% in 1979.

the occurrence of last minute pleas and settlements.

These increases can be partially attributed to

In the area of grand juror usage, this district reported an increase of 12.5% in the
number of sessions convened and an increase of 13.2% in the number of hours in session.
The average number of hours per session remained stable at 5.10 hours.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

ILLINOIS CENTRAL

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

L4 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L3 |
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
17 Tselected |- | NotSelected, | USAGE Per Per
LOF e . _“‘:SgijviIig‘“»or.r"f?‘ INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
b ‘ sk O -Challenged. - Day Day
i 3,083 | 1,661 634 788 $ 105,500 | 754 34
T 100% 53.8% 5 9 9, 21.56 Not Selected, Serving @
| . 0.6 25.6 or Challenged P 22,900
T
43 18 41.9 25 58.1 143 59 41.3 84 58. 7
ororal bLooevie ol % o L cRrimiNAL | % yoraL . [ ooewie | % | criminan | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS W,
("~ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
O Total o NSO ek e A N e Per
 iexeence | syt 1076 | No-impancled [NoDischarged] | 1S-T0, 5 TOTAL Session | rer
G 2 Q
R 5 4 1 3 d 26,300 692 | 36
A
N 37 780 223 21.1 | 6.03
D ———— e ————— e For National Profile
“Sessions. | Jurorsin © Hoursin .| Avg. Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
o Qonvgneq. o ;Se;sion* . Session pgr Sessior@ _ per;S_es'sion ! At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS B
VEAR " JURYTRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ' GRANDJUROR UTILIZATION |
ENDED |# N b sl "a L ! % Not % Selected J ~Total N o o ; 1 v,Averagt_a B
JUNE S0 | ‘ymber | ¥Gimnel | adartg | K Seeoed | uror | ymberor | Murmberof | Numberol | ooy
- 1j‘yTri‘a‘l‘sr‘_r Ao Trals Cg;‘llllgr?gzrd Serving Index Jl::ines Convened‘ , ,Sé‘ssiqn -jg:s;?,f’,fr'
1975 e - - - - - D S -
1976 - = - - - i = - -
1977 - - - - - - - - =
1978 - - - - - - - - -
\ 1979 | 43 | 58.1 | 25.6 53.8 | 21.56 | 5 | 37 | 223 | 6.03 )
COMMENT: Public Law 95-409, the "Federal District Court Organization Act of 1978",
and Public Law 95-573 included a realignment of this district. After the reorganization

went into effect on April 1, 1979, the statutory places of holding court for I1linois,
Central were Peoria, Quincy, Springfield, Rock Island, and Danville.
1979 reflect activity for these places of holding court; therefore, no historical
comparisons have been provided.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

ILLINOIS SOUTHERN

L4 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS 12|

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
- Selected 7 T Not S?leCtEd}' USAGE Per Por
. Available Lroorc oo f -Challenged |- . ‘Servingor INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
oA Loon Serving | e Challenged - Day Day
p
£ 2,418 1,363 522 533 $ 110,500 9211 47
T 100 % 56.4% 21.6 % 22.0 % 20.67 Not Selected, Serving @
. . . or.Challenged P 29 ’ 900
|
T 26 10 38.5 16 61.5 117 48 41.0 69 59.0
TOTAL cevik | % b orMINAL L % . TOTAL CIVIL "%} crRIMINAL | %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS )
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Total No.On - . “ | No.On P Per
in Ex?staence “July1,1978 No. Impatieled . 1No,Discharged July 1,1979 TOTAL Sessei:)n JS;?
g 3 1 2 2 1 $ 52,700 1464 | 69
A
N 37 723 217 19.5 | 5.86
D ‘ ‘ For National Profile
Sessions Jurorsin Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours Open Foldout
~ Convened Session Session per Session per Session At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
é HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
YEAR JURY TRIALS ' PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED Number % C iminal %Not % Selected Juro Total Number of Number of Ave',raé"é‘ ‘
JUNE 30 of Juryr g Jril’rxna SSEIe.CtEd' o‘ic Usag; NqubeSOf Sessions Hours in %%Tger ;;;f
Trials Trials Cﬁ;\l’llgr?gzzi Serving Index J;?inés Convened Session Sessiopri r
1975 - - -~ - - - - - -
1976 - - - - - - - - -
1977 - - - - - - - - -
1978 a3 - - - - - - - -
\ 1979 26 . 61.5 22.0 56.4 20.67 3 723 _ 217 5.86)

COMMENT: Public Law 95-409, the "Federal District Court Organization Act of 1978",

and PubTic Law 95-573 included a realignment of this district.

After the reorganization

went into effect on April 1, 1979, the statutory places of holding court for I1linois,

Southern were Alton, Cairo, East St. Louis, and Benton.

The 1979 statistics reflect

juror activity for these places of holding court; therefore, no historical comparisons
have been provided.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

INDIANA NORTHERN

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

;4.1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L_4_l
4 NUMBER OF JURQOR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
o Total Selected ‘ Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
“ Available . coor Challenged Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juroy
o Serving - ) Challenged Day Day
P
4,770 3,031 600 1,139 $ 163,300 661 34
E 19.31 :
TI 100 % 63.5%| 12.6 % = 23.9 % Mo e oen " 8 39,000
T
54 19 35.2 35 64.8 247 67 27.1 180 72.9
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL %. CRIMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Total No.O 1 E No.O Per
in Ex?siaence Ju!y‘i' 1378 No. Impaneled - |No.Discharged Julyo1,1379 TOTAL Sezseiron Jsgt\)/r
(R; 4 3 1 1 3 % 65,000 1512| 80
A
N 43 816 218 19.0 5.07 : )
D = For National Profile
Sessiofs ‘Jurots in Hours in Avg, Jurors Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Sessnyon vSessnon per Session » per Session At Back Cover
USAGE STATISTICS
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
YEAR ‘J‘URY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 4 GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED Number | 9% criminal | o Not % Selected J Total Number of | Number of Average
JUNE 30 of Tur?; Jrlljr:yma SS::S;;;G% eoe;cte U:;Zg NuGrr;laJsgof Sugsig:\so Hourjri: %%Tze;:rf
Trials Trials Challer?gecl; Serving Index Juries -Convened . Session Session
1975 96 71.9 | 32.0 49.2 | 25.73 4 40 273 6.82
1976 83 91.6 | 37.1 42.8 31.26 4 59 340 5.76
1977 84 | 58.3 | 24.6 59.1 | 20.93 4 60 364 6.07
1978 57 50.9 | 27.6 53.1 | 19.93 6 51 287 5.63
1979 N .
\_ 54 64.8. 23.9 63.5 19.31 4 43 218 5.0U
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

INDIANA SOUTHERN

1_4 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS L2 |

( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected © .’} NotSglected, USAGE - _Per Per
- Availabile or Challenged Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
g Serving : Challenged Day Day
I; 3,402 2,083 521 798 $ 122,200 558] 36
T 100 % 0 9 9 15.53 Not Selected, Serving @
(] 0 ' i
l 0 61-26 15.3 / 23.5 A) orChaIIenged gl) 28l700
T 49 33 67.3 16 32.7 219 137 62.6 8Z 37.4
TOTAL civIL % | CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIVIL o ) criminaL | %
_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
: : Per
i | ot | i o] 5 o |t | e
G
o 4 1 3 3 1 $ 63,500 962| 48
A B
N 66 1,331 478 20.2 7.24
D For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session per Session At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
e HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
YEAR ‘ JURY.TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 'GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED Numb % Criminal % Not % Selected J ' Total ' N b‘ P Number of I Average.
JUNEZO | ordury | a | et |7 o | U | MmOl | Csaions | Howsin | fumberof
< Trials . Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session
1975 71 43.7 | 18.1 60.6 | 15.83 4 70 461 6.59
1976 57 50.9 | 16.4 63.7 | 14.97 ] 5 | 89 615 | 6.91
1977 60 51.7 | 21.7 60.6 | 17.58| 4 | 57 349 | 6.12
1978 42 26.2 | 24.4 60.6 | 13.20 4 | 50 303 | 6.06
1978 49 | 32.7 . . .53 | 6 478 | 7.24
\_ ‘ , 23.5 61.2 15.53 4 _.‘66 ”4;78%{“ ‘ 7 2‘%/1

COMMENT: This district reported an increase in bhoth petit and grand jury activity. The

number of jury trials increased by 16.7% from 42 in 1978 to 49 in 1979.
grand jury sessions convened increased by 22.0%,
increased by 57.8%.

7.24.
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The number of

while the number of hours in session
The average number of hours in session rose by over an hour to



WISCONSIN EASTERN

JUROR USAGE PROFILE

L1 ) PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS L4 |

('v NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
S om0l o seteoted - i T T Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
S Avaitables | cor T ke Challenged | - Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
il - Serving : T .. Challenged Day Day
P 4,082 2,881 633 568 $ 139,300 499 | 34
E ~ 14.63
T 100 % 70.6% 15.5 % 13.9 % Not Selected, Serving C; 19’400
| or Challenged &
T 46 26 |56.5] 20 [43.5 279 145 |52.0] 134 j8.0
Total -~ Jevit | % cRiMiNAL | % -~ TOTAL cvic. | % ] crimiNnaL | % -
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
in el?sii'n'cé - 5”Ju||:|,ﬂ‘;(1)g’7é‘ o f; No:Impaneled - iNo, Discharged Jum.,?gzg TOTAL Secsion "SE‘E,F
G g
R 3 2 1 1 2 ¥ 60,400 944 | 46
A
N 64 1,318 346 20.6 5.41
D ‘ — e = ‘ For National Profile
. Sessions | Jurorsin Hours in Avg. Jurors: | -Avg. Hours Open Foldout
: »Convened " Session - Session. . | per Sessyuon - “per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
VEAR JURYTRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ’ " GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED | i i % Not . . Total : ; A
JONEGO | 'ofTuy | BCminel | seloceg, | St | juror | umperor | Nemoerof | Numberel | wumber o
e Triafs ,’Tn‘alys,» Challer?ged Serving Index ) Ju?ies . Convened Session SessioF:\
1975 44 |.61.4 |22.2 | 60.4 |17.94| 3 53 252 | 4.75
1976 | 38 | 71.1 | 16.7 | 69.1 | 17.69 | 3 61 363 | 5.95
1977 | 58 | 62.1 | 16.1 68.0 | 15.81 4 84 524 6.24
1978 232 '37;5;* 25.7 63.3 15.52 | 4 73 411 5.63
1979 46 43, | '
\ 46 43.5 13.9 70.6 14.63 3 64 346 5.4;1/
COMMENT: Despite an increase in the percentage of criminal jury trials which usually

call for larger voir dire panels, this district was able to decrease its J.U.I. from

15.52 in 1978 to 14.63 in 1979.

Wisconsin, Eastern also reported improvement in the

percent of jurors selected or serving which increased from 63.3% in 1978 to 70.6% 1in
These statistics have been achieved because the judges of the district stagger
their trial starting times, pool their jurors, and use multiple voir dire.

1979.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

WISCONSIN WESTERN

L2_| PLACES OF HOLDING COURT ({with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS 12 __|

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
“Total “Selected oy ]~ Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
Available i or- - Challenged Servingor. INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
o Sepving : e Challenged Day Da
P 1,825 1,302 369 154 $ 60,300 591 |33
E : 1
T 100 % 0 o [ 17.89 Not Selected, Serving @
| i 71.4%] 20.2 % 8.4 % or Challenged 95,100
T 28 7 25.0 21 75.0 102 23 22.5 79 177.5
- TOTAL civiL % CRIMINAL | % . TOTAL CIVIL - % CRIMINAL %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS W,
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
g : - e Per
in Extance Jull;lof,?gm No. Impaneled ~ {No.Discharged Jum',??ng TOTAL Seesion Juror
G 5 1 g
R 1 1 1 ? 46,000 1704]90
A
N 27 511 162 18.9 .00 .
D . For Naticnal Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors | -Avg.Hours Open Foidout
Convened Session Sgss:,on per Session per Session At Back Cover
\_ - USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
YEAR ; JURY TRIALS ’ PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION : GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION »
ENDED Murmibe 9% Criminal % Not % Selected J '\r Total Nurober 6f | Numberof k Avefage
JONED | e | el | oo, | %S| g | bt | Mamberef | Sumberof | yumbarer
Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened ‘Sessnon Session
1975 22 54.5 8.7 72.8 | 15.67 | 2 15 62 4.13
1976 17 | 58.8 [ 11.5 67.9 | 17.95 | 1 21 105 | *5.00
1977 8 87.5 4.7 71.3 | 19.11 | 2 20 115 | 5.75
1978 | 24 50.0 | 5.0 | 78.2 |16.17 | 2 32 | 226 | 7.06
1970 | 28 75.0 | 8.4 | 71.4 |17.89 | 2 | 27 | 162 | 6.00 )
COMMENT: Wisconsin, Western reported an increase in the proportion of criminal jury

trials which rose from 50.0% in 1978 to 75.0% in 1979.
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This increase partially accounts
for the rise in the J.U.I. to 17.89 and the decrease in the percent of jurors selected
or serving to 71.4%.






JUROR USAGE PROFILE

ARKANEAS EASTERN

L3 ) PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS 1% |

K ; NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total ‘Selected . Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
Available . or Challénged Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
: Serving Challenged Day Day
P 4,017 2,372 846 799 $ 135,100 722} 34
E 1
9 9 [ g 21.48 Not Sel d, Serving @
'If 100 % 59.0%| 21.1 % 19.9 % O ey " 8 26,900
T 74 39 52.7 35 47.3 187 96 51.3 91 48.7
TOTAL CIVIL % .CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS j
é NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
in E-i?s‘gnce‘ Jul,:/lo{,?g?s No. I¢paneled . {No.Discharged Ju::l/c‘)l.,?87g , TOTAL Se':;‘;n Jsgér
G
R 1 1 - - 1 % 23,700 1247| 58
A
N 19 407 131 21.4 6.89
D For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours. Open Foldout
Convened Session Ses;ion per Session per Session At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
VEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED N % Cri ., % Not % Total ' . : Average
JONES0 | fduy | PR | gelectes | FSGEST SRR | Numberor | PGTRET | RNTGST | Numbor of
Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session -
1976 68 61.8 | 18.7 54.7 | 21.90| 2 16 119 | 7.44
1976 88 72.7 19.9 55.9 21.73|. .2 21 115 5.48
1977 1,0’0 70.0 | 17.8 57.2 20.91 3 .28 158 5.64
1978 77 | 79.2 | 26.9 51.3 | 23.30 3 21 144 | 6.86
1979 74 47.3 | 19.9 59.0 | 21.48 1 19 | 131 6.89
COMMENT: This district reported a decrease of approximately 32 percentage points in

criminal jury trials.

In addition, Arkansas, Eastern reported improvement in the

category of percent of jurors selected or serving which increased to 59.0% and in its
J.U.I. which dropped to 21.48.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

ARKANSAS WESTERN

L6 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS L2__|

'/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Selected " Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
coOT Challenged . Servingor INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Serving ; . Challenged - Day Day
P h
B 2,652 1,659 793 200 $ 98,600 8501 37
9 22.86 h
Tl ‘ 62.6%| 29.9 % 7.5 % o oo™ § 7,400
T
: 4. 28 63.6 16 36.4 116 67 57.8 49 42,2
- ctrotat | et ] % ) criminaL | % toraL. o oovie ] % CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NbMBER OF GRAND JUR?ES ] ESTIMATED COSTS
: e On + S . ) Per
:ihjsxijst‘ e Ju{;",c; 1 378 N/o:. ;Impaneled 2 N‘?:D‘f*ﬂ“ Jul‘:l/%,?g'-ﬂroﬁ TOTAL Sel:seil;gn Jsg?lr
G $
R 1 - - 1 T 21,200 2120|. 94
A
N 225 48 22.5 | 4.80 : :
D ST o R e _ : For National Profile
‘ Sessions KN ﬂ Jurors s ‘ : Hou(‘s in Avg Jurors ﬁ, Avg Hours Open Foldout
L ,Qonvgnced‘ e Sessnon . . Sessiph -3 perSession | .per Session: At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS B
VEAR JURY TRIALo‘ PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ‘GRAND JUROR ,UTIL'IZA‘TI'O,N '
ENDED Number o %C " % Not % Selected J . "l'otg'l T N berof | N‘mee éf Average
JUNE 30 | “of dury. ] - J&Tyma g:rlsicr:‘e‘i'r o?‘ UL;;C;; Nug)gsaof ';er?si'dns . Hours:n ) '}‘_:‘c':nzer :rf ‘
e Traéls e Tna!s Challer?g;;d Serving Index W J:ries Conyenqd Sessnon : . Sessmpn :
976 | 51 | 25.5 | 21.4 | 53.1 {25.26| 2 U 7 | 42 | 6.00
1976 | 47 | 38.3:| 6.1 63.8 | 22.11| 1 10 44 | 4.40
1977 | 39, | 23,1 | 17.2 | 58.7 | 23.3:'r 1 | 10 57 | 5 .'70*
8 | 42 | 16.7 | 10.3 | e4.4 | 23.08| 2 | 11 | 5o | s 36
\J® | 44 | 36.4 | 7.5 62.6 | 22.86 | 1 | 10 48 | 4.80)
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IOWA NORTHERN

JURCR USAGE PROFILE .

L 2] PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS (1%}

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
R “Gelected - 4~ b Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
Availabile or .« |- - Challenged Serving or - INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Avartable . - Serving - f oot “‘Challenged Day Day
P D
E 887 549 152 186 g’ 46,000 730 52
14.08
TI 100 % 61.9 %| 17.1 % 21.0 % Not Selected, Senving § g, 700
T
14 9 64.3 5 35.7 63 46 73.0 17 27.0
totaL | oavie. | % | criinar ] w TOTAL civit. - % eriminaL | %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Total . No.On : o o " No.O P Pey
in Existence uy1,1978 | Mo lmpaneled INo.Discharged] |\ % g 0 TOTAL session | 5o
G &
R 4 2 2 2 1 2 ® 24,200 931 | 44
A
N
26 545 161 21.0 6.19" A
D , ‘ For National Profile
Sessions -+ durorsin . Hoursin | Avg. Jurors - | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Conven,ed s Sgss:on Segsion ‘pervSegsuon per Session At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
VEAR " JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION _ GRANDJUROR UTILIZATION®
NDED N R % Not o CTotal | e g . Average
JUNESO | eer | wGiminal | sojertg, | %Seted | o | wumberor | Nemberof | Mumeerof | nomparor
Trials . | Trials’ gﬁg";gggz; Serving Index (};":":g ”\anyen':edk(‘ - ~Session .} ;Hg:s';bp:"-
1976 | 27 | 59.3 | 18.9 61.8 | 15.64( 2 | 28 | 211 | 7.54
1976 | 22 { 50.0 | 21.9 | 57.6 | 17.77| 4 | 32 | 211 | 6.59,
77 | 31 | 38.7 | 19.5 | 65.1 | 14.20| 4 | 45 | 313 | 6.96
1978 | 17 | 35.3 | 34.8 45.5 | 21.70] 2 | 16 .| 95 | 5.94
\ 979 14 | 35.7 ) 21.0 61.9 | 14,08 4 | 26 | 161 | ' 6.19
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

IOWA SOUTHERN

L2 1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS | 2%

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
< Total . Selected -~ | 1w Not Selected, - USAGE Per Per
Available” Lor Challenged: Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
) R 3 Serving s .} Challenged = Day Day
P q
E 3,081 1,893 524 664 $ 107,100 709 35
- 20.40 -
'll' 100 % 61.4% 17.0% 21.6 % Nm?}fﬁ;ﬁ‘;hg:g""g $ 23,100
T’ 35 6 17.1] 29 82.9 151 39 25.8 112 [74.2
croraL |ocvit ol % | criminAL % TOTAL CIVIL. | % CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
@ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Tin Ez?sttae[nce R Julﬁ?,’?gm No. Impaneled .. {No.Dischatged ,Ju'::l/ﬂ.,?g79‘ TOTAL Socsion JSE‘:’;
g 2 1 1 1 1 § 13,100 655 | 34
A
N 20 390 128 19.5 6.40
D ——— - = — For National Profile
Sessipns -~ | 'Jurql_’s in “Hoursin- - | Avg. Jurors Avg; Hours Open Foldout
‘Convene’d | Sessmn Session - I'perSession | -per Session At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
é HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
YEAR  JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED | ‘Number | 9% Grimi % Not % Total N Numi Average
JUNE 30 | orduy | *Gn™ | gelestes, | % SGECS) SRR | mumberor | PGiet 2 | gl | Number of
,Trlalﬁ ’ Tr;als Challenged Serving Index Juiries Convened Session Session
1975 | 30 | 56.7 | 31.3 49.9 | 21.84| 2 18 | 122 6.78
1976 | 53 | 67.9 | 15.2 | 67.4 | 17.45| 3 41 301 7.34
1977 - 43: 60,5 | 12.8 69.3 15.91 2 S 104 6.50
1978 30 | 66,7 | 13.1 68.0 | 17.15 2 18 112 | 6.22
(L1979 | 35 | s2.9 | 21.6 | 61.4 | 20.40| 2 20 128 | 6.40

COMMENT: Iowa, Southern reported a number of last minute pleas, notorious trials, and

multiple defendant trials.

panel of prospective jurors in anticipation of challenges and excuses.

One drug case involved 18 defendants and required a large

These

occurrences

tend to have an adverse effect on juror utilization as can be seen by the increase in

the J.U.I.

61.4%.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

MINNESOTA

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

L3 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L_§_J
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JURGR ESTVMATED COSTS
Total Selected | Notselected, USAGE Per Per
Availabl Soor Challenged Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
vatjabie Serving Challenged Day Day_
p
£ 6,665 3,989 1,042 1,634 ‘(B 232,600 652 35
18.67 -
T 100 % 59.9% 15, 6 24,5 % Not Soated Sei"9 $ 57,000
T 65 30 46.2 35 53.8 357 192 53.8 165 46.2
TOTAL cIvIL % CRIMINAL | % TOTAL ccvib L% % criMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J ‘
~ N
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
: Per
in,Ez?s‘gnce Jull::k;',?;m No. Impaneled {No.Discharged Jull:’(o{,?g79 TOTAL Se':seircm JS;(\){r
G C'h
R 4 2 2 2 2 ? 51 , 500 805 42
A
N 64 1,234 343 19.3 5.36 . .
D . For National Profile
Sessions durors in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
VEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT JURQR UTILIZATION ‘ GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED N’ ber %Cy. . li % Not % Selected J Total N'ﬁ berof | Number of Average -
JUNESO | ofduy | dum | Selemted | PP g | Nemberof ) Mgl | Nousin | Numberof.
. Trlals Trials - Challenged Serving Index * Juries Convened NE Sess;on " “"Session .
1975 90° 51,1 | 13.8 71.4 | 17.55| 2 46 294 6.39
1976 | 97 | 48.5 | 16.6 67.7 | 16.32| 2 | 52 261 | 5.02
1877 87 | 62.1 | 21.1 | 60.4 | 17.62| 2 | 70 349 | 4.99
1978 79 | 54.4 | 22.8 60.7 | 17.77| 3 | 54 310 | 5.74
1979 65 53.8 | 24.5 | 59.9 | 18.67| 4 | 64 | 343 | 5.36

COMMENT :

Minnesota reported numerous settlements, changes of plea, and a notorious case.

In addition, this district reported a number of orientation days in which large panels of

prospective jurors were called in but no juries were selected for trial.

‘These

occurrences resulted in large numbers of jurors reporting to the courthouse, but going
unused and partially account for the increase in the J.U.I. to 18.675
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

MISSOURI EASTERN

L%.J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS Ii_l

-~ - —-mw

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
- Towat. o | Selested .« | o o5 T Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
O Availables A nnons ‘Challenged—i‘ U Servingor” INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Rt : _o-Serving Gy o Challeénged Day Day
4,510 2,584 966 960 $ 144,100 480 32
‘ / 15.03 Not Selected, Serving ¢
% - % °u [») c , i P
100 57.3%| 21.4% 21,3 % e seina $ 30,700
109 75 68.8 34 31.2 300 205 68.3 95 31.7
CgotAaL - f cvib ] % ] crimiNaL | % voraL | evit | % | cRiminaL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS W,
a NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
TTNe o T - : 7 P
fi,"zE;?sal':‘C?,f 1" -Jujlj'(;:?gﬁ- No, Imeaneled No.Discharged _Jull;‘c;f,?gw TOTAL Session %‘E‘r&r
G n
" 5 2 3 2 3 $ 45,000 672 | 34
A
N
67 1,321 375 19.7 5.60
D = == L - == N ‘ For National Profile
~ Sessions Jurors in Hoursin /| Ava. Jurors | - Avg. Hd_urs” Open Foldout
Convened S_gssnon e 'Sessu.?)n" per Séssion 1 per Session At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS B
VEAR . JURY TRIALS - PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION i GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
DED | niw el % Not . " Total N & oA
SONED | e | o | N | e | o | o | Mambert | sumberot | e
Tria‘!bs‘ : Trials Challer?gezi Serving Index Juries Convened ~-Bession Sessiopn
1975 | 108 | 53.7 | 19.0 59.4 | 17.17 | 4 71 401 | 5.65
1976 | 121 | 52.1 | 20.3 | 55.2 | 17.08 | Y6 | 111 585 | 5.27
1977 | 138 | 44.2 | 20.0 | 54.9 |17.43| 6 | 102 | 514 | 5.04
1978 [ 100 | 42.0 | 22.0 57.4 | 16.89 | 4 | 73 420 | 5.75
1979 |. 109 | 31.2 |21.3 | 57.3 |15.03| 5 | 67 375 | 5.60 )
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

MISSOURI WESTERN

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

L4_1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS |6 |
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS ESTIMATED COSTS
JUROR
i Fotal " 'Selected : . © 1. Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
- Serving . Challenged Day Day
P
2,968 1,680 762 526 $ 103,200 590 | 35
E 16.96 :
1|' 100 % 56.6%| 25.7 % 17.7 % N oo™ $ 18,300
T
44 23 52.3 21 47.7 175 106 60.6 69 39.4
TOTAL CIVIL % | crRMINAL | % TOTAL CIVIL. - % | crRIMINAL |- %
\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
é NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Ti I N0.0ﬂ . R . N 0 ’ Per
n Ex?siinc‘e' July 1,1978 No. Impaneled : {No,Discharged Julyc‘)l,'1;79 ‘ TOTAL Se‘s)sei:m J[L)xzric\alr
G g
R 6 2 4 3 3 ¥ 63,000 969 | 47
A
N 65 1,333 429 20.5 | 6.60 . :
D , For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg, Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Sess:on per Session per Session At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
é HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
VEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION ‘
ENDED | wumber | %criminal | 8Not % Selected J _ Total Numberof | Numberof .| . /Average
JUNE3O | ofduy | “dumy | Selected | PGTENN g | Numberof | Usoidons | Housin. | Numberof
L Trials - « Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened . Session Session .
1975 68 | 72.1 | 31.7 | 45.5 | 26.67 | 4 - 94 627 | 6.67
976 | 70 | 67.1 | 29.0 | 46.5 | 24.60| 6 46 290 | 6.30
1977 | 59 | 50.8 | 26.3 | 48.3 |22.85| 3 | 53 | 374 | 7,06
1978 57 | 66.7 | 24.7 48.4 | 22.85| 4. | 63 427 6.78
\_ 1970, 44 47.7 | 17.7 56.6 | 16.96 | 6 | 65 429 | 6.60 )
COMMENT: Despite a number of notorious trials, Missouri, Western was able to report

improvement in its J.U.I., which decreased from 22.85 in 1978 to 16.96 in 1979.

The

category of percent of jurors selected or serving also showed improvement, increasing
fr'om 48.4% in 1978 to 56.6% in 1979.
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NEBRASKA

. YEAR ENDED
- JUROR USAGE PROFILE - JUNE 30, 1979
© .31 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L_3 |
4 - 'NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
S Totalc o,  Selected [ o Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
Available” | Ségr.‘ : Qhailenged_ = -Serving or. - INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
ARTAN - ing - - b Challenged Day Day
P 3,723 1,849 736 1,138 $ 143,500 710 39
E 18.43
'Ir 100 % 49.7% 19.7% 30.6 % Notgeg;;ﬁghggévmg $ 43,900
T 48 31 64.6 17 35.4 202 143 70.8 59 29.2
TOTAL | cvit | % | crvuNAL | % o totAaL o f- owvit | % b crminaL | %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS j)
( NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
’ fjr_ié;?:ﬁ?me*f Jull;‘c"l.,?g78: |, 'No.imparieled ) No.Discharg’ed Jull;‘%,?gw TOTAL Sei::iron ngér
G ‘ $
R 3 1 2 1 2 ! 25,100 1195 59
A ,
N 21 422 141 20.1 6.71
D e ——— e , ~or National Profile
Sessigns. - -} Jurorsine s | Heurs'in, 0| Avg: durors | “Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Qo‘nyeﬁéd‘ A Sgssion " Session | per S}es‘sion “per Session’ At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
é HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ‘ 7
VEAR : JU‘RY.THIVA,,L‘S_ PETIT JURQR UTILIZATION S GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED N i e % Not 9 Seiected 3 ' Yotal N ‘b.fb ¢ ~VN nborof | Average
JUNESD | e | wcpmnel | s | %Seed | e | umiaror | Namberol | Namborof | omiirly
3 Tr,'als"; ‘Tnyf‘xalrs : Challenged Serving Indes Juries kConvened S Session- Session
1976 | 62 | 46.8 | 30.4 | 51.9 | 19.88| 1 | 23 154 | 6.70
1976 63 | 30.2 | 31.8 52.6 | 17.04 1 15 | 103 6.87
1977 | 62 | 29.0 | 22.6 57.8 | 15.43| 2 . | 16 112 7.00°
1978 | 50 | 24.0 | 26.7 | 56.6 | 15.34| 1 13 | 89| 6.85
(%7 | 48 |°35.4 30.6 | 49.7 | 18.43| 3 | 21 | 141 | 6.71)

COMMENT: This district reported a number of last minute settlements and an increase
~in its percent of criminal jury trials, both of which tend to have an adverse effect on

juror utilization statistics.

These occurrences are reflected in the increase in the

J.U.I. to 18.43 and the decrease in the percent of jurors selected or serving to 49.7%.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

NORTH DAKOTA

L4 1 pLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS 12 |

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total * Sélected ' Not Selected, |  USAGE Per Per
Available or . Challenged Serving or. INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
- Serving ] Challenged - - Day Day
P v 23
E 2,017 1,116 429 472 P 92.000 868 | 4¢
19.03 -
1; 100 % 55.3%| 21.3% 23,4 % N ™™ $ 21,500
T
27 7 25.9 20 74.1 106 44 41.5 62 58.5
TOTAL cvit | % F crRIMINALY] % TOTAL = CIVIL % ) CRIMINAL | %
_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS W,
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
. Total No.On ‘ U A No.O P Per
~in Ex‘i)st?ance July 1,1978 No. lrppaneled No.Discharged July%,Tg?Q TOTAL Sesseiron Js;?/r
G 8
D
R 3 1 2 1 719,900 1327 | 66
A
N
15 301 89 20.1| 5.93 .
D == ‘ For National Profile
Sessions Jdurorsin - Houts in ‘Avvg. Jm:brs 1 Avg, Hours Open Foldout
Convengd . - Session . Session per Segsxpn, per Session At Back Cover
USAGE STATISTICS
-
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS h
YEAR JURY TRIALS . PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION : “GRAND JUHOB UTILIZATION
ENDED Number | % Criminal | o2 Not % Selected J - Total Numberof | Numberof | Average -
JUNE 30 Q?Turyr« ' J:ery:na . SS:rISicr:e% g eo?c ) ul;g;; Nug;:gaof S::sig:\: ﬁgxr:rir? . "}'_;g&?sefgrf,
Trials - Trials Challer?ged Serving Index duries” Convened 4. VSessyion'," o ‘Sessio‘:'l ‘
1975 | 36 66.7 | 23.0 57.7 | 20.60 2 | "9 | 51 | 5.67
1976 24 | 58.3 | 23.5 59.8 | 20.63 | 2 '8 | 44 | s5.50
1977 24, 79.2 | 23.2 61.3 |.20.49 | 2 | 11. | .63 | 5.73
1978 1 31 | 64.5 | 24.8 56.8 | 18.14 2 | 12 | ‘65 | 5.42
\ 1979 ) 27 ‘74.1 | 23.4 55.3 19.03 | .3 | 15 89 175 93 J

COMMENT: This district reported numerous jurors in travel and a humber of last minute

pleas

and settlements.

18.14 in 1978 to 19.03 in 1979.
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These occurrences tend to have an adverse effect on juror
utilization statistics and would partially account for the increase in the J.U.I.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

SOUTH DAKOTA

L4 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS 13 |

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
P Selected - - Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
i Te or Challenged Serving or INGEX TOTAL Trial Juror
valiable " -Serving ; Challenged Day Day
P 2,543 1,448 438 657 $ 105,500 8371 41
E 20.18 ; :
TI 100 % 56.9% 17.2% 25.9 % Mot ooy "9 $ 27,300
T 29 10 34.5 19 65.5 126 58 46.0 68 54.0
~ TOTAL CiVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL | %
\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
- Total “No.On ,_ No.O o Por
in Ex?stt?ance July 1,1978 No. Impaneied {No.Discharged Juiyc;, 1379 TOTAL Ses:iron Jsgt\)/r
G $
R 2 - 2 - 2 ¥ 29,200 1718 | 88
A
N 17 332 96 19.5 5.65 - :
D For National Profile
" Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened ~ Session Session per Session per Session At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
( HISTORICAL COMPARISONS h
YEAR ‘J.URY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED Number - | 00 sminal % Not % Sel d J Total Numb £ Numb £ Average
JONES0 | ot | wCimol | giactg, | KSeeond | rer | wumdror | Mumberof | Mamberor | el
v Trials . " Trials Challler?ged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Sessi(fn :
1875 30 | 73.3 36.3 42 .2 24.18 3 35 221 6.31
1976 64 73.4 | 36.3 43.5 | 24.62 2 36 206 5.72 |
1977 | 42 | 59,5 | 31.9 48.7 | 22.89 4 24 132 5.50
1978 | 43 | 62.8 | 28.5 50.3 | 22.39 2 121 93 4.43
\_ 1979 29 | 65.5 | 25.9 56.9 | 20.18 2 17 96 5.65
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

ALASKA

L4 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with juty trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS 12|

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected - .| . - : ‘Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
“ Availabl of “iGhallenged | Servingor INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
vatlabte -8erving Sl Challenged - Day Day
E 1,343 511 127 705 $ 74,300 1769 ] 55
T 9 9 9 0 31.98 Not Selected, Serving @
] 100A 38-0 A’ 9.5 A) 52.5 A’ Ol'Cha”Bf'IQEd gt) 39I000
T 14 2 14.3 12 85.7 42 i2 28.6 30 71.4
TOTAL" CIVIL % 4 CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIvIL % CRIMINAL | %
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Total No.O ' S, . :No.On~ Per
in Exiotence Juy 1,1978 | No-tmpaneled |No.Discharged| U500 TOTAL Sevmton lgror
G ¢
R . L - - 1 $ 35,100 |2507]| 126
A
N )
14 279 106 19.9 7.57
D : —== - For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in " Hours in Avg,. Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session ‘per Session ‘ perSession At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS : R
YEAR JUﬁY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION -
"ENDED Nurdb o i % Not %s d J T}S‘tal Number of | Number of 1 A’\‘/ei’a‘ge‘,
JUNEBO | ofdury | “lury | Seleeed, | BOGEET) GO ) Numberor | NCRe ) e Nurber of
~Trials Tnal; ) Challenged Serving Index Juries ; anvened Session Session
1975 12 | 83.3 | 36.3 | 49.5 | 25.41| 2 | 17 96 | 5.65
1976 18 | 88.9 | 25.6 | 62.3 | 20.94| 1 21 | 76 | 3.76
1977 20 | 85.0 | 22.6 | 63.9 | 18.04| 2 25 |7 135 | 5.40
1978 1 14 | 78.6 | 32.3 52.5 | 23,58 | 2 | 21 | 131 | 6.24
1070 14 | 85.7 | 52.5 | 38.0 | 31.98] 1 | 14 | 106 | 7.57)
COMMENT: In 1979, this district reported a number of Tast minute settlements and pleas

and separate orientation days.

These occurrences and a predeminantly criminal calendar

(85.7%) tend to adversely effect utilization statistics and would partially account for
the increase in the J.U.I in this district to 31.98 and the decrease in the percent of
jurors selected or serving to 38.0%. :
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ARIZONA
JUROR USAGE PROFILE

L3 1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS L8 |

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
 Tom | Selected |~ | NotSelected, | USAGE Por por
U Availables |- see s - -Challenged- |' = Servingor: . INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
R A § - Serving e e . Challenged- - Day Day
P ¢
E 7,490 4,454 1,555 1,481 $ 229,200 655| 31
21.40 e @
T 100 % 59.5 %| 20.7% 19.8 * " o Chalienged 45,400
T
84 5 6.0 79 94.0 350 25 7.1 325 92.9
corotak f ocvie o] % CRIMINAL | % TOTAL eIt CRIMINAL |' %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS )
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
R ‘ : : : P
P Elti);tzln“ce : Jujf;i.,;?‘g78k } “. jN,o. Ir_npéne‘led . No.Dfschafgeg Ju::l%,?‘;?g TOTAL Se':seiron ngér
G 5 4 1 4 1 $
R ¢ 102,100 7981 40
A ,
N 128 2,531 671 19.8 | 5.24 J\
D S , = e For National Profile
Sessions . | Jurorsin Hoursin- - | Avg. durors |~ Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Coﬁvened « ... ‘Session . ) 'Sessiqn per Session. .. pgf Sgssion | At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
vear | ~’JQRYTF§;ALS,' g PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION  GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED “Nufrib o "‘% L "I" % Not % Selected J _Total - Numbes o 'N"’ ber of ‘Average.
TN | | wome | gl | s | g o | et | et | ket
: ’Tnals: < Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries - Con’venedAf . Session Session -
1975 RN e SRR SRE :
151 92,1 21.2 53.9 22.00 | - 6 92 584 6.35
976 | 274 | '95.4 | 24.5 | 45.6 | 25.88| 7 | 105 | 664 | 6.32
170 95.9 | 15.6 57.4 21.56 ¢ 7. |- 142 | 820 | 5,77
1978 | 106 | 93.4 | 24.3 49.6 | 24.29 | 138 | 824 | 5.97
1979 | "84 | 94.0 | 19.8 59.5 | 21.40 | 5 | 128 | 671 | 5.24
N . B4 ) 4

COMMENT: Despite a predominantly criminal jury trial calendar (94.0%) and a number of

notorious trials, multiple defendant trials, and last minute

pleas and settlements,

Arizona was able to increase its percentage of jurors selected or serving from 49.6%
in 1978 to 59.5% in 1979. Improvement was also reported in its J.U.I. which dropped

from 24.29 in 1978 to 21.40 in 1979.
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CALIFORNIA NORTHERN YEAR ENDED

JUROR USAGE PROFILE JUNE 30, 1979

L2 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 112 |
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
" Total Selected .| Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
‘Available” or. .. . Challenged Serving.or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
i . Sérving : Challenged Day Day
: 13,891 | 9,121 | 1,746 | 3,024 $ 523,700 | 614] 38
16.28 :
T 100 % 65.6 %| 12.6 % 21.8 % Not Selected, Serving § 114,200
| or Challenged
T 107 55 51.4 52 48.6 853 573 67.2 280 |32.8
TOTAL" civit | % CRIMINAL | % ' TOTAL oL % CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS W,
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
- B i P
in‘Ez?s:(caetnce . Julrjc;.,?gm No. Impaneled No.Discharged Jus(z',?gjg TOTAL Se’::iron Jszér
G ('l
R 8 4 4 3 5 ® 123,800 | 760 38
A
N 163 3,248 898 19.9 | 5.51
D , , , For National Profile
Sessions - Jurorsiin Hoursin - = .| Avg. Jurors-.-} ~Avg. Hours Open Foldout
‘ Convened Session Session - per.Session per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
VEAR L3URY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION  GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED P % Not . Tora 1 T T Aversse
JUNE3O | S | BOmnel | soieces, | S| o | wumberor | Numberof | Namberof | umberor
o Trials 5 Trial;_ Challer?ge:i Serving Index -J;?ies : anver_\ed; i ’Ses‘si‘ovn ‘Sesé?o%
1975 107 | 58.9 | 21.2 65.8 | 15.97 | .9 | 108 | 628 | 5.81
1976 | 119 | 54.6 | 21.5 | 66.8 | 16.16 | 11 | 148 | 805 | 5.44
1977 | 120 | 60.0 | 21.4 | 65.9 |16.77 | 9 |- 140 | 779 | 5.56
1978 133 | 56.4 |17.3 | 69.3 |15.76 | 10 | 131 | 734 | 5.60
! 107 | 48.6 | 21.8 65.6 | 16.28 | '8 | 163 | 898 | 5.51 |

A-97



s 4

JUROR USAGE PROFILE

CALIFORNIA EASTERN

YEA#: ZNDED
JUNE 30, 1979

"L2_} PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 16|
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
- Total Selected | - .l ‘NotSelected, USAGE ‘ Per Por
Availabie: or _“Challenged- Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
‘ . Avatiapie - Serving. oL - Challenged Day Day
P
: 2,976 1,770 457 749 $ 101,500 | 62334
. ] . | 18.26 —
T 100 % 59.4% 15.4 %| 25.2 % Nmff&‘:;ﬁ‘:;‘g:g’mg §25,600
|
T -
41 9 22.0 32 78.0 163 59 36.2 104 p3.8
TOTAL  § . CIVIL % § CRIMINAL % - TOTAL civi. | % CRIMINAL %
\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS )
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
L L R . o Ly B : P
»in;Ehl-(?sttaelncg * uyT,ge7e | Mo lmeancled - fNo.Disclarged] | NG00 TOTAL Session JBE‘:’,'
G $
R 5 3 2 2 3 ¥ 61,900 872 {42
A ,
N 71 1,481 346 26.9 | 4.87
D e , , For National Profile
. Sessions. Cdurorsin Hours in | Ava. Jurors Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session - Session per Session per Session” At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
VEAR " JURY TRIALS » PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED | jumbe *or Griminal % Not % . Total PR Y Average
JUNEB0 | ofduy | FGR| Selemes, | FSGECS) GER | numberor | PSSOt | T | Numosr of
Tnalsw I Trials Challenged Serving Index Suries Cpnvened Session ’ ~Session
1975 58 | 81.0 | 32.7 55.4 | 20.55 3. 50 191 | 3.82
1976 | 57 ' 87.7 | 34.6 53.4 | 23.39 3 50 | 182 3.64
1977 1 30  |.90.0 | 37.0 53.5 | 22.48 | 2 40 146 3.65
1978 | 37 | 81.1 |24.9 | 59.3 |20.39 |5 43 | 179 | 4.16
1979 | 980" : : - i
\ \ 41 78.0 25.2 59.4 18.26 5 71 346 | 4.8U
COMMENT: For the third year in a row California, Eastern has recorded improvement in
its J.U.I. In 1979, this district recorded a J.U.I. of 18.26, a drop of approximately

~two points from the 20.39 reported in 1978.

California, Eastern also recorded an increase in its grand jury activity in 1979. While
the total number of grand juries in existence remained at five, the number of sessions
convened increased by 65.1% and the number of hours in session increased by 93.3% from
179 in 1978 to 346 in 1979.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

CALIFORNIA CENTRAL

L.l_l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS L 17

4 ' NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected ‘ i Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
Available Se'g’rin Chalzggggd gﬁrvmg or INDEX TOTAL Trial duror
g - S allenged Day Day
Z 16,328 9,396 1,577 | 5,355 $ 514,200 624 31
T [ 19.82 Not Selected, Serving {
(] % % ' % ’ ! b
' 100/ 57.5 / 9-7/ 32.8 / OFChBHGI’\QEd g!,) l68l700
T 193 63 32.6 130 167.4 824 316 38.3 508 |61.7
TOTAL CIVIL % § CRIMINAL % ©TOTAL CIVIL %) CRIMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
' : ; ' P
in Ezﬁtiince YJU::O,!',?S.];; ~ No, Impaneled {No.Discharged Ju::o'i.,?g’l’é TOTAL SeZseiron Jszér
g 28 13 15 15 13 $ 230,900 614 32
A
N 376 7,217 2,015 19.2 5.36 : -
D Far National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hoursin . | Avg. Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
& HISTORICAL COMPARISONS h
YEAR JURY TRk!ALS PETIT JURQR UTILIZATION GHAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED Numb o o % Not % J Total N : £ Numb R Average‘
JUNE3O | ofduy | Clumy | Selesed, | ESGEE) GE0 | numberof | MUY | Mouein | Numberof
Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries ‘Cpnvened Se;sxon Session
1975 202 | 84.7 | 28.2 | 62.0 | 20.83| 26 494 | 2,571 | 5.20
1976 206 | ¢2.0 | 27.7 | 62.4 | 19.64| 26 423 2,226, 5.26
1977 225 78.7 28.4 61.3 19.77 33 ',405 12,083 | -5.14 :
1978 177 | 71.8 | 29.5 | 61.7 | 20.71| 27 327 | 1,647 | 5.04
197 | 193 | 67.4 | 32.8 | 57.5 | 19.82| ‘28 | 376 |2,015 | 5.36
COMMENT: This district continues its practice of calling jurors in for separate

orientation days.
38% of all jurors not selected, serving or challenged.

In 1979, jurors attending orientation days accounted for approximately

This practice, along with a large

‘number of settlements, continuances, pleas, and notorious trials, tends to have an
adverse effect on juror utilization which can be seen in the slight decrease (4.2%)

in the percent of jurors selected or serving.

did show improvement, dropping from 20.71 in 1978 to 19.821in 1979.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

CALIFORNIA SOUTHERN

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

li] PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS ll_J
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
el o] Selected . | 1 NotSelected, USAGE Per Per
LT Avaitable - | n Challenged.-| -~ Servingor =~ INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
S TR Y Serving o S - Chalienged .: Day Day
P
E 8,863 5,205 1,511 2,147 $ 272,000 667 | 31
) 0, [ [ 21 . 72 i i
T| 100 % 58.7%| 17.1% 24.2 % Not Selected Seving § 65, 800
T 79 12 15.2 67 84.8 408 112 27.5 296 72.5
- TOTAL cwviL | % - f CRIMINAL-| - % TOTAL CIVIL % | CRIMINAL | %
N JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
oein EI?st?eln’ce» B ; 'L'Juvl'jc‘l.;?g78‘ : N° lmplanéléd\ ‘No.bi;chargéd vJu::I/Q{,?;'}Q TOTAL Se:seign Jgg{),r
G 4 6 6 $
R 12 8 Y 90,900 558 28
A
N 163 3,226 808 19.8 4.96 : .
D —— —— ; == _ . For National Profile
. Se"é‘sipns,' : : iJuro::s’ in ““Hoursin | Ava. Jurors | Avg: Hours Open Foldout
: »Conver:\eq: *. Session "Sessnon e perS}esss‘on perSes;non At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
VEAR Lo " JURY TRIALS - PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION - GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED o bl % Not . Total e Averag
JUNE3O | ST | BRI | s | BSOS g wmberor | MRS | IS | pumoaror
.T;aals e : Tnals - Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session . Session -
1975 151 | 95.4| 25.6 | 53.6| 23.66| 14 192 | 866 | 4.51
1976 | 146 | 90.4 | 20.5 | 60.8| 20.95| 14 177 | 796 | 4.50
1977 | w105 | 91.4| 22.9 60.1 | 22.73| 13 | 168 | 827 4.92
1978 | 102 | 94.1| 18.4 65.6 | 19.72| 13 | 154 | 676 4.39
1979 gl g4e 12l 163 | sos | 4.
\ 79 | 84.8| 24.2 | 58,7 | 21.72| 12 | 163 808 | 4.96

alone.
in this district during 1979.

COMMENT: The use of separate orientation days results in jurors being present for
service and paid but not utilized in a jury trial.

California, Southern continued
this practice in 1979 and reported 938 jurors who were called in for orientation

pleas , dismissals, and continuances, contributed to the increase in the J.U.I. and
the decrease in the percent of jurors selected or serving.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

HAWAII

L_LJ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS L2 |

( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total - . “Selected . R Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
Available . or Challenged Serving or. INDEX TOTAL Trial Juroy
- Serving . Challenged Day Day
P
E 1,354 829 468 57 $ 49,200 7131 36
19.62 —
T 0% | 61.2 %| 34.6 % 4.2 % oSt S § 5 100
T
18 4 22.2 14 77.8 69 14 20.3 55 79.7
. TOTAL CIVIL % | CRIMINAL | % - TOTAL CIvIL % | CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS -
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
v : i K On. Per
in Ez?stt?elqce Jul':(;.,?g78 No. Impaneled . -INo. Discharged Jum',?gm '_ TOTAL Se':sei:m gror
G Q@
R 4 2 2 2 2 d 17,400 561 30
A
N 31 587 148 18.9 | 4.77 . : J\\\
D = = For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in . Hours in Avg. durors Avg, Hours Open Foldout
Converied Session Session. per. Sgssion per Sessio‘n‘, At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 7 \
YEAR SURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED N b ‘ o; cminal % Not % Selected J - Total Number of 1N b f Average :
SONES0 | igber | Cmnal | sdacig, | %Seeetd | drer | ooy | Nameorol | Mumberef | ymbafl
Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries :Convgned' Se;ann " Session -
21 | 76.2 | 13.3 | 58.2 | 19.93| 1 35 183 | 5.23
20 65.0 8.7 65.0 | 15.40| 3 33 198 6.00
20 - | 75.0 8.3 58.1 | 20.32} 3 60 371 | 6.18
11 | 36.4 | 1.3 | 67.5 | 12.73| 4 47 | 212 | 4.51
| 1979 18 | 77.8 4.2 61.2 | 19.62| 4 | 31 | 148 | 4.77 )

COMMENT:
selection process.

Hawaii reported one criminal notoriety trial, which required 72 jurors for the
This, along with the increase in the percentagzs of criminal jury

trials, partially accounts for the increase in the J.U.I. which rose seven points from
12.73 in 1978 to 19.62 in 1979. ‘
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

IDAHO

L_31 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS .2 |

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR  ESTIMATED COSTS
- Total Selected. | - : ‘1 NotiSelected, | =~ USAGE Per Per
+ 0 Available : or’ Challenged Servingor - INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
L ok Serving: : o Challenged - Day Day
‘:: 1,462 892 283 287 $ 48,900 556 33
16.61 -
T 100 % 61.0 %| 19.4 % 19.6 % Nm?éfﬁ;ﬁg;g:&‘”ng $ 9,600
i
T
24 12 50.0 12 50.0 88 47 53.4 41 46.6
ToTAL  f oewvit f % forimiNaL | % TOTAL CIVIL % pcRmINAL | % |
\; JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS - J
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
S Tot U Lo ' ~ Pe
: m E.L?szaelnce "Ju\\':%,?gm ‘ 7 ND.vlrﬁpaneléd : Nq.Djscharged Ju’::l: 01'1337‘9 TOTAL Sel::ign Jsgér
G $
R 1 1 - 1 - ¥ 38,700 1759 86
A
N 22 448 141 20.4 | 6.41
D ; = , = ‘ — == For National Profile
Sgssigns' C oo Jurors in Héursin - Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Copugned - | ’-Se‘ssiorll 7| Session " -] perSession | per Session At Back Cover
& USAGE STATISTICS
4 ‘ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ;
VEAR JURY TRIALS - PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION . GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED | : ber . | % Criminal % Not % Selected J " Total . ,"N mber of Number of Average
JUNESD | ofduy | " ury | Selesed, | BTN GgR | Nemberor 1 PGS | Nousin | Number of
 Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened - Session Session.
1975 .23 | *39t.l‘1 26.4 60.5 15.39 2 26 170 “6.54
1976 | 25 | 8.0 | 20.0 69.5 | 15.51| 3 | 29 182 6.28
1977 31 | 51.6 | 22.8 59.1 | 16.57| 3 | 32 | 240 | 17.50
98 | 22 | 54.5 | 34.7 | 49.5 | 20.39| 3 16 108 | 6.75
\ 9% | 24 .| 50.0 | 19.6 | 61.0 | 16.61| 1 22 141 | 6.41)
COMMENT: Despite a number of fravel days, last minute settlements, and instances where

the defendant failed to appear, Idaho reported improvement in both its J.U.I. and its

percentage of jurors selected or serving.

The J.U.I. dropped from 20.39 in 1978 to 16.61

in 1979, while the percentage of jurors selected or serving increased from 49.5% in
1978 to 61.0% in 1979.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

MONTANA

L4 J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS L2 |

é NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
S retal ol Selected o el st < S L Not Selected; USAGE : Per
e Available | o On Tt Chalienged i oServingor . INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
T Y C.oServing o - .o Challenged Day _
iy
P 1,717 960 227 530 $ 66,100 726 38
E 18.87
TI 100% | 55.9 % 13.2 % 30.9 % Not Setected, Seving § 50, 400
T
28 19 67.9 9 32.1 91 68 74,7 23 25.3
orotal b ocivie b % ol crimINAL | % TotaL b cwviL fo % | crRimiNAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
& NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
“ Total , No. On S s O i Ne.On P Per
in Existence Y~J‘ulyo1,,1‘978 No, Impaneled " INo.Discharged| Sulj1,1679 TOTAL Session | 4ro"
G c'l
o 2 1 1 1 1 ® 14,500 2071 101
A
N 7 143 45 20.4 | 6.43 : :
D ‘ , , = , For National Profile
Sessions. Jurors in - . ‘Hoursin Avg, Jurors . .| ‘Avg. Hours Open Foldout
. anvened‘ L $e;sion *Session. per Session _per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS | A
VEAR JURY TBIJALSi ‘ PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION " GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION ‘
ENDED N b“ i % Not % Selected J ;Tota! ‘N,‘ ber of | Numberof | Average” -
JUNE30 | ofdury | " Chamy | Selected, o | Usage | Numberof | Ngone | Hoursin | Numberof
o Trials - "’rl'rial‘sv : Ch:l/ll::gge; Serving Index " Juries ,Clonvened‘ Ses;ion' " v"Se'ssiopn“' .
1975 39 | 41.0 | 30.4 51.0 | 19.73 2 | 15 95 | 6.33
1976 32 | 62.5 | 23.3 54.7 | 20.45 | 1. 9 | 66 7.33
1977 54 59.3 | 17.4 68.3 | 17.16 | 1 - 8 55, 6.88
1978 | 38 | 60.5 | 22.7 | €3.1 | 18.37 | 2 7| 52 | 7.43
197 | 28 | 32.1 | 30.9 | 55.9 | 18.87 | 2+ “7 | 45 | 6.43
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

2

NEVADA

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

L_~! PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L._:i_!
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
. Total . .| Selected -}’ & . | NotSelected, |  USAGE Per Per
*“,Av\lai!a‘blef e sé:\’;h . :v;«:i,:hali‘er)';g_erd (szﬁnlllmg or. INDEX TOTAL Trial Jurov
: : . g . A allenged Day Day
E 4,465 2,459 759 1,247 $ 128,400 655 | 29
. . ) 1 22.78 —
T 100 % 55.1 % 17.0 % 27.9 % Not Selected. Seivina § 35,800
T 42 10 23.8 32 76.2 196 45 123.0 151 77.0
totaL o} cwvie o o% o LerimiNaL | % _TotAL | cwiLk | % | cRIMINAL | "%
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS .
a8 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
o ‘ NG : ‘ B : P
inexaence | loly1.ders | No:Impaneled - INo.Dischargea| | V%0 o TOTAL sorth | duror
g 5 3 2 2 3 $ 60,600 551 | 29
A
N 110 2,073 48
D ~ = , 3 18.8 | 4.39 For National Profile
Sessions: durors in : ,Hom:s inoo | Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours Open Foldout
. Cc‘)nvene‘dl-‘:v' i Sess;c‘)n‘ ’ Se’ss:on‘ o pgrSes;non perSe55|on At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
é ) HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ; \
VEAR  JURYTRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED | wumber | 5% Criminat % Not % Total | nNumberof | Numbeiof | Average
JONEso | twmeer | mopmee | glahs | e | o | e | Nemberot | Sumbarer | it
3 Trl‘als . .lTrla‘ls-‘ : Challenged Serving Index Juries ’ Copvened : Sgssnon g : Session
1975 | 36 | 88.9 | 26.0 | 59.2 | 20.99| 4 | 86 351 | 4.08
1976 | 55 | 89.1 | 28.3 | 56.6 | 22.65| .4 | 89 | 421 | 4.73
1977 41 | 73.2 | 38.8 49.4 | 23.24| %8 | 139 760 | 5.47
1978 | 26 | 76.9 | 30.4 | 54.8 | 23.47| 5 | 110 | 508 | 4.62
o79 | 42 | 76,2 | 27.9 | 55.1 | 22.78| 5 | 110 | . 483 | 4.39
COMMENT: The number of jury trials in Nevada increased by 61.5% from 26 in 1978 to 42
in 1979. The majority of these trials (76.2%) were criminal, which require more

jurors and therefore increase the juror utilization index. This should be kept in
mind when reviewing this district's profile.
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OREGON YEAR ENDED
JUROR USAGE PROFILE JUNE 30, 1979

L4} PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS |3 |

JUROR
USAGE Per Per

INDEX TOTAL Trial Juroy
Day Day

( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS ESTIMATED COSTS

o
e

3,408 1,915 670 823 110,400 558 32

o o ol 17.21 g
100 % 56.2 %{ 19.7 % 24,1 % Mo S ey "9 8 26,600

- - - m "0

49 16 32.7 33 67.3 198 106 53.5 : 92 ’ 46.5
"~ 7otaL. } owvih | %} CRIMINAL | % LUTOTAL S B CIVIE saf o % fSCRIMINAL ] %
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS )

(.
a NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS

Per

TOTAL Per Juror

No 9mpanele§ Session Day

3

¢
3 3 - 3 - 9 59,500 944 | 52

63 1,138 406 18.1 6.44

O2r03dH

TR = e For National Profile
" Sessions. Jurors Nl 17'1' Hours i Avé;'dufo’ré, ;Avg Hours : | Open Foldout
oo Convened: T} Sessnon e Sessmn <1 per'Session - ) per Sessmn : At Back Cover

\ USAGE STATISTICS

- , HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A

JURY TRIALS : PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION » _GRAND JUROR UTl ZATION

% Not Total
Selected, % Selected Juror “Number. of

P or Usage :
Serving or . - Grand
Challenged Serving Index

YEAR

ENDED '{jiNumber %C mnal
JUNES0 | ofdury |- ‘E& |
B Tnals i S Tnals

: Average/ »

Number of Number of " Number of'-t:
Sessions . Cf Hou(s in . 1 Hours per;g
duriest s _"cowgr}?d . T Session.

1975 1;}35ff4f]3138f: 26.6 | 54.5 | 16.28| 3 |

1976 | 83 | 36.1 | 22.6 | 54.2 | 15.96| 5 | 50 | 24

1977 | 81 | 54.3 | 22.7 | 54.9 | 16.02 5 | 67 | 33 | 5.01

1978 | 61 | 63.9 | 19.2 | 64.0 | 16.15 ffﬁ5f%f ‘77?f75fff4b9l=Jf5 687
7

(197 | 49 | 67.3 | 24.1 | 56.2 | 17.21 | 63 | 406 | . 444,

COMMENT: A number of notorious cases, travel days, last minute settlements, dismissals,
and pieas in Oregon resulted in a J.U.I. of 17.21, the highest in the last five years.
The percent of jurors selected or serving was also negatively effected and decreased
from 64.0 in 1978 to 56.2 in 1979.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

3 ,
t__J-PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

WASHINGTON EASTERN

JUROR
USAGE
INDEX

233

20.1 %

17.86

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS I_2_|

ESTIMATED COSTS

TOTAL

Per
Trial
Day

Per
Juror
Day

$

36,400

560

31

Not Selected, Serving ¢

or Challenged

T

Ll

7,000

- — < mwD

6 31.6

13

68.4

65

35

53.8

30

) HC‘V'L %

“CRIMINAL ] %

- TOTAL |

Vi el

g% L CRIMINAL. ] o

46.2

JURY TRIALS

JURY TRIAL DAYS

J

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES
oNe.om o fr ' s
July 1,1978"

. No. Impaneled -

. No.On

Discharged] juiy 1,1979.

1

1

1

CZ2>3130

247

4.17

 Comvened

Snidurorsin g
S 8ession i Y

% Session:

' Av‘g::ju'rcirs : Avé; ‘Hbuk.x,rs"

| perSession. |

‘per. Session

.

USAGE STATISTICS

ESTIMATED COSTS

TOTAL

Per
Session

Per
Juror
Day

$ 22,900

1908

93

For National Profile
Open Foldout
At Back Cover

HISTORICAL  COMPARISONS

A

YEAR
ENDED
JUNE 30

. JURYTRIALS

PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION

' GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION

A Trials.

riminal -

% Not
Selected,
Serving or
Challenged

% Selected
or
Serving

“Total i
Number of
Grand-

_ Juries -

N um_be‘rf‘of
_.Sessions:’
1 Convened -

--Sessi

‘] Nu‘mberc}f.
s Hoursdn

on:

~--Average. -

- Number of =

-+ Hours per
~Session -

1975

| 0.0

—

19.9

57.6

17.16 | 1 |

7 | 5

.88

1976

20.0

55.5

20.18 | 2

9

3 | 7.15

1977

-21.0

58.4

19.41 | 2

‘;4010‘::

1978

74,1

18.0

56.4

21.54 | 1

.08

1979
—

19.3

60.6

17.86 | 2

o | 4.
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WASHINGTON WESTERN

‘ YEAR ENDED
JUROR USAGE PROFILE JUNE 30, 1979
L_2J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS ' L 2|
/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
. Toiél Selected ~ |- . 0§ NotSelected, USAGE Per Per
" Available e O Chal(‘enged 1. -Servingor . - INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
TR Serving R ~Challenged - Day Day
P 4,597 2,620 802 1,175 $ 148,100 702 32
E 21.79 ‘
T 100 % 57.0 %| 17.4 % 25.6 % ) Not Selected, Serving § 37, 900
i or Challenged b
T 72 9 12.5 63 87.5 211 31 14.7 180 85.3
TotaL - ) civic | % L CRIMINAL | % FoTAL | evits jioe | cRiMINAL | %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS )
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
in Exitonce | VJQS%‘,?S?&; | No-Impaneled INo.Discharged} Jum',?g‘ze TOTAL Session JSE‘:’[
G
R 4 2 2 2 2 $ 42,100 702 | 32
A
N 60 1,299 478 21.7 | 7.97
D : , —= —t e For National Profile
Sessions . Jurors in " Hoursin" . | Ava. Jurors Avg. Hours" Open Foidout
Convenéd i Session;“ ?ession per Session ‘per Session At Back Cover
\# USAGE STATISTICS
S | HISTORICAL COMPARISONS | h
VEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION : GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION =~ ©
ENDED | nyiian o) i o % Not . Total & | i Vo b Average
JUNEZO | I\é?Tubrir % CJI’:{?’;II’:!BI S‘S:],Isf;gi'r % Se(l;;cted LJJLSIQZ:; NUG,T::s;of 'N;;?s?g;:f“ N}_‘Ilgl‘]brz';:f : ,[}l_i%nageggf" )
Tna}s - Trials” Challenged Serving Index : Juries . _Co,nvened ; ’ Session H,Séssi'on w
1976 | 96 | 83.3 | 25.7 | 55.9 | 19.53 3| 48| 331 | 6.90
1976 82 90.2 | 21.6 | 59.9 | 19.90 4 | 54 | 376 | 6.96
1977 73 | 82.2 | 22.1 | 59.1 | 18.96| 2 | 53 | 373 | 7.04
1978 | 61 | '85.2 | 20.9 62.1 | 20.31{ 4 | 55 | 419 | 7.62
1979 | 72 | 87.5 | 25.6 57.0 | 21.79| 4 | 60 | 478 | 7.97
COMMENT: Washington, Western with its predominantly criminal jury trial calendar (87.5%)

reported a number of notorious cases in 1979.
large panels of prospective jurors, many of whom were not used in a trial.

These cases necessitated calling in
These cases

would partially account for the increase in Washington, Western's J.U.I. which was re-
corded at a five year high of 21.79 in 1979.

A-107




o = = m o

UZ>IO

JUROR USAGE PROFILE

GUAM

1
L—J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

(

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS

387

JUROR
USAGE
INDEX

48

118

100 %

12.4 %

30.5

%

19.35

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS Ll__l

ESTIMATED COSTS

TOTAL

Per
Trial
Day

Per
Juror
Day

$ 11,200

560

29

Not Selected, Serving
or Challenged

g
by

55.0

1V

CRIMINAL -

JURY TRIALS

JURY TRIAL DAYS

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES

- USAGE STATISTICS

ESTIMATED COSTS

TOTAL

Per
Session

Per
Juror
Day

q
¢

b 5,400

491

24

For National Profile
Open Foldout
At Back Cover

i

YEAR
ENDED

JUNE 30

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS

PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION

)

1975

% Not
Selected,
Serving or

Challenged

% Selected
or
Serving

Juror
Usage
Index

Namber of::. - Setsions -
©];-Convened " |

- Grand'

Nimber of

" GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION = '

| ‘Number of -
' Hoursin..
- Session . -

- Average
. Number of -
,~Hours~per ;

25.8

56.7

18.94

s duriest L

34

- Session’. .

3,09

1976

57.9

32.8

34.50

3.75

1977

63.1

20.5

60.00

59 |

1978

30.7

66.5

14.35

;3;43_:

{ 1979

30.5

57.1

19.35

>l4w55'g 75

5.00

COMMENT:
only four jury trials in 1979.

‘Guam, with a total of seven months of no petit jury trial activity, reported
The percent of jurors not selected, serving, or

challenged decreased to 57.1% in 1979 while the J.U.I. increased five points to 19.35.
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NORTHERN MARIANA [ISLANDS YEAR ENDED

JUROR USAGE PROFILE JUNE 30, 1979
L_1i PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 11 _]
g )
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
© . Total - [ Selected - . {. . . - [.NotSelected, USAGE Per Per
S Available L or. - 4 - Ghallenged Servingor INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
) L Serving - L - Challénged Day Day
P
: 461 84 85 299 $ 13,300 1330 29
46.10 Not Sel d. Servi b
T 100 % 18.2 %] 18.4 % 63.4 % *or Challonaed ~ 8,400
T
4 - 0.0 4 100.¢ 10 - 70.0 10 100.4
TOTAL . | cIvVIL % 1 CRIMINAL | % ~ TOTAL cewvie s ] crimiNaL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
3 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Total | - No.On ‘ - SO No.On . Per
i Ex?st%nce July 1,1978 No. lmpanelfed iNo.Discharged Ju|y1,1g79 ‘ TOTAL Sei:i:;n JS;?,F
G - _ _ _ - $ _ - _
R
A
N
D = —= = , S = For National Profile
Sessions - ~Jdurors in Hoursin .. | Avg. durors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
" Convened - Session .. -Session ‘ per Session per.Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
VEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION - " GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION - |
ENDED Number | % criminal | 6 NOt % Selected Juror Total Numberof | Numberof | Average
JUNE30 | ofdury | | Selected or Usage | Numberof | "golions | Hoursin | Numberof |
Trials Trials Ch;‘llllgr?gzg Serving Index : J\:?ies - Convened  Session » Sesl;oﬁ"n
ey - 100.0 - - CON/A e e =
L | g 1100.0 | 63.4 18.2 | 46.10f =~ | = | = | = )

COMMENT: This district reported its first jury trials since it was created by Public
Law 95-157 on January 8, 1978. A total of four jury trials were held in the Northern
Mariana Islands in 1979, all of which were criminal. One trial was a murder and
kidnapping trial which required 156 prospective jurors for the selection process and
resulted in many jurors not used. This accounts for the Tow percentage of jurors
selected or serving and the high J.U.I. ‘
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

COLORADO

L1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS L6 i

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE Per Per ’
Available Se:\)/ring ; Challenged ) gﬁgﬂgﬁgzg INDEX TOTAL 1;;3! JDueerI
P ha
E 6,731 4,087 1,242 1,402 $ 237,900 610] 35
9, 9% 9, % 17.26 Not Selected, Serving @
T 100 % 60,7 % 18.5/ 20.8 % Otoreglfatﬁeng:évmgo 49,500
T
130 33 |25.4 97 74.6 390 141 36.2 249 [63.8
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
P
in Extence Ju;l;lof,?gm No. Impaneled -{No.Discharged Jum',?g?g TOTAL seaston J,S‘Eér
G , $
R 4 2 2 2 2 54,000 10801 55
A
N 50 984 370 19.7 | 7.40
D = = For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session per Session At Back‘Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
YEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED N ,,‘ A % Not % d J Total Number of £ - Average
JUNESO | ofduny | MRn" | golectea | %SO BEE | umberof | NI | Mo | Numoer of
Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session
1975 136 70.6 16.3 64.8 15.09 2 48 305 " 6.35
1976 107 | 62.6 | 23.9 57.3 | 16.53 1 49 334 6.82
1977 101 | 72.3 | 18.6 | 64.5 | 16.77| 2 44 332 | 7.55
1978 96 69.8 | 23.2 59.8 | 17.76 3 62 1420 6.77
\ 1978 130 | 74.6 | 20.8 60.7 | 17.26 4 50 | 370 | 7.40
COMMENT: Despite a predominantly criminal jury trial calendar (74.6%) and a number of

Tast minute settlements and continuances which resulted in jurors being paid and not
used, Colorado maintained its J.U.I. at 17.26 and increased its percentage of jurors

selected or serving to 60.7%.

tried by six jurors.
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This district also reported one criminal case which was



~ JUROR USAGE PROFILE

KANSAS

L3 J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS 15 |

This improvement occurred despite a number of last minute pleas and settlements.

percentage of jurors se.ected or serving dropped slightly to 65.5%.

A decline in grand jury activity was also reported by this district.

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS iRON ESTIMATED COSTS
5 : USAGE Per Per
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Day Day
P - q
E 3,666 2,400 546 720 $ 115,600 523 | 32
i : 9 [ () [ 16 .39 i p
T 100% 65.5 *| 14.9 % 19.6 % N o Cranenasa . 22,700
T
130 |58.8
. v O =
I JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
TOTAL Per s
rL ——‘ﬂ Session Day
G
S 5 3 2 1 4 $ 20,400 816 | 39
A
N 25 521 174 20.8 6.96
D = = For National Profile
Open Foldout
At Back Cover
u USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
YEAR PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION :
%N d
v Selectoa, | % Selected | Juror
CS: ﬁg’; : f?g?a:i Serving index
- 1975 20.7 63.5 | 19.85 |
1976 20.2 64.4 | 17.62
1977 21.4 63.2 | 16.87
1978 18.6 66.3 | 17.48
\_ 1979 19.6 65.5 | 16.59 |
COMMENT: Kansas reported a J.U.I. of 16.59 in 1979, sts lowest in the last five years.

The

While the number

of grand juries in existence remained at five, the number of sessions convened dropped
by 55.4% and the number of hours in session decreased by 51.5%.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

NEW MEXICO

L-4§ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS 14 |

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS ' HOROR ESTIMATED COSTS
: : USAGE Per Per
¢ INDEX TOTAL Tria} Juror
Challenged' o Day Day
P Q@
E 4,421 2,782 798 841 P 186,800 869 | 42
0 0, o, 20 . 56 Not S S 3
TI 100 % 62.9 *| 18.1 ¥ 19.0 * ot Setected Serving § 35, 50
T
75 27 136.0 43 |{64.0 215 84 B39.1
. TOTA vl % -k CRIMINAL |- % otaL. o} s | e %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS W,
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Ne ariefe TOTAL Se‘:;:m Jgstr)r ,
ay
G $
R 4 3 1 2 2 29,900 965 | 49
A
N 31 612 149 19.7 4.81
D = = s For National Profile
Open Foldout
At Back Cover
USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
YEAR PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED % Not ]
JUNE 30 Selected, | % STeE ) G
Chgll;gr?g?erd Serving Index
1975 18.3 59.6 | 16.69
1976 14.3 64.7 | 19.25
1977 15.6 66.6 | 17.55
1978 13.4 70.3 16.55
\_ 1979 19.0 62.9 | 20.56

COMMENT:

Approximately 39% of the jurors in this district who were not selected, serving

or challenged were jurors in travel status the day before or the day after a trial.
The Targe number of jurors in travel status in combination with a number of notorious

trials and last minute pleas
by this district in the last five years.

and settlements resulted in the highest J.U.I.
These occurrences also had a negative effect

reported

on the percentage of jurors who were selected or serving which dropped from 70.3% in
1978 to 62.9% in 1979.

Several techniques are used

jurors

high.

and mu1t1p1e jury selection.
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in this district to keep the number of selected or serving
They include pooling jurors, staggering the start1ng times of trials,



JUROR USAGE PROFILE

OKLAHOMA NORTHERN

L_'L! PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS 1224

( NUMBER OF JURUR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
g e Y T USAGE Per Por
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
: ving. Day Day
. 1,835 | 1,225 215 $ 55,600 515/ 30
T : 7 16.93 Not Selected, Servi
o, [ o [ ) e , Se L
l 100 % 66.8% 11.7 % 21.5 % mor(?:aﬁengeévmg S 12,000
T 10 |4 '
0.0 15 60.0 108 50 46.3 58 53.7
CeivicE boow o forimiNaLT) % cogotar L ewvie % ) cRimiNAL ]
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
— _ —— e -
i No Dnscha ed TOTAL S Per Juror
: el oX ) ession Day
G o $
R 2 1 1 1 1 . 14,600 7301 36
A
N
D ———— For National Profile
o Be | A Hou Open Foldout
LT jon. o . [Session . | per Session’- perses?“’" At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
VEAR PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTIL!ZAT!ONi s
ENDED % Not % Selected | J 'Total N b f- 1 R : Average
JUNE 30 SS:r!Sicntg?)’r e;Cte uggzg N“g:g:&‘)f i1 Sue"s‘ﬂgag kiﬁl_‘%r:‘!?seagrfi:
' Challenged | Serving Index Juiries Convened | session
1975 29.1 | 52.7 | 20.28} 2 .86
1976 12.3 70.5 | 16.37| 58
1977 17.4 69.0 | 19.89
1978 11.5 72.9 | 14.35 .06,
\ 1979 21.5 | 66.8 | 16.99]" 60
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OKLAHOMA EASTERN YEAR ENDED

JUROR USAGE PROFILE JUNE 30, 1979

Ll J PLACES OF HGLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS I.'LZ_/BJ

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
i Total .. -Selected - ‘Mot Salected, USAGE Per Per
cre avaitabte 1 or Challenged Sefving o - INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
oS SR Serving Chigllenged" Day Day
P
1,585 1,104 328 153 $ 62,000 626 | 39
E 16.01
T' 100 % 69.6 %| 20.7 % 9.7 % Mo e oer "9 $ 6,000
T
42 12 [28.6 30 |71.4 99 | 130 0.3 69 1697
«TOTAL o} - civiL - % YL CRIMINAL |- %" CTOTAL L civiL % CRIMINAL: %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS -
a NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Total . No.O , i No, Ot Per
in Existence - | July 11978 | No-Impaneled |No.Discharged| % 6 g TOTAL Sesion Bror
G 2 1 1 1
R ! $ 22,400 |1244] 65
A
N 18 343 117 19.1 | 6.50 : :
D . —— ; ; For National Profile
Sessions ~durors in Hoursiin - | Ava, Jurors Avg. Hours | Open Foldout
» Convened Sessvon Session “1-per S{esston - | perSession At Back Cover
\__ USAGE STATISTICS
2 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
YEAR JURYATRIA»{;S PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTiLlZATION
ENDED Nuﬁ)ber % Criminal % Not % Selected J ; “Total N berof | Number of - : Average
JUNE3O | ofduy | " dumy | Seleced | PO Usage | Numberof | s“!'s’s,fi'n? Housin | Numberof .
Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Jiries anvened il Session Session.
1975 39 | e6l.5 | 27.2 | 54.7 | 17.57| 2 | 20 | 136 | 6.80
1076 48 | 50.0 | 19.2 | 68.9 | 14.80| 2 | 9 | a7 | s.22
1977 40 | 52.5 | 13.1 68.8 | 14.69| 2 23 | 151 | 6.57
1978 24 | 70.8 | 21.2 60.7 | 18.59| 2 14 93 | 6.64
\ 1979 42z 71.4 9.7 69.6 | 16.01| 2 18 117 | 6.50 )
COMMENT: This district recorded an increase of 75% in the number of jury trials, from 24

in 1978 to 42 in 1979. Despite its predominantly criminal jury trial calendar (71.4%)
and a number of travel days and continuances, Oklahoma, Eastern was able to decrease
its J.U.I from 18.59 in 1978 to 16.01 in 1979. Correspondmg]y, the percent of jurors
selected or serving increased from 60.7% in 1978 to 69.6% in 1979.
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OKLAHOMA WESTERN

another decrease in its J.U.I.

to the current 11.70.

or serving dropped slightly from 77.6% in 1978 to 76.3% in 1979,
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YEAR ENDED
JUROR USAGE PROFILE JUNE 30, 1979
, ‘ 2
L1 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS I;Q’ﬁl
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
PRI ol NotSels USAGE Per Per
; rvin INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
ap'e. “Challe Day Day
P 3,836 2,929 598 309 $ 117,500 358 | 31
E 11.70
T 100 % 76.3%| 15.6 % 8.1 % Not Selected, Serving @ 9, 500
: | or Challenged
T 79 57 172.2} 22 27.8 328 243 |74.1 85 25.9
hoewie foow P cRIMINAL Y % - TOTAL et ] % oriminaL | %
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
o | No. impanel No DIscharqed Ju:\yjl(; ?379"‘ TOTAL Se':sei:)n ngér
g 2 1 1 1 1 $ 38,300 870 | 44
A
N 865 326 19.7 7.41
D e S Emaa For National Profile
Ju(ors m S i AVQJurors -’ AVQ HOUI’S Open Foldout
Sessnon Ry : perSessnon - per Sessmn At Back Cover
USAGE STATISTICS
( HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
YEAR PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUR.R UTILIZATION: : '{ :
ENDED % Not % Total : 5 A'v‘érag'e"_ :
JUNE 30 Selecteg, || %S| e N"G";gg;"f | Ns"é?s‘.’ii.?f-" Nﬁ’é’f.?ﬁ’..?‘{ 1 Numer o
Challenged Serving Index Junes e “(Eonvened Sesslon T Sessmn .
1975 22.7 62.3 | 17.28 L 1] c14 | 9| 5 5of;
1976 12.6 69.6 | 13.56| 1 14 93| 6 .64
1977 14.2 | 70.8 | 13.49] 2 2: 50 | 7.14
1978 6.7 | 77.6| 12.33| 2 | | 7.29
1979 | 8.1 | 76.3| 11.70) 2 | a4 | 326| 7.41
COMMENT : Ok]ahoma Western continues to improve its juror utﬂ1zat10n as ev1denced by

The percent of jurors selected



JUROR USAGE PROFILE

2

UTAH

L__J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity)

/

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS

Oy
Lol Total

1 Available
NIRRT S B

o> Selected

Sver s
. Serving:

- _Challenged

. Not Selected, -/
- Serving or:-
1. Challenged

JUROR
USAGE
INDEX

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979

JUDGESHIPS L_il

ESTIMATED COSTS

TOTAL

Per
Trial

Day

Per
Juror
Day

3,356

2,200

680

476

100 %

65.5%

20.3 %

14.2 %

19.51

$ 126,
L

600

736

38

Not Selected, Serving @ 18, 000
or Challenged 4

4 — =4 mT

45

10 22

35

77.8

_ToTAL . f .

civic - |

.2
% . § CRIMINAL |

%, .

N

JURY TRIALS

172

38

22.1

134

77.9

" TOTAL

CIVIL |

o ] CRIMINAL | % -

JURY TRIAL DAYS

e

ESTIMATED COSTS

. Total

oin Existence.

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES
S No.O,n,“,,' ‘ : b
Auly1,1978."

Nd;'lmpaneled :

{No.Discharged

No,On .-
_July1,1979

TOTAL

Per
Session

Per
Juror
Day

2

2

1

1

409

107

5.10

S2>30

21

Sessions .
Convened

- Jurors. in
Session

. “Hoursin - -
- Session

19.5

per Session

Avg. durors

-~ Avg. Hc’m‘r_sf

“per-Session

USAGE STATISTICS

o

b 13,700
L

652

33

For National Profile
Open Foldout
At Back Cover

(

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS

YEAR

SURY.TRIALS:

PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION

. GRANDJUROR UTILIZATION .

ENDED | Number
JUNE 30 of Jury

o Trials™:

- % Criminal |
S dupye D
o Trials

% Not
Selected,
Serving or
Challenged

% Selected

Serving

or

Juror
Usage
Index

i ,‘Total

- ‘Grand -

" Juries.

“Number of - Number of -

< Sessions .

| -Convened

* Number of -

- Hoursin ~
o8ession
AL ;

1 - Number of ' -
“Hours'per -
o Session.. -

CAverage

1975

21.3

64.

9 | 18.78 | 2

188

1976 | 72

' v':f"5«"9”.-"‘7'f‘;1

21.4

64

.8 | 19.60 ;f*4j;fj‘

 26Q;f

'4159§} fff

1977 47

36.8

52.

12340 2 |

o300 |

1978

30.9

56.7

22.70 | 4

26

1979 45

14.2

65.5

19.51 | 2. |

107 |

| 5.10 )
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WYOMING YEAR ENDED

JUROR USAGE PROFILE JUNE 30, 1979
Ll | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L1 |
/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected Not Selected, - USAGE Per Per
Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Serving Challenged Day Day
; 818 584 114 120 $ 28,000 4911 34
] 14.35 —r-
TI' 100 % 71.4%| 13.9 % 14.7 % Not Selected. Sevina § 4,100
T
18 8 44 .4 10 55.6 57 24 42.1 33 57.9
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL %
\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
é NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Per
in EI?sttilnce Jux?lh,?g78 No. Impaneled [No.Discharged Ju::%'y?gm TOTAL Sei::il;:n JS;?,F
G 1 1 - - Q
R 1 S 12,200 642 | 32
A
N 19 386 144 20.3 7.58 :
D - For National Profiie
nSessions Jurors in Hours in Avg, Jurors Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session per Session At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS ) {
~
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
VEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED Numb % Criminal %.Not 9% Sel d J Total Number of Number of Average
JUNE30 | of dury lury | Selected, | PG age | Numberof | Totions | Hoursin | Number of
Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session
1975 21 33.3 19.6 67.1 11.67 1 3 19 6.33
1976 32 46.9 13.9 70.6 12.84 1 5 36 7.20
1977 39 46,2 21.2 68.2 12.24 1 5 37 7.40
1978 26 | 42.3 |19.7 67.4 |12.82 2 8 55 6.88
\ 1979 | 18 55.6 |14.7 71.4 |14.35 1 19 144 7.58 )
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA YEAR ENDED

JUROR USAGE PROFILE JUNE 30, 1979
L1 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 115 |
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total |- Selected | Ngtersvelecéed LIJI\?[A)E%E TOTAL TFr?eral Jﬁfcrn |
: P in T "
- ,AVa'!ab'e -} serving  Challenged Day Day
P
E 13,660 3,886 $ 471,200 781 | 34
9 [ 22.65 H Q
TI 100 % 28.5 * Mo S onees ™ $ 134,300
T
136.81 79 63,2 603 L 21l 35.01 390
% L.CRIMINAL | s % " cogorac oot | % ) crIMINAL. |

JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 _NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
ks - imenr roraL | fr | s
G $
R 23 13 10 8 15 277,300 393 | 20
A
N
D For National Profile
Open Foldout
SRR At Back Cover
USAGE STATISTICS
é HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
YEAR PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED % Not .
JUNE 30 Selected, | % Selected Daon
gﬁ:;:r?gzﬁ Serving Index
1975
23.4 63.1 19,51
1976 28.0 58.2 | 21.00
1977 28.0 56.3 | 21.59
1978
22.7 61.8 120.31
\_ 979 {28.5 57.0 |22.65

COMMENT: This district reported the occurrence of a number of highly publicized cases
requiring large panels of prospective jurors for the jury selections in anticipation of
a large number of challenges and excuses. In some instances, the jury selection process
required several days and the jury was sequestered throughout the trial. In addition to
these notorious trials, the District of Columbia reported the use of a considerable
number of alternate jurors - often as many as six. These factors can have a negative
effect on juror utilization statistics as can be seen by the increase in the J.U.I. to
22.65.
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CHALLENGE FOR
CAUSE:

EMPANELMENT

DAY:

GRAND JURY:

INDICTMENT:

JURY PANEL:

JURY POOL:

LOCAL RULES:

MULTIPLE
VOIR DIRE:

NOTORIOUS CASE:

APPENDIX A
GLOSSARY OF TERMS

An objection by a party to the impaneling of a pro-
spéctive juror, for which some disqualifying cause or
reason is alleged.

The day when juries are chosen for trials before all
judges of a court.

The grand jury is made up of 16 to 23 persons. - The
grand jury hears evidence of criminal activity
presented by the prosecution and determines whether

- the govermnment's evidence is sufficient to justify the

bringing of formal criminal charges. A regular

grand jury can hold sessions for as long as 18 months,
while a special grand jury can be extended for another
18 months.

An accusation in writing presented by a grand jury to
the court in which it is impaneled charging that the
defendants named therein have committed a criminal
offense punishable by law.

A group of prospective jurors chosen from the larger

jury pool for the voir dire examination in a case.

Jurors not selected to serve in that case return to :
the jury pool. :

A large group of prospective jurors available for jury
panels. The initial pool size is the number of jurors
summoned and reporting at the beginning of a district
court's jury term.

Certain rules or orders of each district court for the
purpose of regulating the practice in actions before
them.

The simultaneous examination and selection of tweo or
more juries to be subsequently used in separate trials
before the same judge.

A case which receives extensive publicity prior to or
during trial. Often in such cases the judge requires
the jurors to be sequestered or kept together for the
duration of the trial for reasons of security and to
shield them from publicity.
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PETIT JURY:

PEREMPTORY
CHALLENGE:

PLEA:

PRELIMINARY
EXAMINATION (OR
PRELIMINARY
HEARING) :

PRE-TRIAL
CONFERENCE:

SETTLEMENT:
STAGGERED TRIAL

STARTS:

VOIR DIRE:

APPENDIX A
GLOSSARY OF TERMS
(Continued)

Persons selected according to law, impaneled and

sworn in a district court to determine questions of
fact, in any civil or criminal action, through hearing
the evidence presented at trial.

A challenge to a juror without cause; a limited
number of peremptory challenges is by law allowed
each side in any case,

In a criminal proceeding the defendant's declaration,
in*open court, that he is guilty or not guilty of the
charges made against him in the indictment.

A hearing to determine whether or not probable cause
exists to believe that an offense has been committed
and that the defendant has committed it.

An informal conference between opposing counsel, with
the judge as moderator, to clarify and narrow issues
for trial or to agree upon a settlement.

In civil cases, an agreement of the parties to com-
promise a lawsuit, thus concluding it without the
necessity of a trial.

In a multiple judge court the starting time of voir
dire for each judge is staggered to avoid simultaneous
voir dires and limit the number of jurors who must be
summoned. The jurors not selected to serve in the
first case can then be used in a second or third voir
dire on the same day.

The examination made of prospective jurors in court
prior to the empanelment of a jury in a particular
case. Its purposes areé (1) to determine their
qualifications to serve in a particular case, including
questions of competence and bias, and (2) to elicit
information about the jurors which is needed by the
parties and their attorneys for the informal exercise
of peremptory challenges.
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APPENDIX B

List of U. S. District Courts That Have
Adopted Rules Reducing the Size of Civil Juries

District of Columbia ~ (April 16, 1971)%

"In all civil cases tried in this Court the jury shall consist of six (6) mem-
bers, except in cases of eminent domain.'" (Effective June 1, 1971)

FIRST CIRCUIT

Maine (November 29, 1971)

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

Massachusetts (October 8, 1971)

"In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six members. This
rule shall become effective November 1, 1971."

New Hampshire (July 27, 1971)

"(a)(1l) In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six members
and the clerk shall select by lot the names of six persons to be drawn
initially." (Effective September 1, 1971)

Rhode Island (Filed September 20, 1971)

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

Puerto Rico (January 19, 1972)

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

SECOND CIRCUIT

Connecticut (October 17, 1972)

"Number of Jurors. . The jury shall consist of six members in the trial of
~all civil cases." (Effective October 1, 1972)

New York, Northern (July 3, 1973)

"In all Civil Jury Cases in this District Court, the jury shall comsist of
six (6) members. The challenges permitted shall remain as provided in 28
U.S.C. 1870 and Rule 47(b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure."
(Effective August 31, 1973)

 New York, Eastern (July 3, 1973)

"A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons.”
(Effective August 1, 1973)

*Date of Court Order, if known.
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New York, Southern (July 24, 1973)

"A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons."
(Effective August 1, 1973)

Vermont (October 17, 1972)
"In 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 deliberations and verdict." (Effective July 1, 1973)

THIRD CIRCUIT

Delaware

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

New Jersey (May 28, 1971)
"In-all civil jury actions, except as may be otherwise expressly required
by law, the jury shall consist of six members.'"  (Effective September 1,
1971)

Pennsylvania, Eastern (April 13, 1971)

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

tive May 1, 1971)

Pennsylvania, Middle (July 6, 1973)

"(a) Juries in civil cases shall consist, initially, of at least eight (8)
members. Trials in such cases shall continue so long as at least six (6)
jurors remain in service. If the number of jurors falls below six (6), a
mistrial shall be declared upon prompt application therefore by any party
then on reécord." (Effective July 6, 1973)

Pennsylvania, Western (May 27, 1971)

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

Virgin Islands (February 16, 1973)

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

(Effective March 1, 1973)

A-127



Y

FOURTH CIRCUIT

Maryland (June 10, 1971)

"In c¢ivil cases in which trial by jury has been demanded pursuant to F.R.C.P.
38, the jury shall consist of six jurors, plus such number of aiternate
jurors, as the court may deem necessary.  This rule shall apply to all cases
tried on or after the date of this order, effective August 20, 1973."

North Carolina, Middle (October 14, -1971)

"(a) Number of Jurors in Civil Jury Cases. In all civil jury cases the
jury shall consist of six (6) members.'" (Effective January 1, 1872)

South Carolina (March 14, 1978)

"In all civil cases tried in the United States District Courts for the Dis~
trict of South Carolina, the issues may be submitted to juries of six (6)
or twelve (12) jurors, at the discretion of the presiding judge."

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. 81870)." (Effective July
1, 1972)

Virginia, Western

" There is$ no local rule, "however, unless counsel object it is the policy of

this court to use (7) seven member juries for civil cases." Joyce F.
Witt, Clerk of Court.

West

West

Virginia, Northern

"(e) In civil actions in which trial by jury has been demanded pursuant to
Rule 38, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the jury shall consist of six
jurors, plus such number of alternate jurors as the Court may determine
necessary.'"  (October 1, 1970)

Virginia, Southern (Februasry 15, 1974)

"In civil actions in which trial by jury has been demanded pursuant to Rule
38, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the jury shall consist of six jurors,
plus such number of alternate jurors as the Court may determine necessary."
(Effective July 1, 1973, amended February 15, 1974)

FIFTH CIRCUIT

Alabama, Northern (October 8, 1974)

"Rule 4. Size nf Civil Juries.--Except as otherwise directed by a Judge of
the court, the jury in all civil jury cases shall consist of six members.
This rule does not preclude the impaneling of alternate jurors under Rule
47 (b), Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, nor does it preclude the parties,
with the consent of a Judge of the court, from entering additional stipu~
lations with respect to such jury under Rule 48, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure."

Alabamz, Middle (July 12, 1971)

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members."
(Effective August 15, 1971) ~
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Alabama, Southern {(August 25, 1971)

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

Florida, Northern (December 1, 1977)

"Rule 22. 1In all civil cases tried by jury, the jury shall consist of six
persons plus such number of alternate jurors, if any, as may be directed
by the Court to be called and iwpaneled to sit as alternate jurors."

Florida, Middle (June 27, 1972)

"Rule 5.01(a) In all civil cases tried by jury, the jury shall consist of
six persons plus such number of alternate jurors, if any, as the Court may
specify."  (Effective July 1, 1977)

Florida, Southern (February 8, 1971)

"Rule 15A. (Effective June 13, 1972) A jury for the trial of civil cases
shall consist of six persons plus such alternate jurors as may be impaneled."

Georgia, Northern

"Al1l civil actions shall be tried to a jury. of six members and challenges
shall be in accordance with Title 28 U.S.C. #€1870."

Georgia, Southern

"Rule 9. All civil actions shall be tried to a jury of six members and
challenges shall be in accordance with Title 28 U,S.C. §1870, when a party
files a written demand therefore at or before the time of the pretrial
conference. All other civil cases shall be tried to a jury of twelve mem-
bers."

Louisiana, Eastern (April 20, 1971)

"In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six {6) members."
(Effective May 1, 1971)

Louisiana, Middle

"Rule 16A. Jury Cases. In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of
six (6) members."

Louisiana, Western (April 9, 1971)

"In all civil jury cases, jurisdiction for which is based on 28 U.S.C. §1332,
45 U.S.C. 851, and 46 U.S.C. 8688, the jury shall consist of six members,

with three peremptory challenges allowed to each opposing party. One al-
ternate juror, in lengthy cases, will be impaneled, with one peremptory
challenge allowed to each of the opposing parties." (Effective. April 15, 1971)

Mississippi, Northern (September 27, 1972)

"The District Judges for the United States District Court for the Northern
District of Mississippi do hereby adopt a local rule i 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. 1In its discretion the
court may impanel two alternate jurors, with one peremptory challenge allowed
each of the opposing parties.' (Effective January 1, 1973)
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‘Texas, Northern

""Miscellaneous Order No. 21 (May 1, 1978) Order concerning civil jury
composition. It is ordered that effective May 1, 1978, in all civil jury
cases in the Abilene, Amarillo, Lubbock, San Angelo and Wichita Falls Divi-
sion, except as may otherwise be expressly required by law or controlling
rule, the jury shall consist of six members. Peremptory challenges shall
be allowed for jurors and alternate jurors as providad in Section 1870 of
Title 28, United States Code and Rule 47(b) Federal Rules of Civil Pro-
cedure. At the discretion of the presiding Judge the jury may consist of
twelve members." (i.e.; 5 of 7 divisions)

Texas, Eastern (December 3, 1973)

", . in all civil jury cases, except as may be otherwise required by law,

the jury shall consist of six members; however, it shall be optional with the
Presiding Judge to require a twelve-member civil jury trial rather than six
members." (Effective January 1, 1974)

Texas, Southern (July 27, 1973)

"A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six (6) persons, plus
such 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 exprevsly required by
law or controlling rule, the jury shall consist of six members.'" (Effective
July 1, 1971) (As amended July 1, 1971)

SIXTH CIRCUIT

Kentucky, Eastern (January 6, 1976)

"Order. It is ordered, effective immediately, in all civil jury cases in
this District, the jury shall consist of six (6) members plus such alternates
as the Court may deem proper under the circumstances of the case."

Kentucky, Western (April 24, 1972)

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members,"
(Effective May 1, 1972)

Michigan, Eastern

Michigan, Eastern has a rule providing for 6 member civil juries,; but we did
not receive it in time to include it in this report.

Michigan, Western (July 17, 1974)

"A jury for the trial of civil.cases shall consist of six persons plus such
alternate jurors as may be impaneled."

Ohio, Northern (March 24, 1972)

"In all civil trials, juries shall consist of six members."

A-130



Ohio, Southern

"Rule 3.12A A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six (6)
persons, plus such alternate jurors as may be impaneled, unless the court
orders a jury of eight (8) or twelve (12). (Effective February 22, 1978)

Tennessee, Eastern (October 13, 1971)

"In all civil jury cases except as may be otherwise expressly required by law,
the jury shall consist of not less than six (6) members."

Tennessee, Middle (March 23, 1972)

"It is therefore ORDERED that from and after May 1, 1972, in all civil jury
cases the jury shall consist of six persons, excluding alternates."

Tennessee, Western (January 6, 1978)

"Rule 18 Juries in Civil Cases. Juries in civil cases shall consist, initially,
of eight (8) members. Trials in such cases shall continue so long as at least
six (6) jurors remain in service."

SEVENTH CIRCUIT

Illinois, Northern (May 18, 1971)

"In all jury cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required by law or
controlling rule, the jury shall consist of six members." (Effective Sep-
tember 13, 1971)

Il1linois, Eastern (December 10, 1970)

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six members.' (Effective
September 1, 1971)

Illinois, Southern (January 21, 1971)

"In all jury cases (civil), 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 (February 1, 1975)

“"Rule 25 Civil Jury Cases. 1In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of
six (6) members, unless otherwise provided by law."

Indiana, Southern (March 3, 1975)

"Rule 31 In all civil cases the jury shall consist of six (6) jurors."

Wisconsin, Eastern (July 26, 1971)

"In all jury cases except as may be otherwise expressly required by law or
controlling rule, the jury shall consist of six members.!" (Effective Sep-
tember 1, 1971) ‘

Wisconsin, Western  (August 28, 1973)

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six members, plus such
alternate jurors.as may be impaneled."
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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)

Iowé, Southern (amended July 20, 1973)

"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 ver-
dict of not less than six jurors."

Minnesota (November 12, 1970)

"In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of 6 members."”

Missouri, Eastern (July 30, 1973)

"(g) (1) A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons, plus
such alternate jurors as may be impaneled."

Missouri, Western (July 1, 1972)

"Unless otherwise specially ordered by the court in a designated civil action
or consolidated actions, the juries shall consist of six members in all
civil cases, including but not limited to complex cases."

Nebraska (January 17, 1972)

"In all civil jury cases the juries shall consist of sgix members." (Effec-
tive March 1, 1972)

North Dakota (January 1, 1977)

"Rule VIII ¢ ‘1. 1In all jury cases, including condemnation cases, except as
may be otherwise expressly required by law or controlling rule, the jury shall
consist of 12 persons, or at the discretion of the presiding Judge, it shall
consist of 6 persons, plus such alternate jurors as may be impaneled. (Jan-
uvary 1, 1977 Order signed by Judge B. Van Sickle: '"Pursuant to the provisions
of Rule VIII C. of the Local Rules of the United States District court for
- the District of North Dakota, as amended January 1, 1977, all civil juries
to be impaneled in the Southwestern and Northwestern Divisions of the Dis-
trict shall consist of six persons, plus such alternate jurors as may be im- 1
paneled. ' Peremptory challenges shall be exercised as provided by 28 United
States Code, Section 1870, and Rule 47(b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Pro- ‘
cedure". ' :

Soiith Dakota

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six persons.'" (Effective
July 30, 1973)

NINTH CIRCUIT

Alaska (October 1, 1973)

"(A) In all civil cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members." (Effec~
tive October 1, 1973)
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Arizona - (October 1, 1971)

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

% : California, Northern (November 18, 1971)

§ "Rule 245~1  In all civil actions in which a party is entitled to a jury

j trial, the jury shall consist of six members and such alternates as the judge
2 may determine."

California, Eastern (October 22, 1971)

"In all cases in which a jury is demanded in civil cases, trial of a cause

shall be before a jury consisting of six (6) members." (Effective November
5, 1971)

California, Central (March 8, 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) members." (Effective March 15,
1971)

California, Southern (March 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) members.” (Effective April 15,
% 1971)
i

4 Hawaii (March 31, 1971)

i "In all civil jury cases for which jurisdiction is based on 28 U.S.C. Section
’ 1332, 45 United States Code, Section 51, and 46 United States Code, Section
688, the jury shall consist of six members.'" (Effective April 12, 1971)

Idaho

"Rule 12.1 Civil Jury, The jury in a civil case at law, or in a non-criminal
case in which a right by jury is otherwise granted by statute, shall consist
of six jurors unless the parties stipulate to'a lesser number." (Effective
July 1, 1974) ‘

Montana (Filed July 14, 1971)

"(d) (1) A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons plus
such alternate jurors as may be impaneled."

Nevada

"A jury for the trial of civil cases shall comnsist of six (6) persons, plus
such alternates as may be impaneled." (Effective November 15, 1973)

Oregon (May 1, 1976)
"Rule 22 (¢) In all civil cases tried to a jury, the number of jurors shall
be six. The parties shall be erntitled to the challenges available under 28
U.S.C, 81870 and Federal Rules of Civil Proc." 47(b)

Washington, Eastern

"Rule 17 (a) A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six jurors."
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‘Washington, Western,'(May 22, 1972)

A ju;y for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six jurors plus such
alternate jurors that may be impaneled." (effective July 1, 1972)

. Guam
"In all cases in which a jury is demanded in civil cases, trial of the cause
shall be before a jury consisting of six (6) members, unless otherwise order-

ed by the Court." (Effective September 1, 1973)

Northe¥n Mariana Islands

"(c)(1) A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons plus
such alternate jurors as may be. impaneled."

TENTH CIRCUIT

Colorado

"(c)  Except as is otherwise expressly prowided by law, in all civil cases
the jury shall consist of six members unless the parties stipulate to a
lesser number."

Kansas = (March 11, 1971)

"In all civil jury cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required by law
or controlling rule, the jury shall consist of six members.'" (Effective June
1, 1971}

New Mexico (February 1, 1977)
"Rule 2%. Six Member Juries. The jury shall consist of six members in all

civil jury cases. ' The number of alternate members will be at the discretion
of the Court."

Oklahoma, Northern (August 7, 1973)

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members. The
challenges permitted shall remain as provided in 28 U.S.C. 1870 and Rule
47 (b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure." (Entered August 7, 1973)

Oklahoma, Eastern (April 14, 1972)
"(3) In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members. The
challerges permitted shall remain as provided in 28 U.S.C. 1870 and Rule 47(b)
of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure." (Effective July 1, 1972)

Oklahoma, Western

"(c) In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist o. six (6) members.

The challenges permitted shall remain as provided in 28 U.S.C. 1870 and Rule
47(b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure." (Added, effective August 1,
1973.) '

Wyoming (February 25, 1971) (amended August 21, 1972)
"In all civil jury cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required by

law or controlling rule, the jury shall consist of six members." (Effective
September 1, 1972)

A-134

R
i e g

R e S,

e

e



JUROR USAGE PROFILE

NATIONAL

1296 pLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1979
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P n
E 565,617 334,765 | 91,575 139,277 5318,863,500 654 | 33
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TOTAL CIViL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CiVIL % CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \\
in Exiatance Jum',?gm No. Impaneted  |No.Discharged Julr:l'°1.,01g79 TOTAL Seemjon Jﬁp‘z‘:’f
‘R; 674 363 311 287 387 $6,730,500 | 687 | 35
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N 9,790 194,151 50,891 19.8 5.20 . R
D For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurars | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
YEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED N ¢ Crimi % Nat % Total b ~ Average
JONESD | meer | BOmnel | e, | e | | ambaror | Mamberof | Mmoot | yinblrs,
Trials Trials Challenged Serving index Juries Convened - Session * Session
1975 8,607 57.0 23.8 "60.1 19.32 570 |7,846 |41,421 5.28
1976 8,709 59.1 24.1 60.2 19.73 604 (8,404 144,765 5'33;
1977 8,374 54.5 24.1 60.4 19.55 641 18,849 147,094 5.32
1978 17,181 55.6 | 24.0 60.5 | 19.51 659 {8,929 46,739 5.23
u979 7,083 51.8 24.6 59.2 19.60 674 "9,"79»0 50,891 5.20J
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