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FOREWORD 
,. 

. Since 1971, t.ee Administrative, Offic~ of the U.S. Court~ has published a report on juror 
usage in the U.S. distract court§.,:\"J;, This report contains grand and petit juror data for, the year 
ended June 30, 1983.'·'~'The statistics.pr¢serited are derived from the JS-ll and J~-l1G monthly 
reports subIT!itted by eac,h district court during the year. 

'11re pre~ent grand juror reporting system began in July 1974." The petit juror reporting 
system began In July 19'70, but was revised in July 1982. Much of the petit juror data in this 
r~port, therefore, is not compar'B;~le to prior years because it reflects juror service for sel~ 
hon days only whereas data for ,previous years reflect overall juror service. The revisions to 
the petit juror reporting system are explained in Section I of this report. 

Section I of this report contains text and summary tables on grand and petit juror se,rvice. 

", Section IT presents information on payments during 1983 for juror attendance, mileage, 
subsistence, and other costs. ' 

, Section m provides individual profile pages that highlight pertinent juror statistics for 
each district. Historical data for a five year period are provided along with comments discus­
sing specific factors that affected a district's juror statistics. A profile page (fold-out) of the 
1983 national averages is presented at the end of this report. When comparing national 
ayerages to the averages for a particular court, caution is required because unusual circum-­
stances not reflected in the statistical profile might cause a court to varY' substantially from 
the national average. 

~'e~£~\l 
William E. Foley 

Director 

November 1983 
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This report pr(l)vides a comprehensive overview Off! jury activity for the _year ended 
June 30, 198.3. The statistics presented on\th9 f()n()Vling.~pages are based on data from the 
JS-llG and JS-ll jury report forms.· The m~$. district courts use these forms to record the 
daily activity of grand. and petit j~rors &\d submit Ithem on a monthly basis to the 
Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts (AO). \ ~i 

c ~. 

The text contains statements on districts\which r~~corded the, highest and lowest tn the 
v. arious categories of grand and petit juror statisf~cs. Tfie Virgin Islands, Guam, "and Northern 
Mariana Islands are not included in these comp~risons~ Theirimique circumstances would 
make comparisons with other courts not u~etul. \\ II . 

GrandJ~' 

Overall grand jury activity increase,d during th)e twelve month period ended June 30, 
1983. As Table 1 summarizes, the total number of si~ssions convened rOSe 6.2 percent from 
10,508 in 1982 to 11,157 in 1983. Correspondingly, t!he number of jurors in session rose 6.1 
percent and the humber of hours in session rose 5.8 p~~rcent. Since 1980, the aV~ilrage number 
of jurors per session (20.0)' has remained constant. Tlhe average number of hours per session 
(5.27) hilS also remained virtually the same. ) 

" 
" \'1 

:: Table 11 ";, 
II " U. S. histrict Cout-ts 

National Grand Jur.or S!tatistics \\ 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended .'Iune 30, 1979 through 1q83 

Grand Juries 
and 

Jurors 

~,::) !E:~_,,/;'I 
Tci,tal H'!lnb~ of: 

Sessili>ns Convened •••••• 
Jurors in Session •.•••••• 
Hours in Session • • • • • • • • " 

.jJ <ri:~l' 
Average Humber of:'" 

Jurors Per Session •••• ~ .• e' 

Hours Per Session ••••••.• " 

Total Number of 
Grand Juries: 

Serving •••••••••••••• 
Impaneled •••••••••••• 
D~chafged It •••••••••• :. 

,) 

19790 

9,791 
194,168 

50,896 

19.8 
5.20 

674 
311 

,286 

JI 
f 

.' IJ 

!Si80 ~:981 

101,338 10,997 
206,627 2;19,860 
54,163,. 58,278 

.20.0 20.0 
5.24 

, 
5.30 

:L--... 

i.l 
I 
il 

699 :1 738 
312 II 328 

, 28:1 II 308 
II 

j 

1982 

10,508 
210,213 
55,569 

20.0 
5.29 

739 
309 
331 

I. ;'1 

I 

\\; Number Percent 
1983', Change Change 

ii 

11,157 649 
222,980 \i 12,767 
58,769 II 3,200 

20.0 
5.27' -

, 

732 
., 

-7 
322 13 
310 -21 

~6:2 
6.1 
5.8 

-
,. 

-0.9 
4.2 

-6.3 

(J 

I 0 

"! Nationwide, there were 7?2 grand jlfries se~ing. at some point during the year. 
Compared to 1982, this represented a decline!~f 7 grand juries, despite the fact that 13 more 
grand juries were impanelled and 21 fewer gr~;nd juries were'discharged. 
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Every grand jury is classified as either a regular or special grand jury. A regular grand 
jury meets to investigate the probability that a specific crime was committed in a district. Its 
term of service is 18 months, however, it may be discharged by a court order at any time 
during that period.1 A special grand jury meets to study the overall picture of criminal 
activity in a district. The special grand jury serves as an advisory bc;>dy, usually having greater 
discretion than a regular grand jury and often submits a report on organized crime activities or 
the misconduct of public officials. Since this purpose is more extensive, its term of service 
can last up to 36 months.2 Of the 732 grand juries serving during 1983, 104 (14.2 percent) 
were special grand juries. 

Table 2 provides, by district, the number Of grand juries serving on July 1, 1982, the 
number impaneled and discharged during the twelve month period, the number serving on 
June 30, 1983, and the total number of grand juries that were serving at sQme point during the 
year. On June 30, 1983, there were 422 grand juries' serving, 2.9 percent more than on July 1, 

1982. 

The type and amount of criminal cases heavily influences the activity of a district's 
grand jury. For example, the largest numbers of grand juries serving were reported by large 
metropolitan courts. The Southern District of New York (located in New York City) reported 
the most with 50 grand juries serving at some point during the year. New York, Eastern 
(Brooklyn) and California, Central (Los Angeles) reported 38 and 32 grand juries serving, 
respectively. Conversely, West Virginia, Northern; Mississippi, Southern; and Arkansa.s, 
Western reported only one grand jury serving during the year. 

Table 3 provides, by district, the number of grand jury sessions convened, jurors in 
session, and hours in session. Between 16 and 23 jurors must be present before a grand jury 
session can be convened. The category "Jurors in Session" includes only those jurors who 
participa ted in a convened session and excludes the year end total of 15,748 additional jurors 
in travel status, reporting for orientation, reporting for impanelment only, or awaiting a 
quorum of 16. 

New York, Southern reported the greatest amount of grand jury activity with 1,043 
sessions convened, 20,958 jurors in session and 4,597 hours in session. Alaska reported the 
fewest number of sessions (14) and jurot's in session (284), while North Dakota reported the 
fewest number of hours in session (90). 

A high average of hours per session usually indicates that grand jurors' time is being 
used efficiently. The highest average nurpber of hours per session wa.s reported by the 
Northern District of Oklahoma (8t 8.00. Six 'other districts averaged seven hours or more per 
grand jury session. Delaware's average was the lowest with grand jurors spending' only 3.91 
hours per session. This indicates that the types of criminal cases before the grand juries in 
Delaware take very little time for the U.S. attorney to present. 

The average number of jurors per grand jury session ranged from a high of 22.4 jurors 
per session in West Virginia, Northern to a low of 18.3 jurors per session in North Carolina, 

Western. 

Table 4 summarizes five years of historical data 01\ the number of months e~ch grand 
jury served. Over one-half of the grand juries dischargedl'ouring 19,~3 h~d served 18 months, 
the full duration of a regular grand jury. Nine (26.5 percent) of the 34 special grand juries 
discharged lasted the maximum 36 months. ' 

1Rule 6(g), Federal Rules. of Criminal Procedure. 
2Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3333. ' 
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Table 2 
U.S. District Courts" 

Number Cif Grand Juries Serving 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983, 

Number Impaneled 
on in the 

c~~ed I Number Total 
I th 

Number Impaneled 
neon Serving 

12 Montb June 30, in the ,". J on in the 

Dis­
charged 
In the 

12 Month 
,Period 

Number 
on 

June 30, 
19113 

Total 
Serving 
in the 
Period District 

July 1, 12 Month 
1982 Period Period 1983 Period uly 1, 12 Month District 1982 Period 

Total •••• 410 322 310 422 732 

DO ••••••• 11 2 6 7 13 
1st Cir. r---t---+-~+"""':'--+-"":::~..JI 

ME ••••••• 2 1 1 2 3 
MA • '4 . . . . 11 8 8 11 19 
NH ....... 2 - - 2 2 
Rl........ 3 2 2 3 5 
PR ••••••• 5 1 2 4 6 

2nd Oir. r--jc---+---+"-'::"-'-+-'-:~...JI 
OT ••••••• 6 4 4 6 10 
NY, N • • • • • 6 4 5 5 10 
NY, E ••••• 23 15 16 22 38 
NY, S ••••• 32 18 18 32 50 
NY, W..... 5 2 3 4 7 
VT........ :;: 3 2 3 5 

3rd Cir. r---t---+---+--=---I--=--II 
DE ••••••• 
NJ •••••••• 

1 
12 

8 
4 
9 

2 
7 
9 
6 
6 

1 
6 
6 
4 
5 

2 
13 
11 

6 
10 

3 
19 
17 
10 
15 

PA,E ••••• 
PA,M ••••• 
P1,W ••••• 
VI ....... - -

4th Cir. r---t---l:----l---+---.:~ 
MD • • • • • • • 6 10 10 6 16 
NO, E ••••• 4, 1 1 4 5 
NC, M..... 2 1 2 1 3 
NC, w..... 2 3 3 2 5 
SO........ 3 1 - 4 4 
VA, E ••••• 11 11 12 10 22 
VA, W 2" • .. 5 5 5 5 10 
WV, N •••• - 1 - 1 1 
WV, S2. • • • • .. 4 4 4 8 

5th Cir. 1--t---t--"':~+--":'---4-~-l1 
LA, E ••••• 5 5 5 5 10 
LA, M ••••• 2 1 - 3 3 
LA, W..... 2 2 1 3 4 
MS, N ••••• 1 1 1 1 2 
MS, S...... - 1 - 1 1 
TX, N • • • • • 8 5 5 8 13 
TX, E ••••• 2 - 2 - 2 
TX,S...... 10 7 7 10 17 
TX, W •• • • • 14 8 9 13 22 

8th Cir. r---t---+-_~-I-"::'::"'-1L=--l1 
..KY, E ••••• 
KY,W ••••• 
MI, E •••••• 
MI, W ••••• 
OH,N ••••• 
OH,S ••••• 
TN,E ••••• 
TN,M ••••• 
TN, W ••••• 

5 
2 
9 
2 
6 
7 
3 
2 
3 

4 
1 
6 
3 
6 .. 
4 
2 
2 

4 
2 
6 
2 .. 
6 
3 
2 
2 

5 
1 
9 
3 
8 
5 
4 
2 
3 

9 
3 

15 
5 

12 
11 

7 
4 
5 

7th Cir. 
IL, N • • • • • • 12 6 9'9 . Iii . 
IL, C ••••• ::i 2 1 1 2 3 
II., S •••••• 1 2 1 2 3 
IN,N...... 1 2 1 2 3 
IN, S • • • • • • 2 3 4 1 5 
WI, E...... 2 2 2 2 4 
WI, W ..... 1 1 1 1 2 

8th Cir. r---t---I-~:..-j.-"":"'-J.-~-
AR, E ••••• ~ 1 1 2 3 
AR, W..... 1 - 1 1 
lA,N ...... 2 - - 2 2 
lA, S • • • • • • 2 - - 2 2 
MN ••••••• 2 2 2 2 4 
MO, E ••••• 2 1 1 2 3 
MO, W..... 2 3 1 4 5 
NE ••••••• 2 1 2 1 3 
ND •• , '" • 1 1 1 1 2 
SD. ....... 2 2 2 2 4 

9th Cir. r---i---I--~--=--J.--=--
AK ....... 
AZ ••••••• 
CA,N ••••• 
CA,E ••••• 
CA,C ..... 
CA,S ••••• 
HI. ..... .. 
ID ....... . 
MT ••••••• 
NV ••••••• 
OR ••••••• 
WA,E ••••• 
WA,W ••••• 

2 
3 
7 
3 

15 
6 
2 
1 
1 
5 
3 
1 
2 
1 

1 
2 
6 
2 

17 
6 
2 
2 
1 
2 
4 
2 
1 
1 

2 
3 
8 

13 
4 
2 
1 
1 
3 
3 
1 

1 

1 
2 
5 
5 

19 
8 
2 
2 
1 
4 
4 
2 
3 
1 

3 
5 

13 
5 

32 
12 
4 
3 
2 
7 
7 
3 
3 
2 GU i ..... . 

NMI •••••• -
10th Cir. r-ir---+--+----l--.....-

co....... 3 2 2 3 5 
KS........ 4 3 3 4 7 
NM ••••••• 2 2 2 2 4 
OK, N ••••• 1 1 1 1 2 
OK,E ••••• 1 1 1 1 2 
OK,W..... 1 3 2 2 4 
UT ••••••• 2 3 2 3 5 
WY ........ 1 1 1 1 2 

,11th Cir. r----jr---+--=-+--=---l---=--
AL, N •• 'J.' 
AL,M ••••• 
AL,S ••.•••• 
FL, N ••••• 
FL,M ••••• 
FL,S •••••• 
GA,N ••••• 
GA,M ••••• 
GA,S ••••• 

1 
2 
1 
3 
8 

14 
8 
3 
3 

2 
2 
2 
3 
6 

14 
5 
2 
3 

2 
4 
1 
3 
6 

11 
5 
2 
4 

2 
3 
8 

17 
8 
3 
2 

3 
4 
3 
6 

14 
28 
13 

5 
6 

1 The districts of the Virgin Islands and the Northern Mariana Islands reported d j I . . 
l! June 30, 1983. AU offenses In these territorial courts are prosecut db I f I no gran. ury act vlty durmg the twelve month period ended 

Publio LaW 97-471 realigned the boundary between th N t e y n ormat on, not Indictment by grand jury. 
located in West Vkglnla, Southern all Parkersburg jury :Ctl~~tyhe!:r ~~d Souther~ ~Jlstrlcts of West VIrginia. Because the Parkersburg office Is now 

. e year en e une 30',,1983 is shown In this district. 
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Table 3 
ii u. S. District Courts 
Ii Grand,luror SerVice 

During the ~rwelve Month PerIod Ended June 30, 1983 

Averagell Average Average Average 
'~ Number !J.umber Number Number 

~ Jurors Hours of Jurors of Hours Jurors Hours of Jurors of Hours 
Sessions in in per per Sessions in in per per 

District Convened Session Session Session Session District Convened Session Session !)I$l;sion Session 
-, 

Total •••• 11,157 222,980 58,769 20.0 5.27 'lth Cir. 

.' , 

19.4 
IL, N •••••• 459 9,367 2,435 20.4 5.:>1 

DC ....... 576 11,196 2,732 4.74 IL;C ...... 45 903 257 20.1 5.71 iI 
IL,S ...... 57 1,190 340 20.9 _ 5.!!6 

1st Cir. :1 " IN, N •••••• 51 1,09~ 286 21.5 5.61 
ME ••••••• 25 491 154 19.6 6.16 IN, S •••••• 84 1,734 643 20.6 7.65 
MA ••••••• 439 8,301 1,995 18.~ 4.54 Wr,E ...... 56 1,196 329 21.4 5.88 
NH ....... 48 979 247 20.4, 5.15 Wl!,W ..... 22 463 129 21.0 5.86 
RI ........ 43 852 260 19.5: 6.05 

8th Cir. PR ••• t ••• 81 1,577 389 19.f' 4.80 
'. '':;' 

AR,E ••••• 32 " :'1'00 203 21.9 6.34 
2nd C.ir. AR,W ..... 15 318 91 21.2 6.07 

CT ....... 95 1,787 558 18.11 5.87 IA,N ...... 19 393 '97 20.7 !l.ll 
NY, N ••••• 122 2,478 528 20.3 4.33 lA,S ...... 35 674 195 19.3 5.57 
NY,E ••••• 617 12,313 2,769 20.0 4.49 MN ••••••• 76 1,585 415 20.9 5.46 
NY,S ••••• 1,043 20,958 4,597 20.1 4.41 MO,E ••••• '(8 1,497 479 19.2 ',6.14 
NY,W ••••• 206 3,982 975 19.3 4.73 MO,W ••••• 66 1,393 455 21.1 6.89 
VT ........ 77 1,579 355 20.5 4.61 NE •• ' ••••• 37 817 220 22.1 5.95 

3rcJ Cir. ND ••••••• 16 345 90 2i.6 5.63 
SD •••••••• 31 6~3 212 1p.8 6.84 

DE ••••••• 32 650 125 20.3 3.91 
91th Cir. < 

U 6,86 
NJ •••••••• 396 7,826 1,841 19.8 4.65 " , 

i!S4 PA,E ••••• 380 7,674 1,610 2M 4.24 ,AK ••••••• 14 96 20.3 
PA, M ••••• 105 2,100 585 20.0 5.57 AZ ••••••• -, 90 1,708 475 19.0 5.28 
P;i. W ••••• 150 2,994 772 20.0 5.15 CA,N ••••• 200 3,850 1,106 19.3 5.53 
VI ....... - - - - - 'CA,E ..... 58 1,121 300 19·3 5.17 

4th Cir. 
CA,C ..... 378 7,3~6 -, 1,673 19;6 4.43 
CA,S ••••• 231 4,57~ 1,196 19.8 5.18 

MD ••••••• 227 4,635 1,063 20.4 4.68 HI ........ 49 , 949 280 19.4 5.71 
NC,E ••••• 60 1,191 379 19.9 6.32 In ........ 38 770 25;1. 20.3 

" 
6.61 

NC,M ••••• 50 1,013 328 20.3 6.56 /liT ....... 15 .323 .93 21.5 6.20 
NC,W ••••• 46 842 315 16.3 6.85 NV ....... 156 2,9!l1 644 19.2 4.13 
SC •••••••• ,76 1,528 527 20.1 6.93 : OR ••••••• 81 1,689 450 20.9 5.56 
VA,E .p •• 197 3,965 1,253 2~.1 6.36 WA,E ••••• 31 60a 209 19.6 6.74 
VA, W

2 
••••• 35 "- 647 231 18.5 6.60 WA,W ••••• 96 2,100 666 21.9 6.94 

WV,~ •••• ~12 493 172 22.4 7.82 GU i ...... 15 299 114 19.9 7.60 
WV,S ••••• U7 2,774 993 I, 2D.2 7.25 NMI •••••• - - - - -

5th Cir. 10th Cir. 
LA,E ••••• 132 2,523 719 c 19.1 Ji,4S CO ....... 110 2,244 719 20.4 6.54 
LA,M ..... 45 896 228 19.\! 5.07 KS ........ 49 981 281 20.0 5.73 
LA,W ..... 81 1,668 523 20.6 6.46 NM ....... 30 621 156 2M 5.20 
MS,N ..... 22 460 148 20.9 6.73 OK.N •••••• 20 407 160 20.4 8.00 
MS, S •••••• 36 735 222 20.4 G.17 OK, E ••••• 1\1 415 141 21.8 7.42 
TX,N ••••• :, 98 , 1,907 593 19.5 6.05 OK.W, ••••• 64 1,387 443 21.7 6.92 
TX,E ••••• 31 611 188 19.7 6.06 UT ....... 60 1,161 387 19.4 6.45 
TX,S" .... , 209' 4,190 964 20.0 4.£11 Wy ••••••• 18 359 131 19.9 7.28 
TX,W ..... 146 2,988 741 20.5 5.08 

11th Cir. 
8th Cir. AL,N ..... 38 825 279 21.7 7.34 

KY,E ••••• 111 2,229 57:1 2M ., 5.16 AL,M ..... 28 596 179 21.3 6.39 
KY,W ••••• 43 915 258 21.~1 

" 
6.00 AL, S •••••• 24 496 152 2M 6.33 

MI,E ...... 293 5,927 1,688 2M 5.76 PL, N ••••• 72 1,478 421 20.5 5.85 
Ml, W ..... 64 I 1,267 402 19.8 6.28 PL,M ••••• 239 4,680 1,427 19.6 5.97 
OH,N ..... 171 3,622 1,005 21.2 5.88 PL,S •••••• 481 9,457 2,418 19.7 5.03 
OH,S ••••• 105 ':2,067 6,/,4 19.7 6.42 GA,N ••••• 131 2,588 791 19.8 6.04 
TN,E ••••• 51 984 335 19.3 6.57 GA,M ••••• 40 821 242 20.5 6.05 
TN,M ••••• 38 753 218 19.8 5.74' GA,S ..... 48 986 249 20.5 5.19 
TN,W ••••• S4 1,964 532 20.9 5.66 

1 The districts of the Vil'gin Islands and the Northern Mariana Islands reported no grand jury actiVity during tile twelve month period ended 
June 30, 1983. All offeru~as in these territorial courts are prosecuted by information, not indictm~t by grand jury. 

2 PliIllc Law 97-471 real4!:ned the boundary between the Northern and Southern Districts of West Virginia. Because the Parkeraburg offble Is now 
located in West Virginia, Elouthem aU Parkersburg jury activity for the year ended June 30, 1983 is shown in this district. 
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Grand Juries Discharged 

July 1, 1978 - Jl~ne 30, 1979 
'Regular ••• ' ••••••••• 
Special •••••••••••• 
Total . •......•.•.•. 
Percent of Total •••••• 

July I, 1979 - June 30, 1980 
Re~r •••••••••••• 
Spec~ •••••••••••• 
Total •••••••••••••• 
Percent of Total •••••• 

July I, 1980 - June 30, 1981 
Regular •••••••••••• 
SpE;9ial •••••••••••• 
Toml •• ' •••••••••••• 
Percent of Total •••••• 

July 1,'1981 - June 30, 1982 
Regular •••••••••••• 
Special •••••••••••• 
Total •••••••••••••• 
Percent of Total. ~ •••• 

I:, 

July I, 1982 - June 30, 1983 

Regular .. • . .' '. . • • 'j>l. • • 
Spec!al •.....•....• 
Total ............. .. 
Percent of Total •••••• 

Total Grand Juries Discharged 

July I, 1978 - June 30, 1983 
Regular •••••••••••• 
Special •••••••••••• 
Total, •••••••••••••• 
Percent of Total. ••••• 

___________ ~--~----------------------------------------------------------~7~------­
--~ ~ 

Table 4 
Duration of Grand Juries Discharged 
July 1, 1978 through June 30, 1983 

" Number of Months in Existence ~" , '! 

~-I-~---2-r--3~~-4~--5--r--6~~~7~--8~~~9~-I-C~--1-1-r-1-2~--1-3-~'~::~i~:r:~~ 

5 
1 
6 

6 3 12 4 
- - 1 1 
63 13 5 

7 4 
- 1 
7 5 

7 3 
2 1 
9 4 

:.[.1 

4 7 19 8' 1 7 12 
- - - - 2 ,1 
4 7 19 8 3 8 12 

1.4 2.4 6.6 2.8 1.0. 2.8 2.1 1.0 4.5 1.7 2.4 1.7 3.1,1 1.4 
~-,~.~---4----4----+----r---~---+--~~+---~--~----+---~---4----~-.. -4--­., 

2.1 4.2 

3 

3 
1.0 

10 7 
- 1 

10 8 
3.5 2.8 

1 5 7 
- 1 
1 6 

0.3 1.9 
7 

2.3 

168 

1. 6 8 
0.3 1.8 2.5 

1 

1 
0.3 

1 

1 
0.3 

11 
1 

12 
3.9 

11 
2 

13 
4.5 

2 
0.7 

5 
,~ 
-6 

2.1 

5 6 9 
- - 1 
5 6 10 

1.6 1.9 3.2 

7 2 

7 2 
2.4 0.7 

5 
1 
6 

2.1 

7 5 3 
- - 1 
7 5 4 

2.3 1.6 1.3 

4 7 7 1 3 2 
- 3 - - - -
4 10 7 r 3 2 

1~ 3~ 2~ O~ O~ O~ 

2 

2 
0.6 

6 

6 
1.9 

5 

5 
1.6 

3 

3 
1.0 

7 ;,1 
2.3 

3 

3 
1.0 

5 

5 
1.7 

9 

9 
2.9 

3 

3 
1.0 

9 
2.9 

12 
1 

13 
4.5 

17 

17 
5.5 

S 13 13 
- - 1 
8 13 14 

2.5 4.0 4.3 

8 

8 
2.6 

9 

9 
2.9 

20 

20 
6.5 

6 
5 

11 
3.8 

4 
2 
6 

1.9 

3 
3 
6 

1.8 

3 

3 
1.0 

11 28 36 .34 25 33 22 24 16 ,34 41 81 24 
1 1 2 3 4 2 1 2 3 - - 2 10 

12 29 38 37 29 35 23 25 19 a4 41 83 34 
o.a 1.9 2.5 2.4 1.9 2.3 1.5 1.7 1.3 2.2 2,,7 5.5 2.2 

3 

3 
1.0 

3 

3 
1.0 

5 
1 
6 

1.8 

4 

4 
1.3 

1'6 
3 

19 
1.3 

6 

6 
2.1 

7, 
1 
8 

2.8 

6 4 

6 4 
1.9 1.3 

3 5 
- 1 
3 6 

0.9 1.8 

2 

2 
0.6 

24 
1 

25 
1.6 

5 

5 
1.6 

33 
2 

35 
2.3 
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.,~ \ Table 4 
I '.' Duration of Grand Juries Discharged 
I. \, July 1, 1978 through June 30, 1983 
\ (continued) , 

i'i 
Number of Months in Existence 

Grand JU,ries Discharged 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 30 31 32 35 36 Totals 
". 

July 1, 1978 - June 30,1979 
. ,:.. Regular •••••••••••• 25 121 - - - - - - - - - - - - - 255 

Special ••••••• If ........ 1 11 - - 1 - - 2 - 1 - - - - 5 31 
Total •••••••••••••• 26 132 - - 1 - - 2 - 1 - - - - 5 28~! 
Percent of Total •••••• 9.1 46.2 - - 0.3 - - 0.7 - 0.3 - - - - 1.7 100~p 

July 1,1979 - June 30,1980 
Regular •••••••••••• 24 134 - - - . - - - - - - - - - - 252 
Special ........................ - 12 - - 1 - 1 3 2 - 1 1 - 1 2 36 
Total .................... ~ .... 24 146 - - 1 - 1 3 2 - 1 1 - 1 2 288 
Percent of Total •••••• 8.3 50.7 - - 0.3 - 0.3 1.0 0.7 - 0.3 0.3 - 0.3 0.7 100% 

July 1, 1980 -June 30, 1981 
Regular •••••••••••• 25 145 - - - - - - - - - - - - - 270 
Special ....................... - 15 1 - 1 1 - 4 - 2 1· - - - 8 38 
Total ......................... II 25 160 1. - 1 1 - 4 - 2 1 - - - 8 308 
Percent of Total •••••• 8.1 51.9 0.3 - 0.3 0.3 - 1.3 - 0.6 0.3 - - : - 2.6 100% 

July 1, 1981 - June 30, 1982 
Regular ........................ 27 156 - - - - - - - - - - - - - 272 
Special ........................ 2 16 2 1 1 1 - 2 - - 4 2 - - 13 53 
Total ............... ' ........... 29 172 2 1 1 1 - 2 - - 4 .2 - - 13 325 
Percent of Total •••••• 8.9 52.9 0.6 0.3 0.3 0.3 - 0.6 - - 1.2 0.6 - - 4.0 100% 

July 1, 1982 - June 30, 1983 

Regular •••••••••••• 37 149 - - - - - - - - - - - - - 276 
Special ................ It ...... - 11 2 1 1 1 - 3 2 - - 1 1 1 9 34 
Total •••••••••••••• 37 160 2 1 1 1 - 3 2 - - 1 1 J 9 310 
Percent of Total •••••• 11.9 51.6 0.6 0.3 0.3 0.3 - 1.0 0.6 - - 0.3 0.3 0.3 2.9 100% 

Total Grand Jurie~; l}ischarged " r I 

July 1, 1978 - June ~U 1'1983 
\ . 

Regular •••.•• \! ••••• 138 705 - - - - - - - - - - - - - 1,325 
Special ........................ 3 65 5 2 5 3 (, 1 14 4 3 6 4 1 2 37 192 
Total •••••••••••••• 141 770 5 2 5 3 1 14 4 3 6 4 1 2 37 1,517 
Percent of Total •••••• 9.3 50.8 0.3 0.1 0.3 0.2 OJ. 0.9 0.3 0.2 0.4 0.3 0.1 0.1 2.4 100% 

/ ~. 
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During the entire 5 year period, 50.8 percent of the discharged grand juries lasted 18 
months. A total of 180 grand juries (11.9" percent) lasted six months or less; 226 grand juries 
(14.9 percent) lasted between 7 and 12 months;,.1,024 (67.5 percent) lasted between 13 and 18 
months; and 87 (5.7 percent) lasted between}9 {l'bd 36 months. '. 

Table 5 provides the number of .cases commenced by indictment, the number of defen­
dants proceeded against by indictment, the total number of grand jury sessions and the number 
of hours in session for the years ended June 30, 1979 through 1983. Cohtinuing a three year 
increasing trend, the 20,055 cases commenced by indictment and the 31,7.29 defendants pro­
ceeded against by indictment represent increases of 8.9 percent and 8.0 percents respec­
tively. The average number of defendants indicted per grand jury session declined steadily 
until finally leveling off in 1981. This year, the average number of defendants indicted per 
session rose slightly to 2.84, the highest average since 1979. 

Table 5 
U. S. District Courts 

Proceedings by Indictment and Grand Jury Sessions 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1979 through 1983 

Proceedings Average 
Commenced Average Grand Defendants 

by Indictment Defen- Jury Indicted per Hours Average 
Defen- dants Sessions Grand Jury in Hours per 

Year Cases dants per Case Convened Session Session Session 

1979 · . 18,724 28,395 1.52 9,791 2.90 50,896 5.20 
1980 · . 16,524 25,612 1.55 10,338 2.48 54,163 

" 
5.24 

1981 · . 17,229 27,367 1.59 10,997 2.49 58,278 5.30 
1982 · . 18,399 29,366 1.60 10,508 2.79 55,569 5.29 
1983 · . 20,055 31,729 1.58 11,1'57 2.84 58,769 5.27 

Table 6 focuses on the number of cases .commenced by indictment and the number of . 
defendants proceeded against by indictment in each of the U.S. district courts. Table 6, 
however, does not reflect a court1s efficient administration of the grand jury system, because 
the time required to obtain indictments depends on the nature of criminal activity, the number 
of defendants involved, and the 'U.S. attorney1s guidance in the matters being presented before 
the grand jury. 
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Proceedings Commenced 
by Indictment 

Distri~t Cases I Defendants 

,\ ., 
" Total ••••• 20,055 31,729 

DC •••••• 179 I' j 228 

1st Cir. 

ME ........ 72, 140 
MA ........ 256 430 
NH ........ 27 54 
m ...••.... 63 91 
PR •••••••• 233 382 

2nd Cir. 

CT ........ 189 295 
NY.N •••••• 91 145 
NY.E •••••• 368 640 
NY.S·" •••••• 497 838 
NY,W •••••• 153 233 
VT ......... 33 56 

3rd Cir. 

DE •••••••• 43 60 
NJ ••••••••• 183 415 
PA,E •••••• 308 543 
PA.M •••••• 134 20~ 
PAt W •••••• iSl 273 
VI* ........ - ... 

4th Cir. 

MD ........ 314 56';.! 
NC.E •••••• 150 244 
NC, M •••••• 200 267 
NC,W •••••• 230 307 
SC ••••••••• 275, 536 
VA, E ••••• ~ 329 522 
VA.W •••••• 134 190 
WV,N •••••• 109 162 
WV,s •••••• ' 107 194 

5th Cir. 

LA.E ...... 325 49'/' 
LA,M •••••• 48 72 
LA. W •••••• 112 164 
MS.N ...... 45, 63 
MS,S ••••••• 88 130 
TX,N ...... 556 ' 826 
TX,E •••••• 90 109 
T;~, S~· •••••• 1,432 2,207 
TX, W •••••• 708 1,101 

.6th Cir. 

KY,E •••••• 144 294 
KY, W •••••• 155 233 
MI,E ....... 332 629 
MI.W ...... 109 140 
OH,N •••••• 247 338 
OH,S •••••• 129 236 
TN,E •••••• 203 322 
TN,M •••••• 201 292 
TN, W •••••• 259 404 

Table 6 
U. S. District Courts 

Proceedings by Indictment and Grand Juror Service 
Puring the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30,1983 

Grand Proceedings Commenced 
Jury Hours by IndIctment 

Sesslons~ In, 
Convenell Session District Cases I Detendants 

11,157 58,769 7th Cir; 

576 2,732 IL, N ••••••• 448 751 
IL. C ••••••• 130 190 
IL, S ••••••• 121 163 
IN,N ••••••• 82 128 

25 154 IN,S ••••••• 135 230 
439 1,995 WI.E ••••••• 150 204 

48 247 WI, W •••••• 71 92 
43 260 
81 389 8th Cir. 

AR,E •••••• 170 230 
AR,W ...... 80 110 

95 558, lA,N ••••••• 50 77 
122 528 lAo S ••••••• 71 129 
617 2,769 MN ........ 200 309 

1.043 4,597 MOlE •••••• 284 377 
206 975 MO,W •••••• 177 236 
77 355 NE ........ 72 115 

ND ........ 86 112 
SD ••••••••• 178 208 

32 125 9th Cir. 
396 1,841 
380 1,610 AK ........ 162 181 
105 585 AZ ........ 416 668 
150 772 CA,N •••••• 383 595 - - CA, E •••••• 311 556 

CA, C •••••• ~78 1,2:ib 
CA,S •••••• 767 1,315 
m ...•..•. _~·", 98 149 

227 1,063 ID ......... 102 135 
60 379 MT ........ 128 164 
50 328 NV ••• ' ..... 286 439 
46 315 OR •••••••• 107 157 
76 527 WA.E •••••• 186 201 

197 1J53 WA,W •••••• Hi6 ~03 
35 231 GU ..... " ... 21 24 
22 172 NMI* ........ - -

137 993 
10th Cir. , 

CO ........ 207 326 
132 719 KS ••••••••• 186 ,227 
45 22,8 NM •••••••• 155 If " 241 
81 523

1
) OK, N •••••• 128 176 

22 148, OK,E •••••• 102 150 
36 22!,l OK, W •••••• 138 188 
98 5Q3 UT .0 .•...•. 109 171 
31 1118 Wy'l., •••• ~. '60 82 

209 914 
146 741 11th Cir. 

AL,N ...... 323 4:15 
AL,M ...... 124 191 

111 5'i3 AL,S ••••••• 64 140 
43 258 PL,N .,. •••• 62 132 

293 1,688 PL,M ...... 333 562 
64 402 PL, S ••••••• 1,036 2,070 

171 1,005 GA,N •••••• 263 407 
105 674 GA,M." ••••• 90 145 

51 335 GA,s •••••• lOB 211 
38 218 
94 532 ,';:; 

Grand 
jury ijours 

Sessions In 
Convened Session 

459 2,435 
45 257 
57 340 
51 286 
84 643 
56 32(1 
22 12' 

" 

32 203 
15 91 
19 97 

, 3,1l 195 
,70 415 
78 479 
116 455 
37 220 
16 90 
31 212 

0 

14 96 
90 475 

200 1,106 
58 300 

378 1,673 
231 1,196 
49 280 
38 251 
15 93 

156 644 
81 450 
31 209 
96 666 
15 114 

" - -

no 719 
49 281 
30 156 
iO 160 
11) 141 
64 443 
60 387 
18 131 

38 " 279 
28 179 
2~ 152 
72 421 

239 1,427 

(" 2,418 
131 791 
40 242 
48 249 

'0, 

• The districts' of the Virgl~~1ands and tl!e Northern Mariana Islands reported no grand jury activity dur~ the 12-~nth period ended 
June 30, 1983. All otfenses i~)these territorial courts are prosecuted by information, not indictment by grand jury. 
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u.s. DISTRICT COURTS 

GRAND JURY SESSIONS CONVENED 
AND DEFENDANTS INDICTED 

3.67 
befendents 

1978 

12 MONTH PE~IODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1878 THROUGH 1883 

2,90 
Defendants 

1979 

2.48 
De~endant5 

1960 

2.49 
Defendants 

1981 

2.80 
Defendants 

1982 

2.85 
Defendants 

1983 

Average 
Number of 
Defendants 

Indicted per 
Session 

r-l0 

1-9 

-8 

~5 

,:.. 4 

-3 

1-2 

, 

~ 1 

o 
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The Effect of the Speedy Trial Act of 1974 
" 

The Speedy Tr:ial Act of 1974 guarantees that every"defendant char~ed with an offense 
will be brought to trial within a specific time. The Act, 'amen~ed, effective August 2, 1979, 
established mandatory time limits of 30 days from arrest to ,~ndlCtm~nt and 70 days ~rom 
indictment to trial. The arrest to indictment interval affects the callmg of the grand Jury. 
Although this time interval can be' extended by 30 days,~) the majority of defendants a~e 
indicted in 30 days or less. This results in grand juries (peing called more often to hear eVI-
dence in fewer cases. <I ' 

Delays to the time limitations are also $~anted. ~or e~aml?le"a delay is gra?ted when a 
defendant must undergo ex~minatiol1 for mental or phYSICal mcapaCIty to stand trIal, or, when 
a defendant is tried on other charges in a state ol.'; Federal;)court. There are 23 applicable 
reasons for delay that could extend the amount ,of time a defendant is under pr~secution. The 
time delayed is not included in the 30 or 70 day mtervals. 

,1; 

Meeting Speedy Trial time requirements and administering justice e~ficiently has 
created conflicts f'Or jury administrators. 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. In 'a district which does not have a heavy criminal caseload, 
however, the U.S. attorney cannot wait to present two or three cases at one grand jury session 
because of the risk involved in not meeting Speedy Trial time requirements. As a resu~t, ,the 
number of grand jury sessions convened has risen at a faster rate than the nUIl),ber of crimmal 

'cases filed. Since 1979, the number of grand jury sessions1convened has increased 14.0 
percent, while the number of criminal cases filed has increased 9.7 percent. 

Further discussion"of the effects of the Speedy Trial Act of 1974 can be found in the 
1983 Annual Report of the Director published by the AO. 

" , 
' • .1 • 

-----~,'~--------------------

3 Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3161(b). 
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Petit Jury 

New Statistics 'Focus on Jury Selections 

In previous years, petit juror statistics reflected overall juror, usage, but this year, juror 
activity on jury, selection days is being highlighted. The current petit juror statistics, 
therefore, are not comparable with the juror statistics of previous years. 

In 1981, the General Accounting Office (GAO) examined jury management practices in 
Federal courts. GAO criticized the Juror Usage Index (J.U.I.) asa measure of efficient juror 
usage. The J.n.l. was cal<:mlated by dividing the total number of available jurors by the total 
number of jury trial days. According to GAO, the J. U.I. was heavily influenced by trial length 
and often overstated a court's efficiency in juror management. Based on this evaluation, GAO 
recommended that petit juror statistics focus on the initial day of jury selection, thereby 
eliminating the effect of lengthy trials." 

The House Appropriations Committee agreed with GAO's findings. Consequently, the 
JUdicial Conference Committee on the Operation of the Jury System directed the AO to revise 
the JS-ll, Petit Juror Usage Report Form and instructions to highlight "first day" juror 
usage. The petit juror reporting form was revised to distinguish activity on jury selection days 
from activity on days after the jury was selected. This allows for the computation of "first 
dayIY juror statistics. 'The district courts began reporting on the new form in July 1982. 

During the summer of 1982, the Federal JUdicial Center held a series of seminars on 
juror usage. The new JS-ll report form and instructions, as well as methods of effective juror 
management, were presented and discussed. These seminars are an example of the Federal 
Judiciary's efforts to make efficient use of its petit and grand jurors. 

The sample JS-ll form on page 12 illustrates the differences between the new and old 
juror reporting' systems. Jurors recorded in the "Continued Trials" category under the new 
system were recorded as jurors selected or serving under the old system and were used in 
computing the percentages of jurors selected or serving, challenged, and not selected, serving, 
or challenged. As the sample JS-ll form demonstrates, the change in reporting procedures 
results in a significantly lower percentage of jurors selected or serving under the new system 
(21.3 percent) compared to the old system (55.7 percent). In addition, although the actual 
number of jurors challenged or not selected, serving, or challenged did not change, the per­
centages of jurors in these categories did. 
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SAMPLE 

() 

Percentages~o urors f J Selected, Challenged, or Not Selected or Challenged 
JS·l1 
(Rev.7182) 

1. Ol?,trict Name/Number 

MONTHLY PETIT JUROR USAGE 
4; Month and Year 

1\ 
" I D , 

2. Office Name/Number 5; If iurors were called for activity In b~nkruptcy 
court this month, mark: o 

3. Prepared By (Name and TelephJone Number) 

JURORS PRESENT FOR· 
VOIR DIRE OR ORIENTATION 

A 

TRAVEL CONTINUED TRIALS 

Not 
Chal· Selected, Jurors 

Number of Trials 
and 

Total Juries Selected Selected lenged Serving, in JUrors Serving on 
Subsequent Days DATE Juries WITH or (Causel or Chal- Travel 

l~s:el~ec:te:dL-T~ri:al~sS~ta~rt:in~g-4~To~ta~l~s~erv~Jn~g~p~er.~m~p~.)~len~g~ed~~S~ta~tu~s-t ____ GG~ __ ~ ____ 1 

8 
9 

10 
13 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 

Total 
(%) 

Cv. 
and 
Cr. 
1 

1 

1 

2 

Cv. Cr. 
2 3 B 

A. 
1 47 

1 47 

1 94 

A 

Trials 

C o E 
Cv. Cr. 

F ,. 2 

Under the New Reporting System 

7 6 34 I 

13 8 26 

20 14 60 
(21.3 (14.~ (63.8 

B=C+D+E F 

OPTIONAL COMPUTATIONS 

1 
1 
1 

3 

G 

1 
1 
1 
1 
4 

1\ 

Ii 
Jurors 

7 
7 
7 

13 
13':) 
13 
13 
73 

H 

Comments 
"X 

0 

" 

Total Available: 
94 jurors 

Total selected as 
a percentage of 
94 available 
jurors: 21.3% 

" 

Total Available: 
167 jurors 

(94 "first dayll 
jurors pJ us 73 
IIcontinued trial" 

, 'jurors) 

Percent of Jurors NOt Selected, Serving, /' 
Or Challen~ed on Voir Dire/Orientation Day 

Average Number of Jurors Present for: 

I Day III I B + F + H Jury r ill I B';' A 1 r -=: E';' B X 100 of L--.J Divided by Seleclion ~ • L ----.::J .J Trial A 2 + A 3 + G , ./ 

\. • • I' R 0' , I n W.shlng\on DC 20544 Mail to: Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts, Stat,st,cal Ana ySIS a~d eporls 'VIS 0 , " , 
Attn: Jury Report. For Inform'ation, call FTS 633·6036 (Area Code 202). 

Prepared by: Stall.tlcal Analys'. ana Report. v. 0 , DI'II:iT n Admlnl.t,allve Office or the U.5. Couna 
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Table 7 provides statistics on overall juror attendance and jury selection day atten­
dance. The total number of available jurors rose 1.4 percent to 640,577, however, this remains 
be,low the 648,929 people called to court in 1981. The number of jury trial days increased from 
35,,263 days to 37,589 days. Criminal trial days rose at a faster rate than civil trial days and 
now account for 56.0 percent of the total. The average number of jurors present for day of 
trial (formerly known as the J.O.I.) was at its lowest level ever at 17.04. 

Of the total 640;577 petit jurors in service this year, 316,821 were present for jury 
sele<~tion and 323~Z5~ were jurors returning for service on continuing trials or jurors in travel 
status. There were 9,769 juries selected from the 316,821 jurors present. The average number 
of jU~'ors present for jury selection was 32.43. The percentage of jurors who were selected was 
30.1 percent, while an additional 32.4 percent were challenged. The remaining 37.4 percent of 
thoSe present for jury selection were not selected serving, or challenged. This last percentage 
includes any jurors who were called to cover anticipated challenges which were, in fact, not exercised. 

Table 7 
U.S. District Courts 

National Petit Juror Service 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1979 through 1983 

Overall JUl'ol' Service 

Jury Trial Days~'"'·: • ~ ............... . 
Percent Criminal ••••••••••••••• 
Percent-":Civil •••••••• " ••••••••• 

" Total Available Jurors ••••••••••••• 
Percent Selected or 

Serving •••••••••••••••••••• 
Percent Challenged ••••••••••••• 
Percent Not Selected 

Serving or Challenged •••••••••• 

Average JUrors Per Day 
of'I'rial •••••.••..••.•••.•••.. 

Jury Selection Day 

Jurors present for Voir Dire ••••••••• 
Percent Selected ••••••••••••••• 
Percent Challenged ••••••••••••• 
Percent Not Selected 

or Challenged ..... ~ ...•......• 

Number of Juries Selected, •••••••••• 

Average Jurors Present 
for Jury Selection ••••••••••••••• 

1979 

28,851 
52.6 
47,4 

565,617 

59.2 
16.2 

24.6 

19.60 

• Includes those jurors in travel status. 
"ote: Dashes indicate comparable data not available. 

32,159 35,596 31),263 
48.7 44.7 44.2 
51.3 55.3 55.8 

605,547 648,929 631,606 

60.9 61.1 61.6 
15.2 15.4 15.6 

23.9 23.4 22.8 

18.83 18.23 17.91 

1983 

37,589 
44.0 
56.0 

640,577 

64.6 
16.0 

19.4 

17.04 

316,821 
30.1 
32.4 

37.4 

9,769 

32.43 

Table 8 su.mmarizes jury selection day activity for each district during the year ended 
June 30, 1983. Again, the change in the reporting of juror statistics has dramatically affected 
the percentages fOl' jurors selected, challenged, and not selected, serving, 01' challenged when 
compared to the overall juror statistics published in previous years. 
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, . N DAYS. JUROR S,TA'llSTlCS FOR SUBSE-THIS TABLE SHOWS JUROR USAGE ONLY FOR ~:UUE~i~~ORH, IS NOT COMPARABLE WITH TABLllS QUHNT DAYS OF TRIAL ARE EXCLUDED. THIS 
FOR PRIOR YEARS. 

Table 8 
U. S. District Courts 

Petit Juror Usage on Days Jurors Were selecte
3
d
o 
f~9~~al 

During the 'l.'welve Month Period Ended June , 
Number of Jurors Present • 1 Numl)'(.r of Trials Starting on the 

Same niiy the Jury Was Selected For Jury Sel~ctionllr Orientation 

Total 
Percent Juries 

Not Selected, Selected 
Percent Percent Percent Percent Serving, or (Civil and 

Total Civil Criminal Selected Challenged Challenged Criminal) District Total 

Total ••••••• 316,821 30.1 32.4 37.4 9,769 7,615 58.3 41.7 

DC .......... 4,822 27.5 29.8 42.7 140 140 78.6 21.4 

1st Gir. 

ME .......... 556 37.2 39.4 23.4 
" 

28 8 87.5 12.5 
MA •••••••••• 7,188 25.2 23.1 51.7 190 188 67.6 32.4 
NH .......... 1,124 32.5 35.1 32.5 33 21 81.1) 19.0 
RI ........... 1,677 57.11 29.0 13.1 III 15 46.7 53.3 
PR •••••••••• 2,009 19.1 27.2 53.7 34 29 51.7 48.3 

2nd Gir. 

CT .......... 2,797 34.9' 45.2 19.9 101 8 62.5 37.5 
NY,N •••••••• 2,432 24.3 22.2 53.4 62 56 67.9 32.1 

53.1 46.9 252 160 11,460 24.2 26.7 49.2 
376 376 64.6 35.4 

NY,E •••••••• 
16,685 22.8 29.2 48.0 NY,S •••••••• 

97 13 46.2 .53.8 3,152 39.6 24.2 36.2 
27 13 61.5 38.5 

NY, W •••••••• 
33.0 27.9 39.0 VT ••••••••••• 569 

3rd Gir. 
II 

31.0~ 17 17 70.6 (:I 29.4 449 35.4 33.6 DE •••••••••• 
171 145 56.6 43.4 7,739 24.0 25.7 49.4 
383 382 76.7 23.3 

NJ ••••••••••• 
29.2 44.5 26.3 

24 62.5 37.5 
PA,E •••••••• 12,487 

50.2. 36.1 13.8 104 
58.5 41.5 

2,160 
136 135 

PA, M •••••••• 
4,416 30.8 47,5 21.6 PA, W •••••••• 

VI ......... " ..... ,. 3,464 38.4, 42.2 19.4 113 17 35.3 64.7 

4th Gir. 

137 132 47.0 53.0 5,421 28.5 41.0 30.6 
B4 37 64.9 35.1 

MD .~ •••••••• 
1,977 51.3 34.2 14.5 

47 27 59.3 40.7 
NC,E ••••••• 

1,014 41.0 38.6 2D.4 
86 81 '6,M 35.8 

NC,M •••••••• 
1,811 55.9 16.3 27.7 

38 57.9 42.1 

NC W2 ••••••• 
60,;3 21.2 18~S 423 

'206 59.7 40.3 

SC~ 3,818 
207 

.......... 
5,175 35;6 32.1 32.4 

96 96 75.0 25.0 
VA,E •••••••• 

37.6 47.6 14.8 
23 17.4 82.6 

VA, W~ ••••••• 2,169 
29.7 38.4 31.9 36 

70.6 29.4 
1,018 

67 51 
WV,N ••••••• 

29.4 38.6 31.9 WV,S3 •••••••• 1,982 

5th Gir. , 

" 20.8 25.5 265 265 79.2 6,172 31i.0 39.5 
22 77.3 22.7 

LA, E ••• ' ••••• 
3G.5 40.2 23.2 22 

79.1 20.9 

LA,M ........ 482 
40.8 88 67 2,794 21.5 31.7 

50 33 72.7 27-.3 

LA, W •••••••• 
1,147 41D.1 38.0 21.9 

56 45 82.2 17.8 

MS, N
2 
........ 

2,105 3.2.5 27.1 40.3 
146 136 55.9 44.1 

MS,S ........ 
23.8 24.7 51.5 

23 82.6 17.4 

TX, N2 ••••••• 6,498 

34.2 i'lll 222 3,605 37.2 28.7 
256 123 72.4 27.6 

TX,E •••.••••• 
9,779 24.8 26.4 48.911 !: 

170 84 41.7 58.3 
TX,S ••••••••• 

5,490 32.3 36.9 30.8: TX, w •••••••• 

6th Gir. 
" 

" 

I 

58.0 69 42.ll 2,909 27.1 33.7 39.2 1/ 7!~ 
81 65.4 34.6 

KY,E •••••••• 
25.9 33.2 40.9 I: 84 

63.4 36.6 
2,997 

265 265 
KY, W •••••••• 

10,483 25.1 3D.7 44.2 ,. 
69 37 70.3 29.7 

MI,E ......... 
33.1 24.7 

42.2/ 
66.7 33.3 

MI,W ........ 1,878 
60.11 87 81 3,956 21.3 18.6 

61 58 69.0 31.0 
OH,N •••••••• 

1,983 31.5 " 28.0 40.51 
115 101 81.2 18.8 

OH, S •••••••• 
2,146 44.0 23.0 32.9 

63 59 61.0 39.0 
TN, E •••••••• 

1,805 35.1 34.1 30.8 
54 52 28.8 71.2 

TN, M •••••••• 
36.1 33.4, 30.4 TN,W •••••••• 1,'161 , 
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" I Table 8 . 

j 
u. S. District Courts 

etlt. JUror Usage on Days Jurors. Were Selected for Trial 
DUring the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 19831 

(continued) 

J' 

1/ Number of JUrors Present 
Number of Trials Starting on the ~!or Jury Selection or Orientation 
Same Day the Jury Was Selected 

f Total 
Percent Juries 

Not Selected, Selected Percent Percent 
,. 

District Serving, or (Civil and Percent Percent 
Total/ Selected Challenged Challenged Criminal) Total Civil 

I: 
, 
!; 
l:rth Cir. 

10,799~ 
Criminal 

~y') 

I' 

ILi:jN~ ••••• , •• 22.2 2\1·5 51.3 230 229 52.8 47.2 
2,139 0 

30.1 311.1 30.8 58 51 37.3 62.7 

IL..:C ......... 
lLI;s ......... 1,880 26.7 4~1.5 29.8 51 40 52.~ 47.5 
Il'!iN .... ; .... 2,137 I 32.6 3QI·2 37.2 67 62 56.!> 43.5 
Il'!; S ••••••••• 1,52611 23.9 2~i·7 48.~ 41 41 70.7 29.3 
Wl, E ••••••••• 1,93~1 29.6 41.9 28.5 54 54 44.4 55.6 
Wi), W ........ 

'43.7 'I 
14.7 61 33 84.8 15.2 

1,04~1 4~i·6 
I, 8th Gir. 

" If 
I, 

I. 2 
;14.4 II AR,E

2 
....... 

2,7~,4. 3~1·8 31.S 89 .. 80 55.0 45.0 
A'R, W ....... 2,1 12 34,7 3'.5 31.8 70 68 85.3 14.7 
lA, N ••••••••• 

1,~l 26.9 2~1.4 45.7 18 
" 

17 94.1 5.9 
lA, S ••••••••• 

34.0 3t·3 2,~.7 '0 

42 39 59.0 41.0 
MN •••••••••• 

4" :I 22.8 31l.8 41.3 87 " Q4 52.4 47.6 
MO, E •• ' •••••• 5,608 28.6 35.3 36.1 177 177 62.7 37.3 
MO, W •••••••• 3,1:23 27.2 40.0 32.8 111 110 65.5 34.5 
NE2••••••••• • 2,,!80 26.9 30.8 42.3 86 48 77.1 22.9 
ND ••••••••• 1,'a56 23.6 3M 39.2 26 26 30.8 69.2 
SD ........... 21:002 30.9 39.4 29.7 58 52 51.9 48.1 

~ 
I 

9th Cir. l/ 
II AK •••••••••• 

,1,035 24.3 23.7 52.0 23 21 42.9 57.1 
Az •••••••••• ;. ,149 29.6 43.0 27.5 81 81 21.0 79.0 
CA,N •••••••• ,,5,400 25.3 35.8 38.9 120 119 37.8 62.2 
CA,E •••••••• /2,638 29.3 26.3 44.3 63 62 17.7 82.3 
CA,C ••.•••.• . 9,421 33.3 29.6 37.1 277 277 41.5 58.5 
CA"S ".'''''' 3,635 24.5 34.5 41.0 74 74 20.3 79.7 
Hr. .......... 1,274 31.3 50.9 17.7 33 25 24.0 76.0 
ID ••••••••••• 807 36.3 40.1 23.5 31 31 67.7 32.3 
MT •••••••••• 1,163 24.7 30.6 44.7 29 24 45.8 54.2 
NV .......... 1,666 26.4 33.4 40.2 40 39 35.9 6U 
OR •••••••••• 

U 2,512 30.5 33.8 35.7 88 88 68.2 31.8 
WA,E •••••••• 1,109 36.2 36.3 27.4 38 30 46.7 53.3 
WA,W •••••••• 2,140 28.1 -30~1 41.8 58 56 39.3 60.7, 
GU •••••••••• 271 19.2 32.5 48.3 4 4 - 100.0 
NMI ........... 103 13.6 68.0 18.'4 2 2 50.0 50.0 10th Gir. 

CO •••••••••• 3,058 29.5 31.6 38.9 101 99. 65.7 34.3 
KS ••••••••••• 2,625 33.1 28.2 38.8 91 88 68.2 31.8 
NM •••••••••• 2,013 39.8 36.2 24.0 88 57 66.7 33.3 
OK, N •••••••• 1,508 35.3 45.2 19.5 61 36 50.0 50.0 
OK,E •••••••• 683 50.2 37.3 12.4 35 15 40.0 60.0 
OK~ W •••••••• 3,021 37.5 33.7 28.8 134 130 79.2 20.8 
UT •••••••••• 1,817 31.9 41.4 .26.7 47 47 55.3 44.7 
WY ••.•••••••• 694 42.5 385 19.0 35 34 7°·6 29.4 

It 

11th Gir. 

AL, N •••••••• 3,535 39.1 36.2 24.7 155 119 61.3 38.7 
.AL, M •• " ••••• 1,122 .52.8 33.0 14.3 65 27 63.0 37.0 
AL,S •••••• '" 1,344 58.3 3'1'.8 3.9 77 20 55.0 45.0 
PL,N ........ 1,553 38.0 31.7 30.3 51 36 25.0 75.0 
FL, M •••••••• 7,050 26.5 29.4 44.1 174 154 41.6 58.4 
PL, S ••••••••• 16,016 23.8 29.5 46.8 304 301 17.3 82.7 
GA, N

2 
•••••••• 5,989 30.9 37.5 31.6 201 173 59.0 41.0 

GA~ M ••••• • '. 1,598 5S,1 3M 16.3 71 58 69.0 31.0 
GA,S ••••••• '. 2,107 40.3 42.6 17.1 101 38 57.9 42.1 

1 This table includes data on jury selection days!!!!!y. Data on juro~ service afte~ the selection day are not included. 
Therefore, a district that selects a jury on one dayand begins the trial at a late!' date will show juror activity but will not show trial activity. 

2 Indicates those districts which have not adopted local rules redUcing the size of civil juries. 
3 Public LIIW 97-471 realigned the boundary betWeen the Northern and Southern Districts of West Virginill. Because the 

Parkersburg office Is now located in West Virginia, Southern all Parkersburg jury activity for the year ended June 30, 19~3 Is Shown in this district. 

Note: Due to rounding, percents may not add to 100.0 percent. 
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u.s. DISTRICT COURTS 

PETIT JUROR SERVICE 
12 MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30,1883 

""OTE: Thirty-two p.eople are pictured because the average number of jurors present for 

jury selection in 1983 was 32.43. 

SELECTED OR SERVING 30.1% 

CHALLENGED = 32.4% 

NOT SELECTED, SERVING, 
OR CHALLENGED = 37.4%* 

• DollS not Include those jurors reported In travel status. .)~= 

16 

\. 

Three distinguishing factors should be noted. First, unlike the selected category of 
prior years, the 1983 selected category no longer includes jurors who returned for a second day 
of trial, third day of trial, etc. Second, since challenges occur on voir dire days only, the 
actual number of challenges during the year is comparable to prior years, but the percent that 
the challenged jurors represent is not comparable. Finally, the not selected, serving, or 
challenged category no longer includes jurors who returned to court to serve on a subsequent 
day of a trial but were not used, nor are jurors who were in travel status to or from court. 

The national average for jurors selected was 30.1 percent with South Carolina reporting 
the highest percentage (60.3 percent). South Carolina's high percentage of jurors selected is a 
result of its extensive use of multiple voir dire (the examination and selection of two or more 
juries from the same panel by one judge). Also, with this practice, South Carolina routinely 
uses small panels of prospective jurors and so, re-uses jurors. This practice, when used 
efficiently, usually has a positive effect on juror statistics. Eight other districts reported 
more than one-half (50.0 percent) of their available jurors in the selected category. 

Puerto Rico reported the smallest percentage of jurors selected with 19.1 percent. This 
was due, in part, to three criminal juries selected in May 1983. A total of 499 jurors were 
called in to serve and only 45 (9.0 percent) were selected. 

An average of 32.4 percent of the jurors present for voir dire or orientation were 
challenged, either peremptorily or for cause. Hawaii reported the highest percentage of 
challenged jurors with 50.9 percent. The Western District of North Carolina reported the 
smallest percentage of challenged jurors with 16.3 percent. 

Jurors Not Selected, Serving, or Challenged 

Jury administrators agree that the not selected, serving, or challenged category is 
where efficiency in juror usage can be improved substantially. From the standpoint of 
Congress and GAO, jurors not selected, serving, or challenged represent citizens' time and 
government's money "wasted." Each litigant, however, is entitled to a certain number of 
challenges during a jury selection as wen as an opportunity to settle in a civil case or plead 

" guilty in a criminal case up to the last minute. Any of these options could result in "wasted" 
jurors. An additional problem arises when jury managers call the appropriate number of jurors 
to cover all anticipated challenges in a case, all anticipated challenges are not exercised, and 
the unchallenged jurors are ultimately reported as not selected, serving, or challenged. 

The Northern District of Ohio reported the greatest percentage (60.1 percent) of jurors 
as not selected, serving, or challenged. In addition, six other districts reported more than 
one-half of their available jurors as not selected, serving, or challenged. Ohio, Northern's 
large percentage of unused jurors was due, in part, to a notorious organized crime case in 
November 1982, which involved multiple defendants. A total of 572 jurors were called for this 
case alone. The selection process lasted six days, as each prospective· juror was required to 
complete a 23 page questionnaire. Excuses were granted during the first five days with selec­
tion beginning on the sixth day. 

Conversely, the Southern District of Alabama reported only 53 jurors (3.9 percent) as 
not selected; less tq.an.one "wasted" juror per jury selected. This is primarily due to its exten­
sive use of the mUltiple voir dire method of selecting juries. 

Trials for approximately 78 percent (7,615) of the 9,769 juries selected started on the 
same day they were selected. South Carolina selected the largest number of juries (423) with 
its use of multiple voir dire. For example, it is not uncommon for more than ten juries to be 
selected on a single day. Only 38 (9.0 percent) of the 423 juries selected started trial on the 
same day they were selected. Conversely, Pennsylvania, Eastern selected 383 juries, with 382 
of them starting trial on the same day. Delaware selected the fewest number of juries with 
17. All 17 trials started on the day the jury was selected . 
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Comparison Qf Juror Usag~:l9'l9 through 1983 

9 'd by district the percentage of jurors selected or serving on jury trials 
Table provl es" 10 shows by district the percentage of 

for the years ended June.30, 1979 thr~ugh 1983. Tab~~centa es ';re based o~ the total number' 
jurors not selected, sel'ymg, or C~allengedh' These ~ailable lor jury selection. These statistics 
of jurors reported; not.Just those J.urors wo were a. ' 
arEt~provided for historIcal comparIsons. ." 
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DistrJct 

National 
Average ••• 

DC .' •••• • V •• 

" 
1st Cir. 

ME •••••••• 
MA •••••••• 
NH •• II ~ •••• 

RI •••••.•••• 
PR ........ 

2nd Cir. 
CT ......... 
NY,N •••••• 
NY,E •••••• 
NY,S ." .... 
NY,W •••••• 
VT ••••••••• 

:ird Cir. 
DE .' ...... ,. 
NJ." .•..... 
PA,E ...... 
PA,M •••••• 
PA, W •••••• 
VI •••••••• " 

4th Cir. 
MD ••••••••. 
NC,E' •••••• 
NC,M •••••• 
NC,W •••••• 
SC ••••••••• 
VA,E ... "., " 
VA, Wl' ••••• 
WV, N ...... 
WV, S1;~ •••• 

5thCir • 

LA, E2' ••••• , 
LA,M •• ' ••• 
LA, W ••• ~ •.• 
MS,-:N •••••• 
MS, S •••••• ; 
TX,N •••• Y. 
TX, E •••••• 
TX, S-•. _ ••• "" 
TX, W •• , •• ,. 

6th CAr. 
KY, E; •• ", 
KY,cW •••••• 
MI, E •••• : •• 
MI, W •••••• , 
OH, N ••••• '. 
OH, S.. ,,""" It, " r,~ 
TN,E " " . " . " 

aTN, Mel' ••••• 
TN, W .' ••••• 

Table 9 
U. S. District Courts 

Percentage of Jurors .Selected or Serving oil Jury Trials 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30., 1979 through 1983 

1979 11980. 11981 11982 11983 District 1979 11980. 
0" :~ 

7th Cir. 0 

59 • .?% 60..9% 61.1% 61.6% 64.6% IL, N' ••••••• 56.6% 6d.6% 

" 
IL, C ....... 55.'1 66.4 

57.0 60..5 61.6 60..0. 63.2 IL, S e,,_ •••• 54.0. 64.3 
IN, N ••••••• 63.5 56.8 
IN, S ••••••• 61.2 62.4 

71.8 75.Q 75.9 72.1 73.8 WI, E •• '~ •••• 70..6 69.2 
68.9 66.0. 63.3 65.3 65.8 WI, W ....... 71.4 76.2 
64.5 74.7 71.5 65.4 74.3 

8th Cir. 81.7 79.1 73.3 82.3 85.0. 
49.1 51.2 39.0. 49.5 51.5 AR,E • •• '0" 59.0. 57.7 

AR,W •••••• 62.6 66.9 
lA, N ••••••• 61.9 64.0 

74.0 77.9 72.3 63.8 69.5 lA, S ••••••• 61.4 63.1 
54.2 63.0 70..2 59.5 61.7 MN •••••••• 59.9 61.1 
59.0. 54.0. 55.7 57.2 62.2 MO, E •••••• 57.3 58.8 
52.4 49.2 51.4 56.1 62.0 MO, W •••••• 56.6 68.4 
70.1 70..0. 78.3 75.1 75.1 NE ........ 49.7 50..9 
57.3 70.8 65.2 74.6 79.0. ND ••• 0 •• • •• 55.3 55.6 

SD ••••••••• 56.9 54.4 

64.8 " 81.7 9th ' Cir. 67.2 71.2 63.1 
67.0 72.6 70.7 67.3 64.7 AK •••••• to. 38.0. 63.1 
45.9 50..3 59.9 60..1 64.0. AZ . ~ ...... 59.5 63.3 
75.2 69.1 77.2 78.1 76.0. CA,N ••••••• 65.6 65.1 
53.9 64.9 62 •. 8 1:19.0. 69.4 CA, E •••••• 59.4 58.4 
59.0. 58.2. 63.4- . 58.5 63.4 CA; C •••••• 57.5 63.3 

< CA, S ...... 58.7 49.5 
HI ••••••••• 51.2 59.3 

59.6 55.7 54.1 56.7 67.1· ID ••••••• ' •• 61.0. 60..8 
62.4 76.5 75.8 72.8 74.7 MT •••••••• 55.9 51.3 
77.1 76.1 71.5 70..8 71.9 NV " ....... 55.1 55.7 
75.2 69.1 77.2 78.2 75.0. OR •• '," .,' •• 56.2 62.6 
72.2 74.8 79.5 80..2 82.3 WA,E •••••• 60..6 63.7 ' 
52.5 55.8 55.2 53.3 54.5 WA,W •••••• 57.0. 61.8 
51.9 50..6 53.0 52.0. 53.7 GU'" ••••••• 57.1 24.9 
46.8 514.0. 56.8. 52.2 55.3 NMI ... ,_ ... 18.2 26.0 
60..7 68.7 68.1 63.5 65.1 

10th Gir. 0 

co .,," It"". If , 60..7 62.4 
56~8 51.1 51.3 56.3 60..8 KS ••••••••• 65.5 '68.5 
27.7 ;::, 49.7 43.7 64.2 56.5 \' NM .• "",, .... 62.9 68.9 
55.1 50..4 53.2 50.4 50.4 :.}"'OK, N •• ~_ .: •• 66.8" 68.7 
65.8 58." 58.2 59.2 70..6 OK, E •• : ... 69.6" 79.5 
55.1 53.2 54.5 55.3 62.0. OK, W ••••• ·• 76.3 74.5 
61.2 66~3 55.8 ' 55.3 . 60..2 UT ,,'. " " " " " . 65.5 73.1 
60..3, 67.2 6D~1 62.1 64.3 WY •••••••• 7,1.4' 72.3 
62.lf 60..6 65.8 61.7 54.9 
56.2 59.5 62.0 59.4 66.3 11th Gir. 

, AL, N """." .. 54.6 >,53.3 
AL,M •••••• 73.0. 72.3 

68.2 70.1 60..9 55.2 .61.6 AL, S ••••• \. 68.5 76.2 
50..0 43.2 51.6 43.8 53.3 FL,N " " " " " " 61.7 57.5 
62.3 66.4 57.8 60..9 66.5 FL, M •••••• 68.6· 68.2 
64.1 73.0 61.~ 63.2 64.6 FL, S."""" .. ,, 52.6 52.7' 
66.4 0 54.2 55.1 67.9 63.2 GA, N •••••.• 5702 61.0. 
67.4 64,0 60.7 65.9 64.1 GA, M •••••• 62.7 66.2 
61.4 71.9 71.9 62.6 66.4 GA,S .. " " " " 70..3 69.7 
58.5 48.5 50..1 49.7 61.6,0 
65.1 .~9.7 67.7 70..0. 71.1 

11981 11982 1 1983 

58.3% 60..7% 63.6% 
52.5 63.7 62.8 
60..5 52.1 55.8 
55.9 46.7 fe' 5 
57.5 64.3 6".7 
58.7 60..5 61.0. 
70..8 74.7 69.5 

60..0. 55.9 52.5 
61.6 62.5 59.6 
58.0 57.3 59.8 
66.8 68.2 66.3 
71.4 59.5 67.2 
55.3 59.4 57.7 
63.1 56.5 59.6 
56.9 45.5 57.4 
58.5 65.0. 53.9 
53.1 54.8 58.3 

43.9 53.4 51.4 
62.3 60..7 68.3 
65.9 65.3 69.4 
65.4 60..4 62.6 
64.4 66.4 71.0. 
58.3 " 59.6 6e;:.:'3 
59.7 72.2 70.2 
63.0. 62.5 64.6 
56.3 51.8 42.0 
43.6 66.8 60..5 
63.6 60.0. 61.2 
62.9 55.7 62.0. 
58.5 66.7 63.4 

- 25.1 48.5 
21.1 50..4 38.6 

68.5 69.2 63.4 
68.5 65.4 67.7 
71.8 71.0. 68.2 
67.8 61.7 70..2 
72.0. 83.0 71.9 
76.6 68.6 64.1 
ITD.3 72.6 70..8 
67.9 71.6 71.9 

54.1 59.4 62.6 
76.9 75.10 74.2 
78.2 78.6 80.0. 
65.9 72.8 65.3 
66.7 64.3 65.9 
53.2 54.8 60.7 
57.6 58.5 64.9 
6,7.9 69.2 71.7 
75.3 65.3 67.0. 

~ 

o 1 Public taw 97-171 re!lligned the boundary between the Northern and Southern Districts of West Virginia. Because the 
P~I<~rsburg. ~ffice Is now located in West Virginia, Southern, ~Il Parkersburg jury activity during 1983 is shown in this 
dIstrIct. (I " ' 

2 Data for 1979 was under reported; . '" 
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Table 10 
U. S. District Courts 

Percentage of Jurors Not Selected, Serving or Challenged 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30,1979 through 1983 

District 1979 11980 11981 j1982 J 1983 ' District 1979 J 1980 11981 11982 11983 
'-' 

National 7th Cir. 
Average ••• ' 24.6% 23.1% 22.7% 21.9% 18.5% IL, N ~ •••••• 30.4% 26.9% 29.7% 26.1% 24.0% 

IL, C. , •• 0 •• 21.7 16.0 28.7 17.8 16.4 
DC •••••••• 28.5 25.5 25.7 24.5 21.7 IL, S •• 0" • 27.1 17.8 18.0 25.0 17.7 

IN, N ••••••• 23.9 28.6 29.0 34.8 19.6 1st Cir. IN, S ••••••• 23.5 23.7 29.3 20.1 23.1 
ME •••••••• 14.0 9.4 6.1 8.0 8.8 WI, E ••••••• 13.9 14.4 15.8 20.6 15.8 
MA •••••••• 22.3 23.6 26.0 24.6 23.7 WI, W . ..... 8.4 4.7 10.3 4.6 7.3 
NH •••••••• 20.7 9.8 12.3 14.9 12.4 

8th Cir. RI ••••••••• 6.0 2.0 10.3 5.7 4.7 
PR ........ 38.0 24.2 32.6 23.4 23.2 AR, E •••••• 19.9 19.9 16.5 21.2 22.2 

AR,W •••••• 7.5 11.1 13.8 17.7 19.7 2nd Cir. lA, N ••••••• 21.0 13.8 18.4 21.8 21.0 
CT ........ 8.7 5.7 12.0 16.7 9.3 lA, S ••••••• 21.6 20.1 14.9 15.4 14.8 
NY,N •••••• 38.4 29.9 20.0 31.2 27.0 MN· •••••••• 24.5 24.2 15.2 25.8 16.9 
NY,E •••••• 24.0 30.4 29.8 29.7 24.5 MO,E •••••• 21.3 21.5 26.6 18.2 21.4 
NY, S ...... 31.5 35.2 33.4 30.8 23.6 MO,W •••••• 17.7 16.2 15.4 22.3 18.2 
NY, W •••••• 18.5 20.1 13.4 15.8 14.9 NE • •• • ••• 111 30.6 28.3 19.9 38.9 21.3 
VT ••••••••• 32.0 19.3 23.6 16.8 12.0 (\ ND .....•.• 23.4 13.6 15.3 9.5 20.3 

SD ......••• 25.9 ~2.5 20.9 16.8 16.4 3rd Cir. 
DE 13.9 11.4 18.7 25.6 8.B 9th Cir. ........ 
NJ ••••••••• 21.9 16.4 17.9 21.8 23.2 AK •••••••• 52.5 20.1 3B.7 25.5 29.B 
PA,E ..... . 35.1 31.6 19.5 17.9 13.1 AZ ........ 19.8 16.0 17.0 16.0 12.0 
PA, M •••••• 7.1 13.1 7.9 7.1 6.6 CA, N •••••• 21.8 21.6 21.5 21.1 15.9 
PA, W •••••• 26.7 10.9 16.8 9.6 8.9 CA,E •••••• 25.2 28.2 20.3 21.3 21.9 
VI ••••••••• 17.6 ;14.B 15.1 21.7 11.5 CA, C •••••• 32.8 25.7 23.8 20.7 14.9 

CA,S ...... 24.2 31.2 26.7 22.5 18.0 4th Cir. HI .••• "' ••.• 4.2 9.3 5.2 6.6 7.7 
MD •••••••• 23.1 27.6 25.0 23.9 13.5 ID ••••••••• 19.6 19.7 10.2 12.5 10.3 
NC, E •••••• 23.6 14.3 12.6 11.9 7.5 MT •••••••• 30.9 23.6 16.6 18.8 2,4.9 
NC, M •••••• 8.1 11.4 8.2 11.4 9.4 NV •••••••• 27.9 24.3 40.7 22.3 21.3 
NC, W •••••• 16.4 10.1 11.5 13.4 15.7 OR •••••••• 24.1 18.2 16.3 20.1 19.4 
SC ••••••••• 15.4 13.5 8.6 8.8 7.7 WA, E •••••• 19.3 18.1 18.0 25.4 14.9 
VA,E ...... 17.0 14.7 15.7 20.9 22.B WA, W •••••• 25.6 18.0 23.8 15.4 18.1 
VA, WI •••••• 9.1 12.2 5.0 12.1 10.9 GU ......... 30.5 54.7 100.0 64.9 30.8 
WV, N ••••• 24.3 16.1 19.0 22.4 20.0 NMI . ' ...... 63.4 31.4 51.7 26.1 13.1 
WV, Sl •••••• 19.1 15.0 15.6 16.4 15.7 " 

10th Cir. 
5th Cir. CO ....•.•• 20.8 14.3 11.9 11.0 19.5 

LA, E
2 
•••••• 20.9 28.1 • 26.6 21.4, 15.3 KS ••••••••• 19.6 17.0 18.2 17.5 18.0 

LA, M ••••• 33.2 23.3 39.1 19.3 15.9 NM •••••••• 19.0 8 • ., 6.2 7.3 10.3 
LA, W •••••• 27.1 29.7 26.3 31.8 27.9 OK,N •••••• 21.5 15.9 ,1,5.1 2.0.3 9.0 
MS, N •••••• 12.9 18.4 22.1 16.2 10.7 OK, E •••••• 9.7 1.1 5.9 0.2 6.4 
MS, S ••••••• 30.2 28.5 25.0 30.0 2h6 OK, W •••••• 8.1 8.9 5.8 12.3 16.4 
TX, N •••••• 24.4 22.0 30.9 31.8 26.8 UT •••••••• 14.2 7.9 8.0 6.9 10.4 
TX,E · ..... 22.5 16.8 " 20.5 17.3 19.3 Wy .•••••••• 14.7 13.6 14.8 12.7 9.3 
TX, S ••••••• 24.2 25.9 19.3 22.0 29.3 

11th Cir. TX,W •••••• 26.7 24.6 21.6 24.3 15.1 
AL, N •••••• 23.9 22.6 20.4 15.7 13.4 6th Cir. , AL,M •••••• 14.5 8.0 5.7 7.6 7.5 

KY, E •••••• 20.7 18.0 25.1 25.2 20.6 AL, S ........ 17.7 4.3 3.2 2.5 1.4 
KY, W •••••• 32.0 37.1 32.4" 32.9 25.7 FL, N •••••• 20.7 23.0 17.8 11.2 16.9 
MI, E .••.••• 26.2 23.1 .30.4 26.3 19.7 FL, M •••••• 16.1 17.9 19.0 20.3 20.4 
MI, W · ..... 23.5 15.7 24.3 21.4 21.7 PL, s ....... 32.0 34.5 32.2 29.3 24.1 
OH, N •••••• 22.9 35.3 33.2 24.8 27.7 GA, N •••••• 24.2 21.9 24.1 24.6 16.0 
OH,S • 0 •••• 15.7 22.7 24.1 19.0 18.5 GA,M ••• " •• ~ 15.1 13.5 10.1 7.6 9.8 
TN,.E · ..... 23.8 17.1 17.1 25.0 19.8 GA, S •••••• 11.1 7.4 6.6 10.2 9.3 
TN, M •••••• 27.1 40.6 37.9 35.2 18.2 
TN, W •••••• 16.7 12.6 16.4 15.2 13.8 

1 Public Law 97-471 realigned the boundary between tile Northern and Southern Districts of West Virginia. Because the 
Parkersburg Office is now located in West Virginia, Southe~n. all Parkersbu~gjury activity during 1983 is shown in this 
district. 

2 Data for 1979 was under reported. 

NOTE: Data for 1980 through 1983 excludes jurors in travel status. 
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Juror Usage Check Sheet 

The following Juror Usage Check Sheet lists 14 factors which' have an affect on juror 
statistics. Communication between the AO and the U.S. Qistrict,. courts identified these 
factors as juror usage problems encountered by district court personnel. Each of the 94 
district courts has variations of local rules and implements different practices regarding juror 
administration. This listing, therefore, is not meant to include all possible factors affecting a 
district's juror usage, but it can be used as a starting point to isolat~ and study individual 
aspects of a district's juror usage program. Once a court determines which practices or cOhdi­
tions exist in its juror program, it may discover areas needing modification. As a result, the 
court may implement new procedures improving the efficiency of its juror~anagement. 
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CHECK SHEET ON JUROR USAGE FACTORS THAT M"AY HAVE AN EFFECT 
ON JUROR STATISTICS 

POSITIVE FACTORS 

Good cooperation and communication 
between 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 
permits. 

Use of multiple voir tlires 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 omnibus 
hearings for criminal defendants. 

A predominantly civil trial calendar -
70 percent or ,/TIore of all jury trials. 

:,0 

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

Stipulation by counsel to waive alter­
nate jurors or verdicts by 12 or 6.' 

No highly publicized trials and few 
multiple defendant criminal cases. 

I . ADVERSE FACTORS 

CD Poor cooperation and communication ... I b~lween judges and court personnel. 

® A large number of places of holding 

D 
D": 

(~. 

I court with jury trial activity. 

® Each judge using a separate jury 

I 
panel. 

All judges beginning 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 °

1

, to the jury pool for further use on 
another trial. 

(6' Use of voir dire panels larger than 
v::./ recommended. l Use of civil juries of tWelve or more 
\.!) members. 

®' Excessive use of peremptory 
challenges. 

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

I Little or poor use of p;~trial hearings 
@) or omnibus h~arings. 

A predominantly criminal trial calen­
@ dar -70 percent or more of all jury. 

trials. 

No back up trials set so that a jury 

D 

D 

Er 

D 

D 
[j 

{] 

D 

D 

@ panel for a case is sent home unused if D 
this case does not go forward. 

Use of alternates in all cases with n~) 
@ attempt to obtain waiver of their use. D 

One or more highly publicized trials' or 
multiple defendant criminal cases D 

@ requiring extra-large panels for jury . 
I selection. 

Note: Factors are randomly listed with no order as to significance. 
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JUROR COSTS 

(;The following expenditures are b d' . 
courts to the AD. These expenditur~s ~e on vouch.ers sUbml~ted by clerks of U.S. district 
courts do' not SUbmit their vouchers immedl~aSttelbye. cftonsl~ered est!mates, however, because the 

, . a er Juror serVICe. 

I)~Jring the year ended June 30 1983 a . 
gralld jurors. Of this total $11 376 200 ri;r~XlmatelY )$39,876,500 was spent for petit and 
$28,500,300 (71.5 percent) wa~ s en't fo; e· .' percent was spen~ for grand jurors and 
percentage of total juror expendilures for ~t~~~~rors. T~le accomp~nymg chart illustrates the 

, ance, Inl eage, subSIstence, and other costs. 

HOW JUROR DOLLARS WERE SPENT 

IN.THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

TOTAt JUROR EXPENDITURES: $ 39,876,500 

Attendance - 4 7;~O % 

"'-... 

Grand· Juror Expenditures: 
$ 11,376,200 

Attendance - 18.1 % 
I () 

. ....- Subsistence-
3~3% 

- Mileage-
6.4%" 

'IIIII~IIIIIIIIIIII, ~her - 5.0% 

Petit Juror Expenditures: 
$ 28,500,300 

Subsistence - 3.9% 
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Mileage -15.6% 
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GRAND JUROR COSTS 

, , Total payments for grand juror service amounted to $11,376,200, an increase of almost 
8.0 percent qver the 1$10,542,300 spent in 1982. Table 11 divides grand juror payments into the 
categories OL attendance, mileage, subsistence, and other. Jurors (excluding Federal 
employees) are paid an attendance fee of $30 per day. Att~,ndance fees rose approximately 9.0 
percent to $7 ,223,800, accountin~ for 63.5 percent of the total amount expended for grand 
jurors. Mileage' and toll expenseS accounted for $2,557,000 (22.5 percent), while $1,331,100 
(11. 7 percent) was spent on SUbsistence. Miscellaneous expenses, including parking, telephone 
costs, and refreshments, accounted for $264,300 (2.3 percent) of the total. 

Table 11 
U. S. District Courts 

National Grand Juror Payments 
During the Twelve Month Period~ Ended.·Jtme30, 1979 thro\Jgh 1983 

(Estimated Figures) , 
, lL 

Grand Juror 
Payments 1979* 1980* 1981*' 

., 1982 " 

:::!: I " 

Fi 
., " 

Total Payments •••• $6,730,500 $8,862,900. $10,310,700<, $10,542,300 ' 

Attendance .•.••.... 4,925,600 6,141,300 6,541,400 6,61~,OOO 

Subsist~nce •••• 9 •••• 
403,200 629,500 1,029,700 1,220,900 

Mileage ............ e -
" 1,389,000 2,036,500 2,684;'500 2,461,900,. 

, Other e • • ~ • • • • • • ~ • ..1: 12,700 55,600, 55,200 246.500 .' 
:: It 

" 

1983 
" 

,. 

$i~J376,200 

7,223,800 
1,331,100 
2,557,000 

264,300 

(' j;'" '-,;, 

* Expenditure data for the years 1979 through 198.1 was underreported byapproximately five 
percent. Comparisons between 1983 and previo,us years, therefore, must be made with 
cautiorr.' ;, '::h" 

." 

" Table 12 presents grand juror expenditures by district. ' New' York, Southern spent the 
most in 1983, paying approximately' $851~776 .for grand jurors. New Jersey §pent$634,615 for ", 
grand jurors. Together, these two districts accounted for 13.1 percent of the total a~ount 
expended for grand jurors. The average cost per grand juror session in 1983. was $1,020 and the 
average cost per grand juror day was $51. ' .. 

<\ 

\! 
,j;' ~. 

to ~, 
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TABLE 12 

ESTIMATED GIIANO .JURe 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

II EXPENDITURE BR::AKDOWN FOR THE YEAR ~NDEO JUNE 30, 1983 

PERCENUGE OF ESTIMATEC PERCENTAGE OF ESTHATED 
TOTAL E~PENDITURE Fail •• TOTAL EXPENDITURE FORI .. 

EST. TOTAL ATTEND-l MILE-ISUBSIST-I 
DISTRICT exPENDITURE ANCE ,AGE ENCE eTHER 

EST. TOTAL ATTEND-I ~ILE-ISUBSIST-I 
DISTRICT fXPE~.DITURE AHeIl A~E EIICE OTHER 

c. 

feTAL •••••• 11,376,190 63.5 22.5 11.7 2.3 7TH CIR. 

DC •••• · ••••••• 249,8.73 91.6 8.3 0.1 - IL,N ••••••••• i 
JL,C.o ••••••• 

335,235 78.3 19.2 1.1 1.4 
61,256 48.0 32.6 16.2 ~.l 

lST CI~. IL,S •••••••• ~ 

"E ........... 

59,084 52.6 23.4 23.9 0.1 

34,640 57.9 n.a •• 6 
IN;H •••••••• ~ 87,208 43.8 19.7 

3.8 IN.S ••••••••• 
!!.! 3.1 

120,237 48.2 24.9 26.9 -",.o'!'_ •...•.. 328.228 
NH ............. 

76.0 2A.O - - wIfe ••••••••• 
SO. 942 57.4 26.1 15.9 

110.658 42.8 23.0 

RI ••••••••••• 32.119 81.6 15.0 
0.6 .. 1, ........... 65,552 37·2 

29.6 4.7 

0.4 !.o 
22.6 :!!.9 6.3 

P~ ........... 1111>.306 4!.0 14.4 36.6 1.0 8TH ClfI. 

nt CI~. AR,E ........... 60,SOI 44.1 24.9 28.2 2.7 
AR,W •••••••• 4' 28,112 3S.1 2~.7 33.6 2.6 

CT ••••••••••• 73,920 76.2 18.0 0.1 5.7 lA,NIt •••••••• 16,513 51.2 26.9 20.3 1.5 
NY.~ •• ••••••• 102.256 67.8 2e.2 O.~ 3.1 lA,S ••••••••• 31,666 64.8 19.5 13.0 2.7 
NY. E ••••••••• 483,883 78.6 H.9 - 1.5 fIIN ••••••••••• 125,191 45.3 11.8 37.6 5.3 
Ny,S ••••••••• 851,776 19.2 H.4 - 1.3 "O.E ••••••••• 66.163 64.6 22.6 10.s 1.9 
Hi','- ••••••••• 162,327 76.6 19.3 - 4.1 MO, k ••••••••• 102,857 49.0 ZO." 29.4 1.2 
YT ••••••••••• 72,800 61.7 27.0 8.5 2.G NE ••••••••••• 76,711 39.0 20.6 40.4 -NO ••••••••••• n.266 34.5 26.0 35.8 3.7 

3~C CH. so ••••••••••• 83,861 36.0 25.9 !S.1 -
DE ••••••••••• 27,020 74.3 
NJ ........... 634.615 

20.5 - 5.2 9TH CIR. 
78.6 21.2 0.1 0.1 '.' 

PAtE •••••• " •• 331.040 69.9 2!.4 r!t.3 2.5 Ak ............ 24.150 :47.2 12.7 23.e R6.3 
PA.,. ••••••••• 107,931 63.5 29.1 2.2 5.2 AZ ••••••••••• 110,113 56.2 26.0 14.4 3.4 
PA, ............ 190.754 54.8 21.0 21.4 2.8 CAtH ••••••••• 190,754 65.7 28.8 5.4 0.1 
Vl. ............ - - - - - .CA.E .......... 

4TH CI~. 
CA,e ••••••••• 

85,711 49.6 27.6 21.8 1.0 

CA,S ••••••••• 
446,538 # ,a., 28.4 11.4 1.7 
177,637 73.6 19.4 1.2 5.8 

HI ••••••••••• 43,853 7~.7 12.~ 3.6 4.3 
HO ••••••••••• 197.389 58.5 2~.9 4.1 7.4 10 ••••••••••• 14,439 40.3 26.9 ~1.1 1.7 
PwC,f ••••••••• 47,572 
NC ............ 

72.8 21.0 - 0.2 
38.515 62.9 30.2 

"T .••••••••••• 39.167 
6.8 - NV ••••••••••• 

35.1 30.9 33.4 0.6 
120;626 76.8 n.3 5.9 -Ne • ., ••••••••• 34,695 62.3 31.5 0.1 - OR ••••••••••• 152,110 "4.8 24.2 28.6 2.2 

SC •••• ., •••••• 87,54~ 44.2 25.0. 30.8 - WA.E ••••••••• 59,239 40.2 26.0 32.3 1.5 
VA.E ••••••••• 140.148 6~.2 25.4 1.6 3.8 WA.W ••••••••• 162,240 50.8 17.9 26.8 4.S 
VA,h ••••••••• 50,040 42.2 21.1 30.5 6.2 GU ............ 10,4~8 89.1 10.7 - 0.2 
WV ............. 83,900 42.0 19.0 37.1 109 ""I .......... - - - - -
WV.S· ••••••• ~ .• 82,273 74.0 23.4 104 '1.2 

10TH CJR. 
5TH CIP. 

L •• E ••••••••• r....~ ~. 136,893 64.' 28.2 
Ct ••••••••••• 182,684 41.S 

lA ........ o ••• 36,521 - 7.3 .:S ••••••••••• 
15.1 40.! 2.8 

81.5 17.e - 0.7 
68.940 50.0 27.9 21.5 

NN ••••••••••• 
0.7 

74,349 34.' !l.e 33.4 0.3 
LA .............. 105,516 52.1 2!5.! 22.0 0.4 ·OK.N ••••••••• 18,799 75.2 24.8 - -
MS.t\ ••••••••• 33,Ul 47.6 31., 14.5 0.4 OK,e •••••• o •• 21,986 4e.2 32.4 19.3 0.1 
MS.! •••••.•••• 95,116 36.3 14.3 
TJ(.,.· .......... 94,365 

48.2 1.3 Of(,W·-:I!' ••••••• 
65.0 ZCM.! 5.6 

18,158 , !il.0 17.8 - UT •••••••• "' •• 58,218 
28.9 2.3 

62.8 19.8 13.4 4.0 
lX.E ••••••••• 40,re4 55.3 19.3 la.3 7.0 "y ..... ., ..•.. 14,2~~ 75.7 14.9 6.8 2.5 
TX,S ••••••••• 118,484 68.3 22.4 1.4 7.9 
TX, ............ 147,924 65.4 22.5 6.5 5.6 nTH elR. 

AL,H ••••••••• 59,631 "4.5 19.7 33.0 2.9 
6TIt UF. ~L," ••••••••• 40.926 50.3 25.1 24.2 0.4 

Ky.,E ••••••••• 92,441 70.2 27.3 
,; A_L_.S ••••••••• 34,676 54.2 

tty ... · ••••••••• 40,936 - 2.6 ~L·~·N •••••• ~ •• 
20.3 15.1 2.3 

M! ,E •• ••••• ~. 
77.6 20.2 - 2.2 

100,652 48.2 ~5o.5 2'.4 

MI.k ••••••••• 
2~.980 69.9 29.2 o.a 

"· ... L.M ••••••••• 214.579 56.0 21.6 
1.0 

n.uo - FL •. S.oa ••••••• 
aG.! 2.1 

othN .......... 207,744 
52.5 26.8 16.4 4.3 GA,H ••••••••• 

407,286 77.1 17.0 3.2 2.8 

OH.S ••••••••• 
54.4 2i.~ le.6 ... 4 

156,469 58.5 22 •• 1'.2 

130,073 5".iI 
G.,M ••••••••• 

!.5 

T ... E ••••••••• 39,139 6i.7 
27.9 16.6 1.2 GA,S ••••• ~ ••• 

54,423 ".6 22.8 32.5 -
2e.4 0.1 2.9 

.~,137 36.4 10.9 21.2 4.5 

TN." ••••••••• ,)2,794 63.2 34.5 - 2.3 
TN ... · ••••••••• iI4.3G6 73.6 23.0 - 3.4 

• DUE TC ~OUI\!I7NG TO THE NEAREST DECIMAL I'tINT, PERCENTAGES MAV NOT AD~ TO 100.0 PEACENT. 
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PETIT JUROR COSTS 

As shown in Table 13, approximately $28,500,300 was expended for petit jurors during 
1983. Attendance fees of $30 per day (excluding Federal employees) accounted for 
$12,746,600 (65.8 percent) of the total. Mileage expenditures have declined since 1981; 
primarily due to the December 1981 reduction in the mileage allowances from 22.5 cents per 
mile to 20 cents per mile. Mileage costs still acc;!ount for $6,210,600 (22.6 percent) of the 
total, while $1,550,100 (5.4 percent) was spent on subsistence. The largest increase (20.5 
percent) was in the aIrJ>unt spent for other expenses, which are primarily for the comfort and 

convenience of the jurors. 

Table 13 
U. S. District Courts 

National Petit Juror Payments " 
Durihg the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1979 through 19.83 

(Estima ted Figures) . 

Petit ,Juror 
Payments 1979* 1980* 1981* 1982 1983 

, 

Total Payments •••• $18,863,500 $24,759,200 $27,41SAOQ $28,355,500 $28,500,300 

Attendance ..•••••.. 14,241,900 17,076,400 18,279,700 18,863,400 18,746,600 

Subsistence •.••..••. 563,900 783,700 1,090,600 1,394,800 1,550,100 

Mileage ............ 3,675,100 5,418,100 7 ,139~300 6,443,500 6,210,600 

382,600 1,481,000 905,800 1,653,800 1;993,000 

Other ............. 
* Expenditure data for the years 1979 through 1981 w,as underreported by approximately five 

percent. Comparisons between 1983 and previous years, therefore, must be made with 

caution. 

Table'14 provides petit juror expenditures by district. Five districts spent in excess of 
$1,000,000 for petit juror services, with the southern District of New York reporting the 
largest amount ($1,421,345). The average cost per jury trial day was $758 and the average 

cost per juror day was $44. 

\ 
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TABL. 1~ 
u.s. DISTRICT COURTS 

ESTIHATE D PETIT JU~CR EXPENDITURE BREAKDOWN FOR THE YEAR ENDED JUNE 3D. 1983 

PE~CEHTAGE Of ESTIHATED PERCENTAGE OF EST1~TED 
f---::: TOTAL EXPENDITURE fOR'· 

DISUICT 
EST. TCTAL ATTENo-l MILlO-rUBSIST-11 ' 

TOTAL EXPENOITURE FOR'. 

EXPENDITURE 

" 

A~CE AGE ENe! OTHER 
EST. TOTAL ATTENo-l "ILE-I SUBSI ST"'I, DISTRICT EXPF.NDITURE ANCE AGE ENCE'~ oTHEft 

TCTAL •••••• 28.500.291 65.8 21.8 5.4 . 7.0 7TH tiR. 

DC ••••••••••• 259.91~ 114.0 e.l 0.1 1.3 1t..N ••••••••• 923.523 T3.2 19.0 0.2 1.6 
IL.C ••••••••• 194.788 60.5 32.1 2.~ ~.5 

1ST tlR. IL,S ••••••••• 1580196 61.7 1l1.e 4.5 2.0 
IH,N ••••••••• 18~.O73 71.7- 18.9 0.7 E.7 

.. E ............ 75.739 &0.3 25.0 7.1 7.6 IN.S ••••••• lII. 164.206 61.6 22.2 3.9 12.2 
HA ••••••••••• 6"1.976 ,73.1 

. NH ••••••••••• 156.457 
21.7 - '.2 NI,E ••••••••• 

RJ ••••••••••• 
58.2 31.~ 6',4 

161.161 

PR&I ... ~ ........ 
Ill.H6 76.11 13.9 

3.5 Wl, ....... ~ ••• 77.327 
61.2 15.3 2.0 H.s 

!63.155 41.2 
- .;':: 

65.1 22.1 6.3 t.5 

11.1 34.4 • aTH ,CIR. 

2~C CIJ. AR,e ••••••••• 206.733 66.0 25.1 4.6 4.3 
AR, ........... 157.191 72.5 25.1 0.6 1.1 

CT ............ i52.819 75.2 11.7 0.3 5.8 IA,N ••••••••• 16.259 55.6 26.9 13.0 4.4 
Ny .. " ••••••••• 232.149 69.1 22.1 2.2 6.7 lA,S ••••••••• 1 .... 959 62.9 28.~ 6.0 2.7 
NY.f ••••••••• ~OS.93B 76.1 l'i.2 - 4.7 "N ••••••••••• 507.332 59.3 18.0 15.7 7.0 
Ny.S ••••••••• 1.421.345 72.7 l~.! - 7.S HO,E ••••••••• ~0 •• 24 70.2 23.9 (1.5 5.5 
Ny ............ 319.537 72.2 20.2 0.3 7.3 MO,W ••••••••• 286.324 70.2 23.3 0.7 '.9 
VT ••••••••••• 93.554 63.9 2!.2 3.7 9.2 HE ••••••••••• 255.730 '4.9 23.3 20.1 1.7 

NO ••••••••••• 164.771 !l0.7 20.5 15.5 1~.3 
3U CI~. so ••••••••••• 172.6Be 5~.4 29.0 "'.5 1.1 

OE ••••••••••• 53.6~4 eO.6 15.3 - ~.1 9TH CI~. 
NJ ........ "' .... !94.5n 61.7 23.6 - 14.8 
PA.E ••••••••• 1.081,515 66.6 20.9 9.1 3.4 AK ••••••••••• 109.618 49.0 U.B 20.6 18.6 
9A ............ U!,205 65.e 24.~ 1.8 7.5 AZ ............ 295.774 69.~ 21.4 3.4 5.9 
PA, ........... 4B8.611 61.7 21.3 11.3 5 •• CA,N ••••••••• 600.205 68.0 23.3 1.7 7.0 
VI ••••••••••• 202.3n 73.6 4.3 0.1 22.0 CA,E ••••••••• 287,249 5~.1 29.5 14.0 2.4 

CA,C ••••••••• 1,191.080 53.4 2~.5 11.4 10.f 
4TH CIA. CA,S ••••••••• 363.465 70.5 18.8 1.6 9.2 

HI ••••••••••• U8.84e 69.2 11.6 l!.O f.2 "D ........... 599. ~.4 55.7 25.! 0;.3 9.7 10 ••••••••••• 76.325 53.9 23.8 21.1 1.2 
Nt ,~ ••••••••• 182.996 69.9 26.5 0.5 3.2 "1 ........... 136.6U 46.3 31.8 20.7 1.2 
NC • ., ••••••••• 113.091 60.2 32.7 5.2 2.0 'N •• .......... 137.023 74.2 15.7 3.5 t.7 
NC.Ia ••••••••• 123.185 76.9 23.1 - - OR ••••••••••• 199.23~ 66.~ 21.7 5.6 6.3 
SC ••••••••••• !!Z5.1ZC 50.6 27.9 12.5 9.0 WA,E ••••••••• 97.085 60.8 20.~ 12.1 6.0 
VA,' ••••••••• 261.H6 71.4 24.~ 0.4 3.3 WA, ........... 239.7eB '61.2 le.2 12.2 e.4 
v"-,w ••••••••• 
.. v,,, ••••••••• 

146.075 64.~ 23 .. 5 
105.548 67.4 

1 ... 10.7 Gu •••••• ~ •••• 
24.9 ~.9 2.8 H ... I •••••••••• 

13.801 81.5 10.1 
5.409 

- 8.5 
92.6 ~.2 - !.2 

.. v,s ••••••••• 152.771 76.6 n.5 2.1 1.0 
10TH CU. 

5Tt CIA. , 
CQ ••••••••••• 274.616 56.7 16.5 9.4 17.3 

LA ,E ••••••••• 4U.811l 65.6 25.4 0.2 '.9 kS •••••••• e •• 226.874 68.7 23.2 !I.9 2.2 
LA." ••••••••• 24,890 79.3 H.t) - 1.8 Nit ••••••••••• 291.648 50.5 24.7 22.f 2.:! 
LA, " ••••••••• 183."! 68.6 :l6.! 0.2 4.1 OK,N ••••••••• 118.722 7~.2 23.~ 0.2 2.2 
MS,,. ••••••••• 114.601 5T.4 :U.8 2.3 4.4 OK,E ......... e 64.317 5e.1 31.9 ~.Z 0.1 
MS.S ••••••••• 192,698 
T ............. 

65.7 25.9 5.e 
n8i265 71.0 

2.5 OK ............ 

TX,E .......... 
21.0 0.9 

202.535 70.6 

265.3T7 73.0 - UT ••••••••••• 
21.~ 2.6 

23.0 0.3 3.6 .. v •• .., •••••••• 
241.155 62.0 18.9 

5." 
56,534 

13.0 6.1 
U.7 9.5 ill.9 4.9 

TX,S.", ••••••• 129.20e 
TX, ......... ~. 

67.0 21.7 2.4 
455.416 61.7 

I.e 
18.4 5.0 7.9 11TH CIII. 

6TH UA. 
AL,N ........... 
AL,M.b ••••••• 

·428.745 41.1 24.7 23.! !.1 
88.615 69.5 25.6 3.' 1.1 

kY.E ••••• 6I ••• 250.679 
kY,h ••••••••• 

61.7 26.9 0.3 
AL,S ••••••••• 21h550 

197.417 
4.1 FL,N ••• ~", •••• 

55.2 2 ... 5 

... I.E ••• ' •••••• 
70.1 26.3 0.4 

() 123.855 
17.7' 2.5 

1.007."5 61.5 
3.1 FL.M ••••••••• 

71.' 22.1 3.1 

23.9 0.3 7.2 flo,S ••••••••• 
748,742 65.0 23.9 

3.0 

1.252.690 
~.5 6.6 

69.7 14.6 ~.7 11.0 
MI." ••••••••• 174.027 
qH,~ ••••••••• 

61.1 30.' 2.2 
372,157 

6.1 GA,N ••••••••• 

o .. "s ••••••••• 
64.6 22.3 4.0 

509.760 71 •• 

TH.E •••••••• ~ 
262.130 '5.2 21.1 10.1 

9.1 GA.M ••••••••• 101.849 
22.6 2.! 3.3 

137.736 71.1 2!.! 
13.5 GA,S ••••••••• 225,260 

70.2 21.3 - 8.6 

- 3.5 
51.6 18.4 3.2 26.8 

TN.' ••••••••• 121,603 
TN • ., ••••••••• 1'73.614 

70.7 25.2 - ".1 
16.0 20.0 0.2 :!I.e 

• &:Ul Tt RCIl~JHG TO Tl!E N fAlIEST DECIMAL plllM'. PI!RCENTAGeS MAY NOT ADD TC 100.0 PEIICEHT. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFiLE SAMPLE YEAR ENDED 
c. JUNE 30,1983 

~ PLACES OF HOl.DING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 6 

/ 

/' 

\. 

3 4 5 e; 7 

100% 

. TOTAL .,CIVIL t%, ' CRIMINAt.., 
Jury 

17 18 19 20 Trials 

Jury Trial 22 23 24 25 Days 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On N: •. No; 

fn 
Triivei 
Status 

;.;t 

8 

~'6 

21 

26 

, 

" 

" 

Serving on 
Subseqtlent 
. Pays 

9 ~~ 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

27 

No; On 

ESTIMATED COSTS "I 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

13 14 15 
Not Selected, Serving $ 

or Challenged 16 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

28 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

29 

I~ For National Profile Total,. ' 
In ExistenCe, '-, ' ,.july1,19S2 . Jmpi,led Olsyharged July 1; 1983 Open Foldout 

" .Ir-- At Back Cover 
30 31 3~') -',. 

'L 
33 34 

\ 
ESTIMATED c'aSTS 37\ 3e 39 35 36 

Per .. ,; l~~;··.~: TOTAL Per Juror S~~ f t ~;t";" /', UT$,' ~.,';,:~f ':~! A~,;HOur'~ Session Day per $$$slo.~_ "'-CismllS'oad' ",<~ .;~~.t, ,.~: :.'i, ,'r" " .':~ 
, " . ;. ~,,' , 

USAGE STATISTI~~ ~p 40 41 42 
1 

"'I / HI~\roRICAL co ~PARISONS 
PETffi\!UROR USAG I~ ~ ''-:,<. r,RJ:ALS' ",-.. , D , GRANO JUROR USAGE 

., ,-::" 'r.'" , ,-, 
t, , ~;:t I, • (I '-!." :' )i'., .;':,1 

Avg.Nil· Total: ' •. ku~bfttl!lit". : NumberQf Av~ri:lgs YEAR !:~' Crtl'flf~, Total of Juro s Numbtroi a$$$IO~ , . Hoursfn Nu@ber<;)f ENDED 
--"'W/3~ Available Present For Granr.!· OOl'llleneti " $~sml1 'Hour~per JUNE30 Jurors Day of Trial t JU~" . $ess on " 

.. ",;;: .;~,~~,~ ";'.',~i4·v q:',J " 

1979 
'~';''; :-, -" '.:~:,: 

A 1980 ,- " ·.J·c.: ....... 
0 

°11 i~ A 
~:- .... ,-., " . 

1981 
. " ~ , ... <,' .' . 

! ... ~t"-___ """"" --
1982 " 1\ 

, 
,<~ -- .'::' 

1983 " 

" '\" 
.~ 

.) 

28 

j 
) 

. I . t 
,I 
'\ 

1 
~., I 

c I 
I 

~ I 
i 

'.; I 

I 
, I 

j 
, . I 

I 
1 

:, Ii . , 

·1 
- I 

'1 
J 

f. 

2. 

3. 

'4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

SeetiOIl m 
JUROR USAGE PROFILES 

EXPLANATION OF ENTRIES ON DISTRICT JUROR USAGE PROFILES 

Places of holding court where petit ,jurors have been in attendance and available to serve 
for jury trial actiVity at least once during the 12 month period. 

Authorized judgeships on June 30, 1983 (does not include senior judges). 

Total number of petit JUI'ors in court whether "selected or serVing," "challenged, II or "not 
selected; serving or challenged." Also inclUdes jurors in travel status, and those serving 
on subsequent days. 

Total number of petit jurors in court for jury selection. 

Total number of petit jurors available for jury selection Who were selected for one or 
more trial juries. 

Total number of petit jurors who were challenged during the jury selection process _ 
either for cause or peremptorily - and did not serVe on a trial jury. 

Total number of petit jurors in cOUrt for jury selection Who were not selected, serving, or 
challenged. " 

, Total number of petit jurors who Were required to travel to the place of holding court on 
"the day(s) prior to 1trial, or travel home following juror service. 

Total number of petit jurors who served on trial juries on days subsequent to the jury 
selection. 

10. Percentage of petit jurors available for jury selection who were selected for trial jur.ies. 

1l. Percentage of petit jurors available for jury selection who were challenged. 

12. Percentage of petit juror$ available for jury selection who were not selected, serving, or 
challenged. 

11 ~ 

13. Total estimated ,expenditures for all petit jurors' expenses which include attendance, 
subsistence, mileage and toU costs, and miscellaneous costs • 

14. Estimated cost per jury trial per day (Box 13 divided by Box 22). 

15. Estimated cost per petit juror per day (Box 13 divided by Box 3) • 

16. Total estimated expenditures for those petit jural'S who were not sel¢cted, serVing, or 
challenged. 

17. Total number of ciVil and criminal jury trials completed. This information is derived 
from the JS-I0, the Monthly Report of Trials and Other Court Activity. 

18. Total number of civil jury tl.'ials completed. 

19. Percentage of civil jury trials (Box 18 divided by Box 17). 

29 
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Section m 
JUROR USAGE paOFILES 

(continued) 

20. Total number of criminal jury trials completed. 

21. Percentage of criminal jury trials (Box 20 dividedby Box 17). 

22. 

23. 

24. 

25. 

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

Total number of civil jury trial days. 
'0) ,; "v 

Percentage of civil jury trial days (Box 23 divided by Box 22). 

Total numb§r of criminal jury trial days. 

26., Percentage of criminal jury trial days (Box 25 divided by Box 22). 

27. Total number of petit juries selected. 

28. 

29. 

30. 

31. 

32. 

33. 

The average number of jur.Qrs present in court {whether selected, challenged, or not 
selected, serving or challenged) per jury selection. This is calculated by dividing the 

, total' number of petit jurors present for jury selection (Box 4) by the total numl;>er of 
juries selected (Box 27). 

The ,average number of jurors available per jury trial per day. This is calculated by 
dividing the total number of petit jurors available (Box 3) by the total number of jury 
trial days (Box 22). 

Total number of grand juries that served for one or more months during the past year 
(July 1, 1982 through June 30, 1983). "" ',' 

Total number of grand juries serving on July 1, 1982. 

Total number of grand juries impaneled at some time between July 1, 1982 and June 30, 
1983. " 

Total number of grand juries which were either discharged by the court or which had 
served the 18' month statutorY period, (or. 36 month period for special grand juries) and 
ceased to exist at some time between July 1, 1982 and June 30, 1983. 

34. Total number of grand juries still serving on July 1, 1983. 

35.- Number of grand jury sessions convened. A sessIon is counted for each day on which the 
grand jury consisting of 16 to 23 jurors convenes for at least one hoUr. 

" 
36. 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. 

37. Number of hours in session. This category includes all time from the start of a convened 
session 10 the close of that session on a given day. The time required for the 
impanelment of any grand jury is also included in this figur~\. 

.' \) 

n 
'~"":~~.:;::-::;::::"'-P::':::"!;""-" k", - .' 

Section m 
" JUROft~USAGE PROFILES 

~./-,h (continued) 

38. The average n~f!1~er ~wfu'rors that. participated in each convened session. This is " 
calculated by diVidIng the number of Jurors in session (Box 36) by the number of :sessions 
convened (Box 35). This .nu.mber will fall some~here between 16 and 23 as Rule 6(a) of 
the Federal Rules of Crlmmal Procedure reqUIres a grand jury to consist of 16 to 23 
members. 

39. 

40. 

41. 

42. 

43. 

44. 

'the average number. of h()~rs for each convened session. This is calculated by dividing 
, the number of hours In seSSIOn (Box 37) by the number of sessions convened (Box 35). 

TO~1 estimat~d expenditures for all grand jurors' expenses which include attendance, 
subSistence, mlleage'and toll costs, and miscellaneous costs. 

Estimated cost for each grand jurr session convened. 

Estima ted cost per grand juror per day in session. 

A comparison of selected petit juror data for the years ended June 30 1979 through 
1983. ' 

~:~mparison of selegted grand juror data for the years ended June 30, 1979 through ..• 

COM~ENT: A s~at:ment is provid~d for those districts reporting various occurrences in the I: 
?peratIO~ Of. their. Jury system which have had an effect on their juror statistics. This!i 
mformabo~ IS .obtamed from the JS-llG and JS-ll monthly reports provided by the clerks of II 
the U. S. ?~t~lct courts, The data in this report are compiled by the Statistical Analysis and I: 
Reports DIVISIOn. .. !i 

I' 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1983 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS tJi..J 

1,438 

29.8 % 56,401 

/ L'T~ .~: I:;'~i~tif;~;'-'.;;'., ~;,.~~,-'; &i;i 
Jury 
Trials 125 95 76.0 

,,:N~Ttj Total 

30 24.0 
JUries 

Selected 

Avg, No.of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

Jury Trial 
Days 

13 

576 

600 436 72.7 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

N6:0n 
July 1,1982 ' 

~ ~ 1. " 

11 

11,196 

2 

2,732 

164 27.3 140 

6 7 

19.4 4.74 

34.44 

"')For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

15.84 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per 

...... 

,- '. SeSsloos . ".? 

-Ayg. No,utl:! Jurors in; Hoursil'i 0 ' ,- Mg. Jurors 
Per TOTAL Juror Session 

, GOIlVer,led ~essfon ,&,:3$sloo' ,pet Ses$lon p~j:,Se~~n . Oay 

\.. USAGE STATISTICS !~ 249,873 434 22 
/. 

YEAR Total ENDED Available 
JUNE 30 Jurors 

1979 13,660 22.65 

1980 9,838 18.81 

1981 16,236 19.70 

1982 10,421 19.85 
'1983 15.84 

" COMMENT: This district reported a decline in the number of completed eriminal jury tri(\ls (<Jown 36) and "trial <Ja~s (<Jown 120) in 
1983. This lower criminal jury trial activity resulte<J in fewer total available jurors in 1983 despite an increase in the number ot 
completed jury trials and trlrij days. With a majority of civil jury trials completed and trW days, the District of Columbia averaged 
only 15.84 jurors per day of trial compared to the national average of 17.04. 

\\ 

Even though criminal jury trial activity was down in 1983, the district again reported several highly {)ubliclzed criminal trials 
which required large panels of prospective jurors for selections often0~stfng several days. These trfa~ a"1l a number ot ~st minute 
jury trial cancellations goe to waiver of trial by jury, !!ettlements, and continuances result in 8.~.1V~/percentage ot ju.-ol'S not 
selected, serving, 01' challenged (42.7 percent). 

Grand jury activity in 1983 matched 1982's levels for number of sessions and hours in session. There w~ a large drop, 
however, in the number of grand juries serving in 19&3. A total ot 23 grand juries served in 1982, while only 13 served In 1983. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE MA,NE 

.~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

O{(Total 
AvalUlble 

. JurOrs . 

1,475 

/ 
Jury 

Trials 

Jury Trial 
Days 

/ 

Total" 
11'1 Existence 

)Tor~L eM!.' %" 1,,·~lll;t~~41.JI; t~:ii~~'\~ 
29 17 58.6 12 41.4 

91 45 49.5 46 50.5 

NUMBEROF GRAND JUruES 

" YEAR ENDED 
~UNE30; 1983 

JUDGESHIPS~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
, 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trl~1 Juror 

Day Day 

~& 75,739 882 51 

." -,!I\,!~t);~~Jltb.d~~!!,V,I~~$-",-=,,6. J565. . 
or Challenged. • -, ')"-"'-"'-

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

28 

Avg. No. of 
JljrOrs Present 
For Selection 

19.86 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

16.21 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

R t 
~ ~--------~----~--~----------~------~----~ 

z. 1 2 3 1 

N 
D 

25 , 491 154 19.6 6.16 ESTIMATED COSTS 

. '. SeSSIDI'lS 
. Q • ., HOUJ'$ln"'~: r;~;~p~~' ".Avg.trouTs . JutOl'$ in . ):$''' 

\~rwerted 
',I 

Se$slon . S&saton.· .... .1)&;1' . lim. pIlr$eS$.I<J.t1 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

\. 
, USAGE STATISTICS ~~ 34,640 1,386 71 

YEAR Total 'ENDED Available 
JUNE30 Jurors 

1979 
o. 

1,058 16.79 

1980 1;237 

1981 1,305 

1982 943 

1,475 16.21 

COMMENT: Maine's average of 19.86 jurors present for selection is substantially better than 'the 
national average of 32.43. The average 'number of jurors present for day of trial has improved f()r the 
second year in a row to 16.21 jurors (also b~'tter than the rrational average)~ Maine had almost eXl,wtly 
the average percentage of crimihal jury trials and reported one notorious criminal case. . . -;. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
MASSACHUSETTS YEAR ENDED ,) 

JUNE 30, 1983 

JUDGESHIPS~. 
~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

I' 

I' 

"-

Jury 
Trials 

Jury Trial 
Days 

Tota\ 
In Existence 

/ 

19 

439 

§..lifssioflS 
COnvened 

YEAR 
ENDED 
JUNE30 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1,813 1,661 

23.1 %' 51.7 

Total 
Juries ,..QTAL ClV1L 0/.,. CB\Wfit~L Ok 

158 100 63.3 58 36.7 Selected 

964 510· 52.9 454 47.1 190 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
': No.On 

NO .. On No. " ' No. 
Juillt, 1982 Imp.i:lileled . OlscO({l'ged July 1.1:9.83 

.' '. -
11 8 8 11 

8,301 1,995 18.9 4.54 

Jurors In HOl.lrsin Avi). Jurors. At/g. Hours· 

SessIon SessIon per$essiOll: per SeSslOf! 
.. : 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TfUAl.$ 

' .. 

Number 
of Jury , 
trials 

107 

212 

%Crirnlnal , 
. Jury 
Trials 

59.8" ,. 

'42.9 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

Total 
Available 

Jurors 

10,374 

14,511 

Avg.No. 
of Jurors 

Present For 
Day of Trial 

18.17 

15.96 

T01al . 
Number of' 
.' Grand 
"JurieS 

! ·,t- 17 
", ",. 

'''~ '~ 
17 

" 

!S 

. 
'" 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
ForSelectlon 

37.83 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Irlal 

c 
16.28 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per 
Per 

TOTAL Juror 
Session Day 

328;228 748 40 

329 1.,557 . 4.73 . 
.;. 

403,' 1,741 I 4.32. 
. ' 

4.47 
19" i .. ::'~: 457. Ii, 2;045 

'194' . " . 39.2 ' .. 15,284 16.76 ~:, ~ 

.1. 
.; 

<" ... :\ 

1982 196 35.2 " 
15,250 16.58 ";,; , 

18:.:~'i."k~:.:,~,~4L'; 1,312 I···· 4.11' 
1983 .'" :·~:t<,·f('i;:'\·l.~·, > ,', ". , 

,158 .36.] 15,696 16.:~8 j. 19i.:t,~\:i~4~~~:l~1~9~5 4,.54, J 

COMMENT: The District ot Massachusetts holds juror orientation days at least twice a month. This 
accounts in large part for itsc,higher than average percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or chal­
lenged. Slightly more than half of thejuforS available for selection were in that category. 

When Massachusetts' juror usage is measured by the average number of jurors present for day of 
trial, however, it was better in 1983 than in either of the previous two years. It is also better than the 
national average, due in part to the advantages of a single place of holding court and a loW percentage 

of criminal jury tria1() 0 
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JOriORUSAG~.PROF~E /', NEW HAMPSHIRE', 
1/ 

~jpt:A,fes'OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

'·1,'124 365 394 

Jury Trial 
Days 

'''-:(<:,,. , 

·100% 

., >Tota! 
.11'1 E)ti~tt))rice b. 

2 

48 

SesSions 
Convened 

1979 

1980 

19~1 
.1-

1982 

32.5 % 35.1 % 

216 

2 

979 

:Jut'ors In 
$$sSion , . 

194 89.8 

247 

USAGE STATISTICS 

Total 
AVailable 

Jurol's 

2,059 

3,001 

2,640 

2,368 

2,955 

22 10.2 

2 

20.4 5.15 

15.48 

16.67 

14.12 

17.54 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

33 

, 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1983 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

TOTAL 

156,457 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

34.06 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

53 

Avg. No, of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

13.68 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTAL Per Per 

Session Juror 
Day 

50,,942 1,061 52 

CO~MENT: The District of New Hampshire re 0 t d h . .' 0 leavm~ only Concord with jury trial activity. T6e ~~trfc: ::~~~ng of Its L~tt1etoncourthouse in 1983, 
only slightly above the national average of 32 43 P tOt 0 ged 34.06 Jurors present for selection 
ber of jurors present for day of .trial) improved d~atn~:o J':[or usage (as ~easured by the average num~ 
due to longer civil jury trials. ' ..... lca y overc 1982; It dropped from 17 .54 to 13.68 

'" . 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE RHODE ISLAND " 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

1,677 

100%' 

Jury 
Trials 77 49 63.6 28 36.4 

Jury Trial 306 
Days 

166 54.2 140 45.8 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES " 

Tot<.\f 
In E;)(islence: 

5 

43 

'Session~ 
,'Convened, 

3 2 2 

852 260 19.8 
,'., ..... 

Jurors In. . , 
,Session, , 

USAGE STATISTICS 

3 

6.05 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 

Total 
Available 

Jurors 

3,713 

3,091 

4,711 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

111 

~~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1983 

JUDG.ESHIPS~ 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 

8,044 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

15.11 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

c, 15.40 
'" 

~or National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

32,119 747 38 

COMMENT: The District of Rhode Island has an extremely good average number of jurors present for 
selection; it is less than half of the national average. The district is ,also in the rare situation of having 
an average number of jurors present for selection that is lower than the average numb~r of jurors 
present for day of trial. The Judges of this court use mUltiple voir dire frequently and there al'ea 
large number of settlements which occur during the days after impanelment. Because 'so 'many cases 
settled, after jury selection but prior to trial, the average number of jurors present per trial day was 
higher than would be expected. ' ,. " 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE PUER1'O RICO YE.4Ut ENDED 
JUNE 30, i~33 

LL..J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUOGESH~PS~ 

100% 19.1 % 27.2 % 53.7 % 

/ TOTAL CIVil 0' CRIMINAL Jury 
,~ 

TrIals 37 17 45.9 2 ()I 
Jury TrIal 198 78 39.4 120 Days 

tn 
Travel 
Status 

S~ 

54.1 

60.6 

ServIng on, 
SU,bsequent 

Days 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

34 

TOTAL 

Not Selected. Serving C>!? 
or Challenged Il$I 84,414 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

59.09 

Avg, No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

23.48 

f-,-~ __ --,...---......:...:.NU:::::M::.:..BER OF GRAN 0 JURI ES 

.... Tofa! No. 011 No. No. No.On . ItlJ:x(~fehce- July 1, 1982: Impaneled Oischlilfged July 1.1BS3 

6 5 1 2 4 

81 1,577 389 19.5 4.80 
Sessions . Jurors' in HpUfSi Avg.,Jurors Mg. Hours Convened Secslon Sessio per Session per S(;}J$iof) 

........--,. 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

( 
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIAl.S PETIT JUROR USAGE " 

N"~bGt Fm::-YEAR 
ENDED Total Avg. No. Tota! 

of Jury . Jury Available of Jurors Numbernf 
JUNE 30 Trials '.. Trials Jurors Present For Gmlld 

Day of Trial Jurit:f· 
~'--:~"':;::- ~ . -~. 

1979 
.~£- 53.2 5,313 22.71 5 .·l~-. __ ... ",,,,.,,.. 

1980 . 36 61.1 5,237 -- I>I""""~ 
22.77 5 

1981 . 39 f--~-1: .. t. 3,529 31.23 6 ___ .... ~<C¥ 

1982 33 66~7 2,933 24.04 0 
""'~"""' ~--,.......,;.,.,.~ ..... --

1983 
37 54.1 '- '. 4,650 23.48 6 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTAL 
Per 

Juror Per 
SeSSion _ Day F=====-=_= =r-=-=====*~-~~ 

106,306 1,312 67 

(i-JRJ.\Nt),IUF,n::\ LiSAOf:: 
.,,, --""""', 

NUl'fI b'~~r,') I A:j;1,~;r Numt:"r ~'f 
S~~fjstOt~$ H{It,,:Q /1'\ ,A 
Ct\j)t'enp,:i itOf~f;h):; d ,. __ . 

w . ... ; 

46 237 5.15 '. 
..",*-~- f .. 

Q 

'-'50 251 5.02 ..... , .. ~-
70 383 5.47 

57 245 4.30 

81 389 4.80 I 

.. J . 
~~~!~~Ti~ ~~e~~S~~lct of Puerto, RticO reported a n~mber of sequestered criminal juries in 1983 • 

. . lVe years cons IS ently has had a hIgher, than average pel'centage of criminal 'u 
~;:e~oo~)~~~~~'pr~~=J~~;o:e~t~~~ district's use of orientation days contributes to a high ave;a~~ 

, ~uerto Rico .cont!nued to ~ave a large number of jurors in travel status. Over 10 ercent of the 
Jurors In travel na~lonwlde were In. Puerto Rico. Jurors from all over the island are su~moned to the 
~~~d&fo~~, ~dh~;~kn~f c;t%~c ag.~~;~a~~~~ travel the day before service due to the distance, road 
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CONNECTiCUT 

JllJl 5 

848 42 , .. ' 

23,512 . 

[
e~ ___ ~ •• _ • "( .'~ 

r<lt'!1 I 

f ~ j r' t ~ I , I 
~~"'l !, l, 1 , 

~ .. 

I 101 
L .... ,-,.,_.",."."' ...... = ... , ..... ,. ,0;..'. 

27.69 20.04 

(-.~~~-.~-~---~ .. ~'~Nl!J\~~~: GRAND JURIES ., ... ·~,~ ... ,.-.. ~\=,.-.. , .... 1=~·~ 
~ ·i·.!;l, • "'n, No '. ! i :: .... ;!' :,',',,: . ,;\1):'''1 .. , ! ';!I(',:JI!.·X.;I ,. ,'P'I" 1 

I 10 r 6 4 'l-"" .~. . '., (; 'j 
! ~., _..... .._ ... .l _. __ ._._.~ __ .. _.,.L_._ .. __ .. __ . __ ....L ______ .. J 
--_._. -"----, . r-·-··"-·--"----r-----··_,......---j 

..... .~~ .... .1. .., .... }.,~87.,,,! ... ; ..... ::,;.~'''~;~~,~~~t..;'-;:,~,:~.,.j;~:c;~~·;~L~ .. :.: 
Y:'.">iv:n' I ,!ur.,,·. ! l~t'~r;.i!l I ::\in"J~r.':m'. I "\;J(;,~ ,1:)1.',::'. 
ttrH\~; :lkJ ,I .)\.·;:,,~,~lt,;l { ... :tf?~',bf,,)n I f'IOf 'I.).J"j~~h..' •• t Pt~f ,,"'H" ,-.~,'1:..1\: . 

.................. ~._~ ... , ....... _· ___ .. ~ ___ ·_· ___ .....L ___ ·_··_~·'·_· .. · .... _ .. __ I 
USAGE STATISTICS 

_. _.,__ _-.l 
778 41 

, . 

,-' , ,. , 

(,...~_-_,-_--------------H-IS-T-O-R-I-C-/1.-l.-. C-'O-IVl-P-A-R-IS-'(-)N-'-S --'-~-'-'~-'-' 

Y E~;- ,~=::=~ .. ~,~It0'T~~~~: ,,~ ---·~~~j'~l<?R~;~:~,;~'T .. -: '~I~:}~:f~·-~-;'~:ii.\:\i\j)~:X;";'~':"· .. 
L:':NDEc:D NumIXT! " .. Gr!min:.11 Total 1 f' I r~: I . ' 0 Ju, UI ,; Nom!)I"~ .' 'f \ 

":l r.f Jwv J:JI'1t Available 1>",[.('111 FOJ (~!',.l!1\j' 
JUNE vO Irials Tunic Jurom DdV oi 'f"dl Jur;,::~ 

.... -~~;~';~~."'-";-:"l"'~';·r'-~~~:"~~'~' =":~~~;;~;. "=~c;~~~~~~".. ... 13 

. ~ .... ~;~~ '~~ r .-';~': ~ .. , ... _, ~ ~'~6-~'t .... ;5-.11· 
,,,. ,,', .. ·,--·· .. -T··" '" .. -....... " .... ' ·· .. ·".,' .. -·--·tl- .. ~'·'-··-··-·· .. -·'· 

62 ! 46.8 6,498, 17.80 ,'_ .. _ ... _--,.... ,,, ........... +, ................... "." .,-,~" .. ". .., .. , -- .... . 

. ' ~" "I 

f 

751 5.60 

1,235 5.74 

748 5.50 

215 

1981 14 136 

1982 65 I 56.9 7,353 .--_.,--... -.- '~-''''''''-''''''-' )-..... ,,, ..... _ ....... ,,,. -'--"-"'--" - ...• ~.-." ... - .... , ............... " 
1983 ~,_. _4~7 ._9--.l1. __ 5_, 9_7_3-,--_2_0 ._0_4---r.... __ ~1 0-=-J,--_._ .. _9_5 ... __ ., ___ ~ .. _, .... 

539 5.67 

558 5.87 
........... "'~-~ ... -"-- . 

11 95 22.62 

COMMENT: This district uses the strike system of conducting the voir dire examination. AU jurors in the panel are sworn and 
examined with challenges for cause allowed during the examination. The parties submit peremptory challenges one by one. This 
method results in many more challenged jurors and, as a result, Connecticut's 45.2 percent of jurors challenged is well above the 
national average of 32.4 percent. 

The judges ill this court routinely schedule jury selections so that more than one jury is picked (rom each panel (If prospective 
jurors. This Is an effeqtive means of using jurors as long as the panel size Is small and there are relatively few last minute 
cancellatiolUl of juries. This district r.eported several instances, however, when single jury selections were made from large panels or 
when as many as seVen cases lIettled or defendants changed their pleas and there was no longer a need for a jury selection. 
Consequently, the district's percentage of selected or serving jurors was not as great as might have been expected for a district 
which use!! mUltiple voir dire. 
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~'URORUSAGE PROFilE NEW YORK NORTHERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

100% 24.3 % 22.2 % 53.4 % 

/' TO'rAt "CIVIL. "I>)b" "" , .cRIMiNAI-., rl" ~ 
Jury 

" 

Trials 64 45 70.3 19 29.7 
Jury Tria'i " 

Days ,,275 166 60.4 109 39.6 

10 6 4 5 5 

" 122 2,478 528 20.3 () 4.33 
'I HO~t!$ln 

d 
Sessions ,Jurors!n AVg,. JUfOl'$ Avg. HO[.lfs 
Con.ven$d~ ,Session I,,~~on ~ae~tpn rper Sa$llwn 

"'f!J'" y -
"- USAGE STATISTICS 

" 

/, 
HISTORICAL COMi'ARISONS 

.II' JURY TRIAt.$. PETIT JUROA U$AGE , 
o ,":, 

" YEAR "" '\., Avg. No, Total 

to 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

62 

~~ 

'YEAR ENDED 
'JUNE 30, 1983 

JUDGESHIPS~ 

Avg. No. of 
JUT-ors Present 
For Selection 

~ 

39.2;3 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

62~680 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

17.51 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 
ij 

" "\ ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per" Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day , '" :;;. 

102,256 838 41 

"'I 
\J 

GRANO JUROR USAGE ~/o 
0 

, Aver4~ Total l'hlmb,l'Ir of Number of ENDED Nn'~r, ~) % Crlminat of Jurors , Number,of $easlol'!$1 Hoi-mHo Numberof<' 
<I 'Jury r\., J.{l~ Available Present For Grand Hours'j)t'lr JUNE30 m"f$'Ttl . '$ Jurors " Day of Trial Junett "¢orl'leh&d S&$sIOIl ,$easlon 

" 
", , , .. 

~ ,. ,S 

1979 35 ", 40.,0. 2,604 19.29 <8 '" 72 "308
0 4.28 

" 

" \' 

1980 
" 32 40.6\, 2,635 18.96 10 " 98' 340 3,,47 

",';' 
" 1981 42 33~3 " 3,556 14.82 8 96 , 405 4.22 

" 
1982 52 c' 

18.31 10 111 544 4.90 " 28.e 4,615 . 
:\' 

1983 64 29.7 " 4,815 17.51 10 122 528 4.33 j '-
COMMENT: With three exceptions in 1,.983, only one jury was selected from each J,?anelof prospective 
jurors. The individual panel size was not the caus~ of the lar.ge percentage of It,lrOrS not select~d, 
serving, or challenged. Rather, that percen~ge can be attributed to th.e o~ientation days sche,duled 
several times a year in several places of holdmg court througho1,lt the dlstrlct. Panels of new Jur0J'$ 
were brought into court, but in many cases were not used for jury selection. 

D .~I 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE NEW YORK EASTERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

.. Jury 
Trials 

.;) Jury Trial 
Days 

YEAR 
ENDED 
JUNE30 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 

11,460 

100% 

214 

1,160 

108 50.5 106 49.5 

595 51.3 

Total 
Available 

Jurors 

28,449 19.83 

25,937 21.36 

28,482 21.61 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

252 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1983 

JUDGESHIP~~ 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

45.48 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

40 

222,690 

Avg. No, of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

19.82 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TOTAL Juror Session Day 

483,883 L 784 39 

COMMENT: With fewer trials completed and trial days, this district reported a 15.4 percent reduction 
in total available jurors in 1983. The di$tnict's ,~se of large panels of prospective jurors, however, is 
reflected in the 45.48 average number of jurors" present for selection ofa jury. This figure is V1)ell 
above the n~tional average of 32.43 jurors. , 

\ The total number of grand juries serving dropped from 48, in 1~82 to 38 in 1983. Grand jury 
activity, however, continued at a high level with more sessions and hours'in session in 1983 than in 
1982. 0 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE NEW YORK SOUTHERN YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1983 

~ PLACES OF HOLDiNG COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS~ 

/' 

/' _. 

\. 

E$TIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
. to 

Tri:w.et 
Status TOTAL Trial Juror' 

Day Day 

8,011 i 17,220 ~) 1,421,345 752 42 

100% 22.8 % 29.2% 48.0 % Not selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 335,437 

TOTAL CIVIL '~'b I CfllMINAL 
Jury 

374 248 66.3 126 Trials 

C{c Total 

33.7 Juries 
Selected 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

. Jury Trial 1,890 987 52.2 903 
Days 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Ni). On . I No. _ ", No. 
In luiy' i'H'5~ I Impsneled' D\scnargeq ~~ !! ........ ~"t" 

-
50 32 I 18 18 

1 ,043 20,958 1 4,597 20.1 ' 

47.8 376 

No.Oo 
July1.19BS 

32 

4.41 

44.38 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

17.94 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
Per 

""\ 

S;:':sSions I ,1v(ors in r Hours in Avg, .Jurors Avg.Houra 
Per TOTAL Juror Session 

COrl\l,mod 1 Session Sesnion ,per$esslon per Ses$10n 
~ 

USAGE STATISTICS 
I 

Day 

!~ 851,776 817 41 

/ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
I--..,...----rr-c-. -J-IJ"-R-Y-r-A-IA-lS---"--P-ETIT .JUROR USAGE "aBANO JUROR USAGE 

NIl\nl:1~r' '~r::-.;';~inal-4--'::""::'To~t:";"al":';:';:"':':'-;~~;;';fV::"1~':":~"::'~s:""'· -+-N}'-r: .... ~:-· ~-.Qf .......... (;' ~U:b··;::, e";'r ';;"Of"';'" :;";";'N;;;'u;;;'m-'be"';"r:""'O-f ~'':;''l'''''~-' be~r~""'~e-~r....-t.; YEAR 
ENDED 
JUNE 30 

of Jurv, t . ql. Jury Available Present For Grand ' Sessions Hours In HoiJr.$ ~et 

1979 

G· 

f>. 50 1,043 " 4,597 

4,329 4.42 

.' '5,476 4~ 91" 
,.t1 

Trl<.116 0 I Trials" Jurors Day of Trial Jt.lries C('mv~"~~o Se$sion SeSsion; 
F=======~~~~--L-.~~~=="'F=======~======~~===~~~~.==.~.~~~====~==~~==~ 

3541 42.~ 45,075 23.0747J 979 

~_19_8_0~~!T~'_._43_,~~_--4. ____ 4_6~,0_2_6+-_23_._4_3-+~,~4_8~ __ ~9_4_1~_~~,~5_12~,;~·.~._4~··~_~~:~ .. 

1981" 371 f,g'4.2 44,340 21.00 ,.49"1"',116 
J-----t-.... ""-""'----..! ............ -~ .. t'"'"+-----+----4-....--......... !,-""'-~. 
1--1_98_2--1_ 3271 37.9 41,183 20.31 

1983 3741'. 33.7 33,906 17.94 

i,' 

53 1,066 4,81~ ,,4.52 

COMMENT:' The number of jury trials completed in this district increased 14.4 percent from 327 in 1982 to 374 in 1983. Jury trial 
days, however, decreased 6.8 percent. Despite the overall decline in jury trialdays,this district reported some of the longest jury 
trials in the country in 1983; 10 jury trials lasted over 20 days with the longest criminal trial lasting 8~Ldays. 

(j 

Total aVSlilable jurors declined 17.7 percent, from 41,183 in 1982 to 33,906 in 1983, partially as a result of fewer jury trial 
days in 1983. Even though the total available jurors were lower in 1983, the average number of jurors present for selection was high 
tit 44.38, compared to the national average of 32.43. This high average is due to a large numbElr of last minute cancellations (If jury 
trials, the use of panels with as many as 150 jurors, and several cases where the jury selEiction lasted as long as 12 days. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE NEW YORK WESTERN 

2 
L::...J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

7,646 3,152 1,248 762 

" 100% 39.6 % 24.2% 

/" ,TO)]\! .. ON]!;. . % '., .QRIMlNA1.' %. Jury . 4:: 
Trials 55 15 27.3 40 72.7 

Jury Tria'l 418 195 46.7 223 53.3 Days .. 
/ 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

10it.i1 .Nb'.OI1;·I"· . Nq,', No. NO. On 10' Sl<iste~(llil .•. JUly a-'1982 \.~, . lmpan&le'~ .. ' Discharged JUly 1, 1983 

7 5 2 3 4 
, 

206 3,982 975 19.3 4.73 
" '" 

~ 

·.§eS~10M Jurors in ': , •..•. Hou.rs!!,! AVfJ,;JurOl'$ 
". • ":If .' 
AvQ. ~ptirS' CPnlf(;tMd s&'$S,10fl . '. . ..•.. SElssion , per S$S!!$i(l1f ,.parsej~ . w 

\. 
(, USAGE STATISTICS 

Total 
Available 

Jurors 

1979 5,664 21.95 

20.12 
I;; 

20.15 

15.99 

7,646 18.29 

o 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

97 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1983 

JUDGESHIPS~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS.~ 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

319,537 764 42 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 47,611 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

32.49 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
ForDay Of Trial 

18.29 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTAL 

162,327 

Per 
Session 

788 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

41 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE VERMONT 

L.L.i<PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

569 188 159 

100% 33.0% 27.9 % 

r ;,rOTAI;. CIVIL. "la' .·Ollin~ ,,,,.t:"-i; ;":,P ," 
Jury 

Trials 17 11 64.7 
.; 

6 35.3 
-

Jury Triai 147 126 85.7 21 14.3 Days 

r NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES Ii 

·.Tota!···· NO; 011' ," No. '. 'No. . 1'4 d"." 
'I ffi1Q• 'n "~ InExistence ' July i, i98~, ImpaMle~ pischar~~d ,J ,1'; 'fSfJ$ 

.1 

5 2 3 2 3 

77 1,579 355 20.5 . 4.61 

Sessions" ,t Jurorsln 
Convened s~ssJon" . 

USAGE STATISTICS 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 

1983 

t 
A-20 

'" 

B 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

27 

~~ 

Q 

(.J-

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 " 

JUDGESHI~SL2...t 

ESTIMATED COSTS " Per Per 
TOTAL Trial '~ JUror 

Day "\ Day 

93,554 636 \ 51 
Not Selected, Serving $ 

or Challenged 
11'~ 226 

Avg. No.of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

21.07 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

12.55 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIM,A,TED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

, 1.\ 

72,800 945 46 
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'~? 

'JUROR USAGE PROFilE bELAWARE 

~PlACES OF HOLDING COURT (witl1jury trial activity) 
" 

/' .~, ~-., 
, 

'POR JUBYS.ELECTfON iotal . In Servin's on 
.ll.\'allable Seleoted' 1N9t Saleot.ad, Trav~1 " ' ~ubsequent " Chanen~ad Jurors TOTAL . 0(, Serving Ok '" Statu~ '!2ays Serving" , Chalf&l'los' ~.' 

/ 

'. 

1,581 449 159 151 139 - 1; 132 ~~ 
'. -:, 

'. 
J 

35.4 3:3./) % 31.0 '. . 
100% % % " 

'~ 

/ TOTAL :, CfVlt.~ '0,,' CRIMINAL' :"% ,0 

Jury 
Trials 11 12 70.6 5 29.4 

Total 
JUries 

Selected 

Jury Triai 145 129 89.0 16 11.0 Days 17 

/' 
.. 

NUMBER.oF GRAND JURIE;S 

t 
. 

"oJ 
lNQ, 'No. On tl,ta! " No. On No. 

InExistence .July 1, ,198Z impaneled l' Olscharged July 1,198$ . 
" , 

" 

3 1 1 2 1 2 

" 
32 650 125 20.3 3.91 

v 

HQlJrsln: '" ' Mg, JUt()'rs Avg,Hou(s Se&SIOiiS' i .:urOfS 111 
Conw,Jnt:io I Session SeSSion PElr $E\$SiOr'l perSe~sion 

" " ' 

\. USAGE STATISTICS ~~ 

YEAR· Total ENDED Available 
JUNE30 Jurors 

"1979 {; 1~499 12.81 

1980 .a 967 13.43 

1981 .1 1$394 16.21 , 

1982 12 50.0 1,218 18.74 

1983 4 1,581 10.90 

Preceding page blank ,::. ,~, 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUOGESHIPS~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

53,644 370 34 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 

4,721 

Avg. No, of 
Jurors Present 
ForSelectlon 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

26.41 
,', 

10.90 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

27,020 844 

Per 
Juror 
[jay 

42 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 
/' ...•... " f FOR JURYSELECtttON .....' :. In 

. 
'Setvlngon rot~1 

A\!pUablet '. 'rorAL 
. ·Sel~teQ . . . ,i N¢tsetactoo Tra'IfQ~ S.u~uer'tt 

Jurors 
' .. ·or 9i1a1~tig~~~~~. Stl;!tus. 'p",ys .' Serving'·. 

16,463 7,739 1,926 1,990 3,823 - 8,724 ~~ 

100% 24.9 Of 
,0 25.7 ~~ 49.4 % .' 

'. 

/ '. TOTAL CIYIL % CRIMINAL 1···.···% Tetal 
Jury 

Trials 

Jury Trial 
Days 

",-, 

/" 

Total. 
InExistenoe 

'" '. 

19 

396 

Sessions ." 
..• Conv.ened 

YEAR 
ENDED 
JUNE30 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 

1983 

156 90 57.7 66 42.3 

878 413 47.0 465 53.0 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
.' .... .. 

. 'No. On '. 
JulY 1,. 1982: '" . , .. ": 

12 

7,826 

c., 

N.d:· 
Impaneled 

7 

1,841 

Total 
Available 

Jurers 

. NO' •. ' 
Olsooarged . 
. ....• . 

6 

19.8 

11,500 19.17 

16.61 

16.58 

16,076 17.47 

18.75 

No,Qn '. 
jufy j,19.a:s . , 

13 

4.65 

Juries 
Selected 

171 

~; 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESHIPS~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '" Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

394,579 449 24 

Net Selected. Serving $ 
er Challenged 

91,542 

Avg. NO'. ef 
Jurors Present 
Fer SelectIen 

45.26 

Avg. NO'. ef 
Jurers Present 
Fer Day ef Trial 

18.75 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
i,/ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Jurer Session Day 

634,615 1,603 81 

COMMENT: Although the court schedules several jury selections on new juror orientation days, many 
last minute cancellations of juries result in many not selected, serving, or challenged jurors. The 
average number of jurors present for selection in this district was 45.26 in 1983, well above the 
national average of 32.43. Multiple defendant trials and highly publicized cases also played a part in 
the large number of jurors present for jury selection but not selected. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE PENNSYLVANIA EASTERN .' 
YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

25,020 12,487 3,641 5,562 

100% 29.2 % 44.5 % 

Jur~ 
rpTAL _ :'CN!.L.·, · .. «AIMINAt. 

TrIa s 332 244 73.5 88 
Jury Trlai 1,625 1,158 Days 71.3 467 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
···TQt~l. 

Q :-: 
.... ..No. Orr . 'No., Net lriel(l$tf)n(;~ ". . JUfyJ, las:;! . 

". JIl'lPMali!l<t . DiScharged -,,::,' -

" . .' 

17 8 9 6 

380 7,674 

Total 
Available 

JUrers 

1979 
35,569 22.18 

1980 
32,293 20.32 

1981 
28,519 17.47 

1982 28,886 17.33 

25,020 15.40 

; ~, 

A-25 

156 12,377 

%' 

26.5 

28.7 

·.No;On . 
.J~dy 1. 19a(3 

11 

4.24 

Tetal 
Juries 

Selected 

383 

JUDGESHIPS~ 

ESTfMA TED COSTS 

TOTAL 

1,081,519 

Per 
Trial 
Day 

666 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

43 

Net Selected, Serving $ 141 679 
er Challenged ' 

Avg. NO'. ef 
JUrors Present 
Fer Selectien 

32.60 

Avg. No. ef 
Jurers Present 
Fer Day ef Trial 

15.40 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTAL 

331,040 

Per 
Sesslen 

871 

•..•. l,418 4.25. 

Per 
Jurer 
Day 

43 

'·17 380 t,610 4.24 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE P£MNSYLVANIA MIDDLE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

{Total 
AVailable 

v Jurors lQTA!;:' 

4,509 2,160 1,084 779 297 6 2,'343 ~~ 

100% 13.8 % 
, '~ , 

50.2 % 36.1 % 

r TOTAL ~ " ,CIVIL , ,',. o/p "CRIMINAL. 
" 

o/~ 
Jury' 

26.4 Trials 72 53 73.6 19 
Total 
Juries 

Selected 

Jury Trial· 255 177 69.4 78 30.6 Days 104 

r NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
n " " 

No. Total NeidJn No., ' NO. On 
1ft Existenpe July1,'t982 Impaneled , ' ,DisCharged July 1~ 1,983 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDG~SHIPS~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS ~ 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

223,205 875 50 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 14,732 

Avg. No, of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

Avg, No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

20.77 

For National Profile 
Qpen FoldQut 

17.68 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

10 

105 

4 

2,100 

6 4 

585 20.0' 

At Back Cover 

6 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
Juror 

,~ 

5.57 
TOTAL Session Day 

~~ 107,931 1,028 51 

'~Sesslons JU.l'ol'$ln ;' Hourstn A~Jiti,rd$:, . AVP§'H'OUflS. 
Gonvened Session . SaS$IOfi~ .p~:e~OI'), •. . ,per .lil&s(lon 
~ 

USAGE STATISTICS 

" 

YEAR Total 
ENDED AVailable 
JUNE30 Jurors 

1979 17.04 

1980 6 034 21.32 

1981 7 459 16.18 

1982 18.02 
1983 17.68 

COMMENT: Criminal jury trial activity decreased in 1~83 as only 19 jurr trials w~r~ ~omple~ed 
comparred to 30 in 1982 and trial days dropped from 204 10 1982 to only 7~ 111: 198~. CIVI.l Jury ~r~als 
completed and trial days accounted for approximately 70, percent o~ the dIStrlct's ~ury trial ~CtIVlty. 
With a majority of civil trials arid the use of the multiple voir dire method of Jury selection, the 
diStrict recorded an average of 20/17 jurors present for jur!, selection in 1983; we.ll beloW t~e national 
average of 32.43 prospective jurors. The percentage of Jurors selected or servmg was high at 50.2 
percent. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE PENNSYLVANIA WESTERN 

LL.I PLACES Of" HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESHIPS L1.Q...j 
/' 

r 

r 

"-

Tatal. r-~~R.~gM:1¥-SEbELCTfON 
in S.ervJngon Available . , ' Selected,,·. NotSell(:cted, 

Juror~L rOTAL $ o~ Chal!angcd SerVing or Travel Subsequent 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

10,741 

.. 
Jury 

Trials 

Jury Triai 
Days 

Total 
In Exl!ltmlce 

15 

150 
Sessions 

'Convened ,0 

erving Ch::tn\)n~lt;~d Stotl.lS . Oays P";)r Per 
Trial 

4,416 1,362 2,099 955 

100% 30.8 % 47.5 % 21.6 ~~ 

-rnTAL CIVIL ~'h CRIMlNAL 

122 68 55.7 54 

712 394 55.3 318 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No,On No, No, July 1, 1982 impaneled DiscHarg~d 
0 a . 

9 6 ., 5 
(- ,) 

2,994 772 20.0 
JuraTs in Hours In Avg.Juro(s SeSsion Session p~rSes$ion 

USAGE STATISTICS" 

c' 

229 

.~'~' 

44.3 

44.7 

6,096 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

136 

TOTAL Juror 
Day Day 

488,617 686 45 
Not Selected, Serving $ 

or Challenged 43,487 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

32.47 0....,-__ ._-.1.. __ 15.09 

No, On 
July 1. '1983 

10 

5.15 
Avg, Ho'uy&:i 
per$esslon 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTAL Per 
Session 

190,754 1,272 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

64 

t-! ,JURYYRIAI..S 
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

'" ~-~~-". PETIT JUROR U$AGE 
GRAND JUROR OSAGE 

YEAR 
,,~ ... 

~-

ENDED Numb(;)r % Criminal Total Avg. No, Tota! 
Num~l'Of Number-of Average of Jury Jury' Available of .Jurors Nurnb~rof JUNE 30 a Trlals' ' irials Jurors Present For Grand $$$$iol1$ HoursJn ' Numbel'of 

n Day of Trial Jurie$ ConvenG<;f Session Howsper -= ._ ...... "" - Session 
1979 . -= 130 46.2 12,028 19.06 11. 155 944 6.09 - .... _'o-... '-r--~~\ , 
1980 _,~_47.1.w -"---

9..l.241 16.04 13 190 t,J31 5.95 1981 I" , 
" JJj 108 37.0 9J. 413 16.96 14 200 ~.1JlL 5.88 . '_"''''f'''''!f~~ ~'"---~"'" 

1982 - --__ 14" 

l~ 88 46.6 8,184 " 15.18 16. 141 
1983 '\'22 760 5.39 

44.3 " '& 

10J )41 15.09 15 150 772 5.15 -'~ , ..J 
COMMENT: Jury trial ac'Uvity increased in this district· 1983 'th b th ., . . 
in~reasing substantially ove~ 1982 figures. The juror usag~n figuresW~or t~is d~~~li ~d ~rlJn;~~l triat~ completed an~ jury trial days 
With the exception of the p\.~rcentage of challen d d ,c re ec e. n~ lonal a"~rages m most respects 
figure for challenged jurors in 1983 was 32.4 per~:nt~it~O!n~~~:rt~~, :':::r~!' tor ~ha~enged on Jury sele~tlon days. The national 
hand, recol'ded 47.5 percent o,f its jurors as challenged with 21 6 pe~ t ~ ~o :e

d 
ected: Pennsylvania, Western, on the other 

selecting jurors; the district us~s the ''box method" Whi~h genera'lly re ~ ~o f se ec e • ThiS was not the result of its method of 
close to the national figure (In<the ''box m thod'! . su m ew peremptory challenges and a percent challenged 
plaintiff is given the oppdrtunity to take ehis/he:I~~~:~: f~~~nt~e &anel o,f ~rirsPective jurors are called into the jury box. The 
replaced. 'I'he defendant then is given the ortunit to c s ,ose SIX, one is challenged that person is immediately 
kept to a minimum.) In 1983, this court ~; faced ~ith s~~~ti~; ~~~i:!XfO~US, t~e tUmtbher o.f persons ne~ded and challenges are 
publicized) and allowed extra challenges. ,ever eng y CIVil and crimmal trials (some highly 
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JUROR USAGI: PROFILE VIRGIN ISLANDS 

~. PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury t!ial activity) 

r •. P '(FOR JUBY SELECTION! ". .' 
Serving-on' Total II "In 

J, . Sefectect ,. '. ,',.. ····rSected, ~ "",' Avalla):>/;£!, Travel . Sttb$\'l.qu«nt 
. Juror~) roTA/..\ s ~) .. " Challenged llnpg?k St~tl.l$, Oays , '. ", ';, '9 vng , ' . 'a en e 

L....i. , 

5,821 

" 

Jury 
Trials 

Jury Trial 
Days 

\ T()taJ 
In ,!=Existence 

Q 

-

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1981 

1982 

1983 

3,464 1,331 1,461 672 - 2,357 ~~ 
100% 38.4 C}o 42.2 % 19.4 0/0 " 

TOTAL, CWIL I>J.,: ' ',CRIMJNAL ."% \ 

Total 
Juries 

. 86 36 41.9 50 58.1 Selected 

201 88 43.8 113 56.2 113 
L 
'I 
! 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

~ I 

" No.Oh No.", 
' July 1,1982 Impaneli;Kj 

" 

0 -

USAGE STATISTICS 

Total 
Available 

Jurors 

NQ." 
OisCh~~$d " 

0 

a ,'. -

4,924 28.14 

35.37 

5,349 28.45 " 

BO.3 5,019 34.14 

186 58.1 5 821 28.96 

'~O" 
4u1y, was 

-'~I 

N/A 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESH(PS~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

202,329 1,007 35 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 23,268 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

30.65 28.96 

For National pro~.· . 
Open Foldout oms '. > 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTAL Per 
SI,7$slon 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

COMMENT: In 1983, the average number of jurors present for selection in thiS district was 30.65, just 
slightly below the national average of 32.43, despite the district's use of the multiple voir dire method 
of jury selection. Often the panels of prospective juror~ were large in comparison to the number of 
juries selected from the panel. A possible reason for this may be many last minute, cancellations of 
jury trials. Multiple voil' dire is only efficient if jurors are re-used for several juries. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE MARYtAND YEAR ENDED 
JUNE30,1983 

~ PLA,CES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '" Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

12,283 5,421 1,543 2,221 1,657 158 6,704 ~> 599,184 823 49 

~--~~-------+------~~----;-------~~'~~,------~ 
100% 28.5 % 41.0 % 30.6 % Not Selected, Serving $ 

r 

r 

" 

or Challenged 
80,890 

tOTAL , CIVIL %,. 
Jury 

123 55 44.7 Trials 

CRIMINAL %, 

68 55.3 
Total 
Juries 

Selected 

, Avg. No.of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

Jury Trlai 728 389 53.4 339 46.6 [ (, 137 39.57 16.87 Days 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

- ./110"00 Ne), No. No.On . Totar 1~ . 
In Existen ~ . 

It 
"July i.1$a2 Impanar~ OllJCharged July1 i 1983 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

16 6 10 10 6 
I" 

227 4,635 1,063 20.4 4.68 ,;: 
.I} 

ESTiMATED COSTS 

Sess.lone Jurors in Hou(sln Avg.Jurors. Avg.Hourt:; 
Convened Session Session per Session per6essioll 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day -

USAGE STATISTICS ~~ 197,389 870 43 

/ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR I--N-u-m-:U-~~_Y._Tr-R~_I:-~S""'rlmiflal-.j---PT-:-:~-1 J_U_R,-O_R A-U~-,g~-:-:'-+--'''''''T:t;I''-~:::::r~::~ 01 --';'.r~-
EN D ED , of Jury JU~ Available of Juror$ Number of . Sessit;ln'" '. Ho,irs in Number of 

J U N E 30 Present For Gran(i '" '''d Co " I HOUtS per· - TrIals Tria s Jurors Day of Trial Juries ..,Ol1Vel?e ;;Jass on $EH'l$ion 

F=======~======~=======F======~======~~~ ~. - ~~~r=~-~~~~ 
11;071 19.25 1.5 276~ 1,436' 5.~0 

I-------f---.--i-----'--I-----+----~--- ~ ...',..;;..---~~ ..... _-" -...,..,."oJ 

1980 115' 55.7 13,223 20.66 n 19.246.~.\\ 1,080. '.,\';.??"",~4o.o.39 
1------+----;,.+-·...;........'---f------4---:...-~---,. .......... -l----·I ' ~-----I-"'''''"---.; 

1-_19_8_1 --;1-"'-_._1_3 ..... 5 .......J-_5_5,_. 6_' --11-1_2 ,_2_13-+_2_0_' 2_5_-f1"~' 0 0 2? ~ 338._~ ~~~24 J~ __ .4 Q 95~_ 
1982 133 ,. 55.6 _ 11,886 19.14 21,268 1,260 4.73 

1983 -- 123Q

• 55.3 12,283 16.87' 16 a 227 1,0~1-4:68'~'""= 

54.2 118 1979 

, 

COMMENT: Despite numerous last minute changes of plea and settlements, l~his distri9t reported 
improvement in the average number of jurors present for dl\Y of trial in 1983. ~!his is due, in part, to 
the reduction in scheduling sepal'ate "organization days," where jurors reported fOli orientation only. 

, ,[" 

Three' jury trials lasted 20 days or longer as the total number of jury tri~~l days rose 17.2 per­
cent. One jury trial involving a civil rights suit lasted 89 days, accounting fo~~ 12.2 percent of the 
total. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFll.E 
NORTH CAROLINA EASTERN YEAR ENDED 

JUNE 30, 1983 

JUDGESHIPS L.LJ 
~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

ESTIMATED COSTS '"'\ 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

r TotaL ~c 
FOR JUFff SELECTiON .. It'l $el'vlnt) on 

Avail~ble tOTAL 

seie~ted~ . . NotSelected, . Travel, Sullseql,leJ.'/t 

Jurors 
So! '. 'Challenged Servi!!G or SlatuS pays 

Q 
r erll no '. ',. ChaUeiiged 

Per Per 

TOTAL 
Trlal Juror 
Day Day 

3,804 1,977 1,015 676 286 1 1,826 

., 51.3 % 34.2 % 14.5 
100% 

0' 
'0 

~~ 182,996 1,011 48 
.-~ 

13,725 1 Not Se\!lcted, Serving $ 
or Challenged 

I 

CRIMINAL 
.'V t>.I" 

'<1' 

. 
Total Avg. No. of 

f TOTAL "CWU .. "1<> Juries 
Selected 

Jurors Present 
For Selection 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

Jury 
Trials 62 22 35.5 40 64.5 

Jury Trial 181 84 46.4\ 97 53.6 
DayS 

r NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES .. 

" .. NO'." 
Total/! No. On 

No. "No. On 

In Existe"ce ' July< 1, ,1982 Impaneled Pischafged " JulY 1f'1SSS 
m' 

5 4 1 1 4 

60 1,191 379 19.9 6.32 
r 

~'i}SsroCl$ 
~ HO~Sjn 'Av9.Jurorii Avg.Hollr'S 

Jutorslp 

B~~vtli"led " Seaslory Sea ion per Sessio~ . . ~r$eSslon"i 

USAGE STATISTICS 

84 

$ 

23.54 21.02 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per 
TOTAL Session 

47,572 793 

"" 
Per 

Juror 
Day 

40 

"- __ --------------------------H-IS-T-O-R-'-C--AL-C-O-M-P-A-ruS-O-N-S----------------------------, 
I' 

JU?l'f,TRIALS " 

YEAR , Number e l %Ctlmina! 
ENDED '\\, of Jury '. Jury 
JUNE 30 .. Trials Tr"ials .. 0 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

T 1 \ 

Avg. No 
<?ta of Jurors 

AvaIlable; Prllsent For 
Jurors Day of Trial 

Ir""""t.-o,:- ----
I:";. 
,~ - --,I.~ 

1979 
., 

80.6 "36 
) 

1980 '" 41 65.9 ' : 
: ".' 
.~ 

1981 ~;i:~,<,!t9: 78 44~9 
'" 

1982 
ii· 

0 

53 ',,1 '" a6O •4 
" 

:::. 

2,450 23.79 5 
I' 

3,304 21.04 4 
':'-'" 

4,922 20.17 3" 
~~....,.-.< 

4,792 20.05 7 ' 
~ 

D 

21.02 5 

0 2:7 1440) 5.33 
,~- .. --~ "''"''"7'-

: 23 140 6.09 . 
49 

0',1)0' 288 5.88 
, , 

~~. T 

46 300 6.52 
~~ 

""-~ ... 
~:, b·6.32~ 60 3'79 ,-,' 

1983 
'-

1 62 64.5 3,804 

COMMENT: Hisl-Ofical1y, this district has a high percentage of criminal 'jury trials and still uses 
12-member civil jlll~it)s~These factors usually have an adverse effect on juror statistics, however, both 
the percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or .cha.llengeq .on jury selection days, and the av.er~ge 
number of jurors present for jl~ry selection, are considerably lower than the national average. This can 
be attributed to this district'sextengille use of multiple voir dire. As many as five juries are $elected 
in a single day, most of which report for trial at a later date. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE NORTH CAROLINA MIDDLE 

L2.J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/"'rtlt~l 0', , . o " FORJURY~ ELECTION.. . .. , 
, ... ~?laHtlb1e Sa!ecte(!" 

In 
p , " 

. tOtAL Cl1aneng~ ~~g~~d 
.c::. ." .ServIng 00 

.... 0' 3ilror~ q 
.. ' t>t Travel . "'St,b$equ~ot 

, . ServIng . . aUenged ,Status p$y'~ '. 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1983 

JUDGESHIPSLL! 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

~J Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

2,196 1,014 416 391;1 207 
'\ 

20 1,162 (; 
' -'-

113,091 725 51 1 

, 

/ 

"" " 

" 

Jury 
Trials 

Jury Trlai 
Days 

100% 

3 r 

50 

"YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 
".f'>.~ 

~\ 
41.0 % ~-~1 20.4 % 

','" 

" 

qrvIL c ~, "'A> .. "" (illRlMINAt. % 

40 22 55.0- 18 45.0 

156 99 63.5 57 36.5 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

.' No.·.·.· 
impaneled 

.'. " No. ,,'. N~,dn 
~arg~cl. I 'JUl"y 1, 1,963 . 

:~ ", ',Q," ",' " 
" . 

2 1 2 1 

1,013 328 20.3 6.56 

,\ USAGE STATISTIOS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
PETIT JUROR USAGE 

Total 
Avg. No. 

Available 
of Jurors 

Jurors 
Present For 
Day of Trial 

:</) 1,839 15.58 

1 740 15'\.~0 

1 778 18.14 

2,378 14.68 

~ , 
Not Select6d, Serving $ 

or Challenged 10,6311 

Total Avg. No. of Avg. No. of 
Juries JUrors Present Jurors Present 

Selected For Selection For Day of Trial 

47 21.57 14.08 

For National Profile 
O'pen Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTI MATED COSTS 

TOTAL Per Per 

Session Juror 
Day 

38,515 770 38 

198$: 

COM~ENT: ,The Middle District of North C . . . '. 328, ,'/h',j\i< 
nO,to:lOUS ~r .highly complex cases. A tota~r~~na h:9-d a number of last ~inute settlem,ents and three 
crlmmal case. The selection process lasted two d 82 Ju~ors were ~roug~t 10 for one highly publicized 

, , , ays an resulted m 47 Jurors not being selected. 

, ThIS ~lStrlct uses multiple voir dire whenever' " "., C' 0 

wIth the national average, indicating efficient . pOSSIble and ltS Juror statIstIcs compare favorably Juror m~nagement. . , 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
NORTH CAROLINA WESTERN 

YEAR ENDED 
JUl\IE 30, 1983 

G PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS~ 

r T01a! '~ FOR JURY SELECTION ~.,. 

Se.rvillg on II}, ."' 
Selecttld NofEeJeotM, TraW\J Supsequ~nt Available t·· TOTAL Challenged 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

Jurors 

3,191 

r 
J~ry 

Trials 

Jury TriaJ 
Days 

/ 

\Tota!' . 
1'1 ~l{lste'lce 

5 

46 

I< Sas;ions' 
COnvenM 

...... 

/ 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1979 

1980 

1981' 

1982 
1", 

19830 
\. 

or Servlngor Status, Oay@ ServitW ' ci Challenged 0 TOTAL Trla\ Juror 
Day Day 

1,811 1,013 296 502 - 1,380 ~~ 123,185 ,648 39 

--' 

100% 55.9 0.·' 16.3 .,.' 27.7 % ' '~'I ,0 ,Q 
0 -fl" 'i 

Not Selected, Serv.jng $ 19,340 or Challenged 

) 

, 

TCiJ'AL CIVIL ~¢ CRIMlNAL - ~,,?b(,) ,0 Total ,L\vg. Nq. of Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For D$i/r,of Trial 83 54 65.1 29 34.9 Juries Jurors Present 

Seleoted For Selection 

190 131 68.9 59 31.1 86 21.06 16.79 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

' No; On No. 
:. 

No. 
Julyi,19~ Impaneled Discharged 

., 

N~,Om 
JuI'Y1.19S3 

, i, I ~
I\.; 

r--~--"'--::--::-~- :\, 
. For National Profile 
Open Foldout -

2 3 3 2 
,_A_t_B_a_c.k __ C_o_ve_r __ ---,. V 

842 315' .'; 18.3 6.85 ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Jurors in Hour$in A\!g.<~14tt?re Mg. Hours 
Sassion session 1'; , per Sd$SIOniperuSess!on 

• C .. (,) . 

Per Per 
TOTAL Session Juror 

. ,'. Day 

US.AGE STATISTICS 
j 

" 
~~ 34,695 754 41 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS " ., 
" " GRAND JURORilSAGE " . '.' 0 

.' "i) Q,,"- JUAY",TRIALS PETIT JUROR USAGE : ',.- 0 
~ -.~.,~--"-c; " ~. o· , '. 

NumQ~r % ,~rim!na!, Total 
Avg. No. , rotal oNul'l1oorof Number of, T, AV(lragS') 
of Jurors . NlJ'fnber of 'H(';Hlrsin . Numberot· cit JurY' Jury AVailable Present For , G~'8.rld Sessions 

, Session Hours pel' . Trials' Trials Jurors ' Day of Trial Jurio;.> ·Conven$i, 
o. $0$100 .. ¢ 

" I!- : ({' 
.:.' -- .. '.--~=,;- - ~-. 

5~ 56.4 2,144 15.76 Q 4 ~ 12 i9 '.~6.58 
" ' 0-", - ...;-'----. -,.- " 0 " 

77 41 .6(}~ 2,457 14.45 4 13 " 81 6 .• 23 , 
.;..~..,.....""""",:-";l- --, -. 'U 

I 6b 50.0 1,970 15.15 4 I ' 35" .230" 6.57 , c 

~------ ,I"r"......."-_,~~~_"...,. ..... """"'~"' .. ,,~_ 
" 

..... 
II I . '. . 

, 6.72., ,,' 8l' ' 44.4 2,882 16.10 

-~ '4JJ¥! , 83 34.9 3,191 16.79 .6.85 c.J '" '"' ."~ 

COMMENT: The, Western District of North Carolina continues to use 12-mel11ber civil juries. 
However, its percentage of jurors not selected, serving or challenged on jury selection days and "its 
average number of jurors present for jury selection 'are better than the national average. This is 
primarily due to the court's frequent re-use of jurors. , 

Grand jury activity increased markedly as both the number of sessions convened and the number 
of hours in session more than doubled over last year's figures. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE SOUTH CAROLINA 

~ PLACES OF HOlm:~...tG COURT (with jury trial activity) 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

9,203 3,818 , 2,301 808 709 110 

100% 60.3 "10 21.1% 18.6 % 
,', '.' ' 

::: :1 

r " 'iOTj,l,L:: OIVII.:· : .... % "eRIMINA'~ '% . L ' ' 

Jury 
217 175 80.6 Trials 42 19.4 

-Jury Trial 535 394 73.6 141 26.4 Days 

r NUMBER. OF GRAND JUR.IES 

~ 3 1 
I ~i 

76 1,528 

'.' ,Ju(l)r'tn" 
~I 

:S~~ton 

1979 5,364 20.47 

1980 10,021 21.01 

1981 8,539 18.68 

1982 8,774 17.69 

9,203 17.20 

ESTIMATED COSTS " Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juro~ 

Day Day 

5,275 ~~ 525,720 983 57 

,', " ;fli'i}:">,, 

Total 
Juries 

Seleoted 

423 

4 

~~ 

Not Seleoted, Serving $ 
or Challenged 40,480 I 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

9.03 

AI/g. No. of 
JurD~S Present 
For Day of Trial 

17.20 

For National Profile 
I,Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS '" 
Per Per 

TOTAL Juror SessIon Day 

87,544 1,152 57 

COMMENT: South Carolina t3kes'evel:'y opportunity to re-uSe jurors and makes extensive use of the 
multiple voir dire method of selecting jurors. It is no'tuncommon for judges in this district to select 
more than ten juries. in a single day. This explains, in'large part, why this district haS the lowest 
average number of jurors present for selection (9.03) in th4a nation. 

, ! 

This district has a local rule allowing the assessment of juror costs to both pal'ti~s when the 
case is settled at the last minute. During the year, full costs were assessed for: a trial continued after 
the jury rep,orted. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE VIRGINIA EASTERN 
'. '-.' 

L.!-I PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

Total" 
Avallabl~ 

,Jurors 

7,333 

/' 
Jury 
Trials 

Jury Triil 
Days 

0 

5,175 1,841 1,659 1,675 

100% 35.6 % 32.1 % 32.4 % 

TOTAL ."','.'., 
,', crvn. ,j)(~ ~ORfMINAL 

192 108 56.3 84 , , 

432 249 57.6 183 

NUMBER OF GRAND JUmES 
'f)'. 

3 

% 

43.8 

42.4 

'Servingon 
Sub$equal1; 
, .Days 

2,155 

Total 

4~, , ' 

Juries 
Selected 

207 

No.On. Total ~;.t'in. i , . No, 
In Exl~tence .' JUlyi.19~· . O1sohar~Gd July 1.1983 

-() 

22 11 11 12 10 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESHIPS~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "", 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

261,156 605 36 
i -

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged , 

59,544 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selectlon , 

, 
25.00 

, 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

, 16.97 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

-, 

~ 197 3,965 1,253 20.1 6.36 ESTIMATED COSTS "'I 

0 

/' 

SeSsiOns 
Convened 

YEAR 
ENDED 
JUNE3Q 

1979 

1980 

1981 

.A~g.Juror. , I'\Vg. HO\fr& JUfl/),l's.h't '-
~ " 

. Sesaipn ., pM Ses$io,n • .~fSeaSlon ' 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

I"~. 

'~i171 \? 3.9'~ 2 

170~ " '-36~ 5 

o PETIT JUROR USAGE 

Total 
Available 

Jurors 

3,990 

Avg. No. 
of Jurors 

Present For 
Oay of Trial 

15.96 

5,983 16.17 

.... Tot~, 

. Nwmberof 
Grf.\nd 

"Jur~~So .. 

.... 19 .. , .... 

18 " 

~~ 

Per Per TOTAL Juror Session Day 

140,148 711 35 

161 

151 

. 

Number of '. Ayer~e 
, HOUfS in N1.ImbE!r of 

$«$$iOO Hours per 
. Session 

1~0616.59 

t" 9856.52 

~0_1_98_2 __ ~~'~1_7~2 ... ~~4_1_.9~.·~ ___ 5_,7_9_5r-_16_._2_8-r __ ····~20_···-rtJ~._17_1~' __ 1_,O_6_2+J~6~._2_'I_~ 
1983 192 ! ' 43 .. 80 7,333 16.97 22.· '. 197 1 ,253 6~36"j 

COMMENT: Despite nine notorious cases, this district's juror statistics. ar~ better, than the n.atlOnal 
A . reason for the court's efficient juror management IS ItS local rule allowmg the average. . maJor . . . () t' t' t d' . ors 

ass ssment of juror costs when the parties settle and do not mform the cour mIme ? a vIse Jur 
note to attend. During 1983, the court assessed juror costs in fourcas~s; three ~f which s~ttled ~he 
morning of the scheduled jury trial. In the fourth,. the d.efendant waived the right to a Jury trial. 
Agaip., this occurred on the morning of the, sche~uled Jury trial. . , 

~-36 

(, 
.. ~"'''7'"'''''''~ '~~""-""_""""'~=~t~~nr":'";l.~-h~·==~:,:~~·~"nr·~':::~~:4::t;:;:,-.:';t.:;:'...;';,:::",..::~,;=;,~~~~~ ......... ,..... ,,,.' -

JUROR USAGE PROFILE VIRGINIA W~STERN 

<, "~; ~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

<l'o~al. ,-
o.'~ AYallatlle "TOTAL Jurgfl$q D' , "', ',' I', _, .... ' , -t:\ 

2,923 2,169 '816 1,033 

<\ 1OQ°<p ~7.6 % 47.6 % " 

/ 
, 

1'~TAL, , '>~:,:~~\ :,': ,".\,%,;, Q , r'~' > 

',~V-itgJ{,:· ,:,,~ " •.... 
" 

' .. 
Jur~ 

Tria s 94 69 '73.4 25 26.6 .' , 

Jur}' Trial 181 137 " 75.7 44 24.3 Days 

, YEAR 
'ENDED 
JUNE30 

1979 17.60 

1980 17.30 
1981,. 16.83 

(: : 1~132 18.15 
1983 16.15 

1\ .... 37 

~~ 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

96 

t-, 

B 

.-

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESHIPS~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS -.... 

Per Per 
TOTAl;. Trial Juror 

Day Day 

146,075 807 50 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 15,922 

Avg. No. of 
'/.urors Present 
' For ~electron 

22.59 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

16.15 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

, ESTJMATED COSTS '" 
Per 

TOTAL Per Juror Session Day 

50,040 1,430 ,) 77 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE WEST VIRGINIA NORTHERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

r "r';' ' FOR JURY SELECTION I' 

in Serving on T\ft~! - '. Selected .,' " Not SeleoteQ, , '. Travel Subsequent AvMabh'l t TOtAL or Challenged Sarving"r ~tatus . Days Jurors I '.' Serving, Challenged 

1,623 1,018 302 391 325 10 595 !~ 

100'V" 29.7 % 38.4 0 , 31.9 0' 
'Q "0 

/' TOTAL CIVil 
Jury 30 6 Trials 

0--l.q CRIMINAL 

20.0 24 
",. -,0 

80.0 
Total 
Juries 

Selected 

Jury Trial 72 11 15.3 61 84.7 36 
,. Days 

, 
,,-

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
. 

t-
. 

Total . No.Ort ' . No. No, .. ,~,On·:" 
In Existem.:" . JUly 1,19132. Imp~neled Q~rged July f.1083 

1 - 1 - 1 

22 493 172 22.4 7.82 

SessUms I 
Jurors, in , HOUfS il'l ."'. Altg.'..Jtir-ora 'Av9, ii<H:,rs 

CC(lVbned SGsskm •. ,,' Seltsiiffi.? " ' '~~l'$~on ' per. Ses~lon 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1983 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial JUI'.or 

Day Day 

105,548 1,466 65 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 

21,110 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

Avg, No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day 0 f Trial 

28.28 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

22.54 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

-
\,. USAGE STATISTICS t 83,900 3,814 170 

/' 

JURY 'tRIALS . 

1 
Num~r . I % c.' rjr". lilal 
of Jury· A·Jury . 
Trials '.. inals 

p 30 80.0 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

Total 
Available 
JUrors 

1,623 22.54 1 2.2 172 7.82 
COMMENT: Public Law 97-471re-aligned the boundary between the Northern and Southern Districts 
of West Virginia. Because the Parkersburg office is now located in West Virginia, Southern all 
Parkersburg activity for the year is shown in the Southern District. 

. " '. 1'[ 
Six panels of jurors were not used because of last minute settlements or changes o~)plea. If 

these 244 jurors were subtracted out of this district's statistics, the percentage ?f jurors not selected, 
Serving, or challenged on jury selection days would drop from 31.9 percent to 10.5 percent. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE WEST VmGINIA SOUTHERN YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1983 

L2.J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHiPS L.!.J 
/' 

TOil'l . FOR JURYSELEOTION ___ ~ In Servlngo!;! 
Selected 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 
Available ~?t Sel(~ctedJ Travel Sut)sequ€tH 'iOTAL oc Challenged ngCl~~ status ,. Days-Jurors $ervmg 

Per Per 
TrIal Juror 

-' 

4,030 

/' 
Jury 

Trlal$ 

Jury Triaili 
Days "1 

-~ 
/ .. 
r 

Tot'al 
tn Exl$tenc~ 

8 

137 
: 'Sel>sio!'la 

1, 98~ 583 766 

100% 29.4% 38.6% 

iOTAt.' '" 'CIVIL. ftl %., 

55 43 78.2 

267 177 66.3 

633 8 
..... 

31.9 % " ~'i 

CRIMINAL ~ .. 
" 'Ii) 

12 21.8 

90 33.7 

, .:...--

2,040 ~~ 

Total 
Juries 
elected S 

67 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
, 
No. On ''''J) . Woo No. No. On 

July 1; 19a~ lmparurl4Kf :O/scharged "July 1. fUSS 
0 ri'" '.I • -

4 4 4 4 

2,774 993 20.2 7.25 
v .. 

J~IRlfSli1 Hours in ,; Avg. Hours 

TOTAL Day Day 

152,771 572 38 

Not Selected, ServIng $ 
or Challenged 23,985, 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

29.58 

Avg, No, of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

15.09 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS ~ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Avg. Jt.1forS

I "".~,>"J1~~!~I1~~2:;~,". ,:~:",,~,~!\\!?!?'1",") SessiQn per Se$sicn 0Jr $I;lssion 
..'. '1 

Day 

"-
USAGE STATISTICS ~~ 82,273 601 30 

/ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
...., 

. ,JURY 1"FlIALS PETIT JUROR USAGE Gl~AND ,IUROA USAGe r---"'----'r--."--·· ~--'-'"'~··~--.. -r---~"-·'-"-·-'..,.,"~-.. ·-'--~'-' 
YEAR 

o . 
Avg. No, Tctal I . . .1 /-IIO··;(j0 

Number J % Orlmlnw Total '1 N, .'·oj • "<"ob", 0' .' " .••. of Jurors N h. f "'", I" , ',' • ''.,0"'"'' ENDED Available urn er 0 S -.,'~' H,., '-' 1 I "I' ,." c.) of Jury . " Jury . Present For G d' t'·"Slon~, 4U,;, II I'~" 'fe. "'N JUNE30 Trials . Triall;l Jurors Day of Trial . J~~I~fl Convened! Uess!on t ~t~;~:blgn 
~:::,=~---'~""r~~~-. -_"!!:t~~..!(: .. "';I.::"-"""~,;:",, ,~=.!::'~t"".-., .. ,,,,,,,,-,,,,,,,,Jf==:'""":;:;~='!' 

1979 
__ ,,~_~~_>~O. Q""._ 2.520 18.43 L .. __ !L~"":'~_15.+~':"§i~+1,gL 

1980 
,'-,-~ _._5Q~4~_ 4 046 18.65 :---Lf-<,~-M~--,-..i~g->+-Z.~3.1.-.,~., 

. . . 'I . • . 
1981 ' (Ii)' 

3 453 16.14 8 ~ 76 1 561 I 7.38 ~F--,~:[Q'4 __ ~2..!.Q._ ~,--,- ~-~---"""""-l""--"' __ '_h __ '~:',,:",,-~---~"'" 
1 

~Lf~~r-,5Q§+1.JJ,~ 1982 ' 59'·· 33.g . 3.129 15.80 
1983 

-~~.---. 
"- 55l 21.8 4.030 15.09 8' 137 993! 7.25 I~: . 

COMMENT: Public Law 97-471 re-aligned the boundary between the Norther!l and Southern Di~tricts o~ We~t V~rgi~ia. Because the 
Parkersburg office Is now located in the Southern District, all Parkersburg acbvity for the year IS shown 10 thiS diStrict. 

This district uses multiple voir dire whenever possible and calls in small panels of prospective j~ror.s. The practice of calling 
small panels extended to the two notorious cases. In these two cases, panels of only 39 and 30 prospective Jurors were summoned. 

The court assessed juror costs against one party who failed to notify the court of ~ settlement. Po~ible. ass.ess~ent of juror' 
costs when a civil case is settled at the last minute helps explain the low number of last mmute settlements 10 thiS district. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE LOUISIANA EASTERN YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1983 

LL PLACES OF HOLDiNG COURT (with jury irial 8lc~i"ity) JUDGESHiPS L.1LI 

/' T;UI .1· __ ··,,_,J:~~fRAJ.J .B.Y.::~fr::1:g?TIO~r--'-~.· In 
N,'aflable I Selpet0.Cj Not Selected. Travel 

jurors f TOTAL " (l~ I' Challcrmed Servlnq or Status . Sefvmq U Challi:1ngecl 
1 

SHfving on 
Subsequent 

Days 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

r TOTAL CIVIL f ~<~ Cf~IMINAL ~/ 
Ir;) 

Jury '-------- ~---~~ .. --~*,~ .- ._--
Trials 

260 _~~ __ f.Q~_ 78.1 57 21.9 . . -;:;:;: __ "_' __ +'''_" :.C:: . ____ c_"""= == 
Jury Trial 

Days 725 551 76.0 174 24.0 

/' NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
-~----' 

NO~ Totul No. On No. NO.On 
In EXistence Ju!y 1. 1982 Imp'-\f'lI.?!orJ Discharged July 1. 1983 

".~-
.- ... :0=--=-"::::::: ---~ ... 

10 5 5 5 5 

132 2,523 719 19.1 5.45 

~$ 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

265 

485,837 670 47 
Not Selected. Serving $ 

or Challenged 74,333 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

23.29 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

14.13 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

v 
"'\ 

F= ~--. -. .-t- - .!=~=--:.= !"~" .. -.-
[ ___ H_J;S~IM~ TED COS!S 

T Per 
Per 

TO AL SesSion Juror 
S~~$si()ns JUrors ill Hours in ~\ffl' Jurors Avq. Hour:> 
C(H1Vpned St~ssion I $p$sion _ por Sos<iion I por'St,SSion 

-
Da»' .. 

"-
USAGE STATISTICS y 136,893 1 037 54 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

------.- - ~jully TRit;i'"s-"-" -PE-TIT~ILIR()-R -lISAGE --I .. --·-·-·----!~ff,' .... ND ,HJ!~OH US./:'G2 

YEAR -::n·~-:~:: .. '·-~~·~~~~Hn,:1 I ~'I:- r ":\'~Lj~-::' - ,~ct;:; ·Tl·-·;:ufll~:~rr:I·I··~~I:~:~'~~1·T'-~~;,"~l'!-
ENDED rj(-Jll-,\/ ,J'lr.! AIi'111!'1 I N.H .. h(.r,~f :;:"S'·'I'lfl .. S I H'ur".ln I NlIfl.b8fll JUNE 30 ' .. ; , . " . 'l I r,' "lIt I'l' (1' ,1> •• ' L.. , \. '" ", <, --~;~-~ ~<:::,~=:"~:~:'"~_ ._~':'~',~. iU:'~l':~_=J';:~~~=f~~:'~~::+~:~~~'=+'~~~~;~' 
-~.~;~~. ,_._,_.213'~1·" ... - 2.3 ..... ~L" ... _JQ,122r-·J 6 .B6.. - ... - ....... < ... 8.·~-t-~ .. -··-·J.l6"1··· '-]:l~·--t . .....6 .• _16. __ . 

"_ .. _. ___ ._ ...... , ... 216, .. ",.1.9.9.....-_ 11,.4.30 ~ ... J8..38_ .. _ "" ...... .8 .. ... y_ .... _ .... ,l.3Ri __ .83.L---j. ,.6 .... 02 .. _ ... -
1981 j' \ l' l 1 

I .' I 
.-., .. _. ___ ,.w •. ,, __ .• 212·r ..... J,3.2.. -- J3,.9 31 t 17. 5g .. -. . ... , .9 .... .1 .. , ...... " ".133 .. 1" .... _86.1. ..... i.. ... 6A.42.._~ 

1982 Ii! I ! .... ____ . __ ", .. _~,_ .. 22Z.t-_ ..... 1Z.._fL_, ... _11,31.5 +16 ..... 32-._ ...... _ .. __ .JL __ j" ... __ ,,,,,J 4.5"t_.M_.~Q:L._+._ .. 6..~.2.L .. _-
1983 . I I I I I 

___ ...t..-__ 2.6.0-L.-21... .lli,.2.4.1LJ.4...J 3 10 I. J 3.2L-1l9 5..il.L 

COMMENT: On several occasions the court reported that juror costs had been assessed against the 
party or parties responsible for not notifying the court of settlement in sufficient time as prescribed 
by local rules. Despite this practice the court was plagued with numerous last minute settlements and 
changes of plea. Due to the scheduling of back-up trials, however, the category of jurors not selected, 
serving, or challenged was held below the national average of 37.4 percent. Notorious cases in this 
district were another factor affecting juror usage. These cases usually require that additional jurors 
be on hand in case parties exercise all additional challenges allowed during the jury selection. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE LOUISIANA 'MIDDLE YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jur;>:,)trial activity) JUDGESHIPS~ 

703 
>,,' , 

Jury 
Trials 

Jury Trial 
Days 

3 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

482 176 194 B 
100% 36.5 % 40.2% 

Total 

23 17 73.9 6 26.1 
~. Juries 

Selected 

48 38 79.2 10 20.8 22 

USAGE STATISTICS B 

-- '\ ESTIMATED OOSTS 
Per Per 

TOTAL' trIal Juror 
Cfay Day -24,890 519 35 

Not Selected, Serv1ng t$ 
or Challenged 'j. 3, 958 1 

Avg. No. of 
J'Jrors Present 
For Selection 

Avg. No.of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

21.91 I 14.65 

For National ProfilE~ 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 
!. 

36,521 812 

'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

41 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
JURY TRIALS 

Number 
of Jury 
Trials 

% Crfmlnaf· 
J.oty 
Trlel'S 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

Total 
Available 

Jurors 

Avg. No. 
of Jurors 

Present For 
Day of Trial 

" " GRANO JURQR USAGe 

totat Numoor of 
Number of -. .... f"' ..... Grand· . ",Ill", ... V"", 

,jurle~Ctm'!llilned 
.' ...... . 

.. '. lj 

NUn1bSrOf 
Hc.ursln 
Session 

1979 10 50.,0 376 37.60 4 57 279" 4~89 r-------1---~~~. -~~~~ ______ -r ______ -4~a __ ~~·4··~~-----.-~-~----~~~"~~ 
., 

t---_
1
_
98_O_+-...-" . ...-:.19"'-+'_4;,.::;2c.;...1.;...: -+_--:7~1-=-2+--...:..18;;;..:.;.:::2:.;:..6-r--..;;, . ..;..., !~4 ...... ·· *\....,' ',.;;,.' ...,.~. -""'5 .... }+:' .. _· _2;;;.,;.9..;...~..:....r---+5_. 2_3~ 

1981 0" 

4.94 " 
33 12.1 1,380 20.29 ,.: ·6," .;'~.; .:f?lt. 316 

if.50, 
" ,. 

1982 

1983 

COMMEN,T: Due to challenging jurors using the strike method, this district reported 40.2 percent of 
the jurors brought in for jury selection as challenged for caUse or peremptorily. This figure is well 
above the national average for this category despite the fact that only 26.1 percent of the jury trjals 
i~volved criminal matters, ,cluding one notorious case. . ~~ 

The reports from L6uisiana, Middle provide another indication that more courts are enforcing a 
local rule which allows the court to assess jury costs to the plaintiff, defendant, or counsel, when 
sufficient notice of intent to settle is not provided. The district reported a case in which the defen­
dants settled after the jury selection process had begun. Because the defendants settled after the 
deadline for notifying the court, all costs were ordered to b~ paid by the defendants. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE C LOUISIANA .WESTERN ~ 

L!...J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

Jury 
Trials 

Jury Trlai 
Days 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982' 

78 

208 

767 1,140 1 

27.5 % 31.7% 40.8 % 

63 80.8 15 .19.2 

155 74.5 53 25.5 

iii 

Total 
Available 

Jurors 

4,557 18.83 

21.78 

17.65 

4,102 17.68 

A-45 

1,291 B 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

88 

...-----

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESHIPS~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "' Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

bay Day 

183,553 882 ,. 45 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 51,211 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selec:tion 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

31.75 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

19.64 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTAL 

105,586 

Per 
Session 

1,304 

.' , 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

63 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE MISSISSIPPI NORTHERN 

L-.LJ PlAC,ES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

r '1' ..J; ,PORJUR'I 
. eta. ... " S"'I""'ted 

A. vallabl" , t . .' .... "' .... 

/ 

... Tor~l '. or 0 
Jqwrs " .. ' . '1:\ ". $(:!fvlnQ 

2,339 1,147 460 436 251 

100% 40.1% 38.0% 21.9% 

tOtAt, '\ . ',oWIt ... ':% 
,"" 

" .' 
Jury 

" 

Trials 46 36 78.3 

Jury Trial 153 108 70.6 Days 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

T,I)taJ ". ',No; On' 
. InE#stence July it 1~S2 

2 

22 

1 

460 
Jl,lfo(tiln 
Session 

1 

148 

, "'.~.;;'.' 

10 21.7 

45 29.4 
" 

1 1 

6.73 

~~ 

10 Total 
Juries 

Selected 

50 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30; 1983 

JUQGESHIPS LU 

ESTIMATED COSTS """ 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial' Juror 
Day Day 

114~601 749 49 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or challenged 12,262 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

22.94 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

15.29 

For National ProfHe 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS """ 
Per 

Per 
ToTAL Juror 

Session Day SE)sslon$ 
Conveneq 

USAGE STATISTICS !~. 33,451 1,521 73 

, 
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY1':!ifAt.-S PETIT JUROR USAGE 
~ __ ~~4~~~. __ 4-

YEAR ..' 
ENDED Num~r i % Crlrl11nSj 

JUNE 30 
otJllry '., I' J;uw 

. .' Ti1al,$' I • ,Trials 

1979 

Tota'" 
Avaltabl,\3 

Jurors 

Avg. No. 
of Jurors 

Present For 
Day of Trial 

'44:'1" • 3'4.l , 2 272 18.18 I--:--,--+,......;......".. .... ,..Ii. ~"Irl .. "'"' ..;:.~ ....... ,_:.: '"l---=cJ.:::.!..::!..,.j-• ...:.;::;.:;....:..;=---j.,;.,;,..,....."........~ 

~_19_8_0 __ ~~~3~G_'·71~"~···~28~.A1~·°4-~1~7~0=5T~8~.~g~4~~~~~~ 
1,1981 2 780 18.41 

1982 2 52017.87 

1983 2 339 '15.29 ·,2 ,( 

"0) 

, 7.62 , 

. . U' 

148 11 6.73 

COMMENT: This district reported. a comparatively large percentage of jurors as selected (40.1 
percent) and a small percentage of jurors as not 8lelected, serving, or challenged (21.9 percent). Jury 
statistics would have been even better had it not b(~en for the notorious criminal trials reported by thi& 
district in 1983.' 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE MISSISSIPPI SOUTHERN YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPSG 

I' 

/ 

\.. 

3,938 

" ,', 

Jury 
TrIals 

Jury Tria"' 
Days 

1 

36 

$&s~lol'I$ 
-Convened 

" 

/ 

1979 

'1980 

1981 

FOR JIJRYSELECTION In 
Selacted INotSeh!lcted, .. Travel 
Se~ngChaHenged g~~~g~~' status"~ 

',. 
iOTAl 

. Servlngon 
SuMeqlrent 
. Days' 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

2,105 685 571 849 77 1,756 ~S 192,698 1,053 49 

100% 32.5 % 27.1 % 40.3 % Not Selected, Serving $ 
Of Challenged 

41,623 

TQTAi.· CiViL·· % CfUMINAl F % 

J 
Total 
Juries 

J. Selected 

(; Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

'0 

29 21 72.4 8 

183 135 73.8 48 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

1 

735 222 20.4 

27.6 
(1' )' 

26.2 I 56 

6.17 

37.59 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

", 

21.52 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
Per 

...., 

Jurors In Hours 10\\.' (l Avg. Jurl;tr~ •.... M~();U($' 
Per TOTAL Sessl.on Juror 

S!il~IOtl S~$.l.ort . pe~~¥~: :U:l~Y '. 1l{01:'l 

USAGE STATISTICS 
0 !S 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

. JURY TRIAJ.S PETIT JUROR USAGE ,: 
,,,,,,, .,"' 
rr,%, Crlmlhal' Total 
;; . Jury Available 
"Trials Jurors 

Avg. No. '. T¢l'tal ><. .I. 
of Jurors : ~!!Imb~r..of '. \'f,um",erot 

Pre~ent For . ,t:'>r"~.t .$a!;;Slolls 
l>'I ""'11 ,.c"'n ....... netf Day of Trial <4lrl('!s "' .. '" ll' 

c' 

95,116 

Nlltri~rQf 
Hotttsin 
sesSion 

Day 

2,642 129 

Average 
Numbarof 
, Hours-pst 

Session: 

43,;16.3 3,986 25.39 2 251' 131 
'0 !' "II 0 , 

24.4 ,;, 3,618 24.95 , ~'2 . 23.9 5.'i)9" 
':;l 0('", ,,"_, 

\. 1983" 29 27.6 3,938 21.52 t" 222 0 

COMMENT: Petit jury activity slowed considerably during 1983, as 1,495 fewer jurors were required 
to report to court compared to last year. This. was due to the drop in the numb1:lr of jury trials from 49 
in 1982 to 29 in 1983, a 69.0 percent decrease. 

This district also I,'eported that u.s. magistrates continue to play' an active role in conducting 
voir dire/? snd jury trials. . . .. . 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE TEXAS NORTHERN YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS~I 

12,493 

/ 
Jur~ 

Trias 

Jury Triai 
Days 

,,-, 

/ 

Total 
In EXiGtence 

13 

98 

Sessiol1s 
.' Convened 

"-

YEAR 
\ \IDED 

. ':' 30 

;' 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 
-- Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

6,498 1,545 1,606 3,347 13 5,982 ~~ 518,265 810 41 

100% 23.8 % 24.7 % 51.5 % 
'·i',;.o .... 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 138,895 I 

TOTAL.O h Cl'{IL ~~ u CflfMIN~~, "fli Total Avg. No. of Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 133 72 54.1 61 45.9 

JUries Jurors Present 
Selected For Selection 

640 320 50.0 320 50.0 146 44.51 19.52 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
! " 

No,(}n 
" 

No. 
, .. 

T;\ . .NO'", '. .NQ;On '> .• 

Jul)! 1. 19a2 t Impaneled. OisCharge&. 
'fl· , 

duiy 1.1:9Da '. 
For National Profile 
Open Foldout 

.<,,. 

8 1 
5 5 8 

At Back Cover 

"\ 

1,907 593 19.5 6.05 ESTIMATED COSTS 
Per ., 

. Jurors in Houddn . Avg.Jumre .*g.i'lOJJtS 
$E)ssiOil 

ii' j 

Sasl;Iion 'l?erS~s$I()Il: ' per$e$$tofl, .... '.,~ 

Per TOTAL Juror 
Session Day 

USAGE STATISTICS B 94~365 963 49 

Number·· 
otJury 
T.ialC 
'0 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

II' "".fj' 

1!e' Crlmin~l' Total 
J~' .. Available 

Tri G Jurors 

·····.·43.3 10,241 19.96 

" 33.1 13,763 17.97 

13,793 19.70 

12,895 19.39 

.9' 12,493 19.52 
'1 jurors were present for selection in this district compared to the 

'\ction to the large perccmtage of criminal jury trials in Texas, 
, ~ sufficient jurors are on hand to cover all potential challenges by 

'\ses. Over half of the jurors who reported to court to partici­
"'d as not selected, serving, or challenged. This is due, iln part, 

.. orientation days when a substantial number of jurors',called 
O~ challenged. 

furies. 
48 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE TEXAS EASTERN YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

/ 

/ 

6,377 
' .. ~f 

Jury 
Trials 

Jury Trial 
Days 

Total 
In Exl$t~nce 

2 

.Seasions 
, CQnvenect 

/ 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

JUDGESHIPS L-J 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

3,605 . 1,340 1,033 1,232 11 2,761 ~> 265,377 717 42 

", ' 100% 37.2 % 28.7 0/0 34.2 % 
Not Selected, Serving $ 51,218 . or Challenged 

.: 

' TOTALI '. O.!Vll~' .• " "1'; C,RfM1'N~ ;'~ '., 
Total 

122 104 85.2 18 14.8 
Juries 

Seleoted 

370 320 86.5 50 13.5 222 

2 2 

USAG.,~ STATISTICS ~~ 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

16.24 

Avg, No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

17.24 

For National ProfHe 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

40,784 1,316 

....... 

P,':r 
Juror 
Day 

67 

t--~..;,.:JU~R.;.. Y;..;.irR:,;;.IA..;,;;;I.;::;.S...,,-·· '_' -+--:.P-=ET:.:.;I~T.::.,I U::;:R;:O:,:.R:,.:U::.:S:.:.;A:.::G.:::.E.;._j,..;-_":;;'" " .• , ,,-0;,..,.: '_' ' . ..;,' ~t1::::.:R~~A.:.:.N:;O:..::.J;;::.U:2.RO;;:,:R~U::::;:S:AG.E ,,' ..:.-: ....... --1 
Q .' •. ,.' -;----':"''r-
%'Qrllll!ns,1 Total ~v~~~~s Irotal '''NumbeJ'of Number of , AVerage 

JUry '. Available Present For fif~~iildt pf:'SaS$jl)n~ "Hours!n . Numb~rQf 
Trials'" Jurors Day of Trial ",rM' . , COnveMd Ses:'ilon HOllrs pal' 

Jt;lrlas '" .' "'. SessIon 
r====9~-=~~~~====9=====+===~~==~~~~}~~.~ 

1979 \ ...89 .•.•.. ;15~7, 4,168 19.214.' \ '3~' 1,'211 5.55\ 

:==19=8=0=::" ==_-,; 1=Q...;..'.9';'C'::"_,r2.;.;..,·":"0= .• 2;;;,.,""':·.·~=:===5 ,:2=0.,.;..9-+t-_'-1:8= • .::..;2-8==:=:' ..... '-":3:. ;...f.·-rt:~-4~O·;.....+;;,.., .~w~'~206 . 5 /15'~'\ 
1981: t39 12~9 6,358 20.18 '3, b 30 .,_ 184 6.13 

. D 0 

r-_19_8~2 __ ~·_·_,_,}~,4._6;~,~'~~J~1_.0_:,.~*-~6,~4_60~_1~7_._51~~~~~~_3_1~ __ ~J~54-+,_4_.~97-,-~ 

~ __ 1_98_3~~0_~,~.,:_1...;..2_2~"!_1_4_ .. 8~·· .. ~_6~,_37_7~_1_7_._24 __ ~.~.~2~.~_~_.~· .... ~3~1_ .. ~~ ... _1~8~8_· ~6~.0~6~-~/ 
COMMEN'l': The 37.2 percent of jurors selected or serving is better than the national average of 30.1 
perQent. T~e average number of jurors present for selection (16.24) was smaller than the average 
number of Jurors,present for day of trial (17.24) due to this district's use of the multiple voir dire 
technique of selecting juries. In a single day, this district may select as many as 20 juries. This level 
of ~ff,icient jur?r ~sa~e was' achiev.ed despite numer~ms last minute settlements, pleas and 
contmuances. ThIS dIstrIct reported aSSIstance by U.S. maglstrates~ 
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",JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
TEXAS SOUTHERN YEAR ENDED 

JUNE 30, 1983 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (With jury trial activity) JUDGESH1PS~ 
" 

/ 

0 

\.. 

9,779 2,421 2,579 4,779 

100% 24.8 % 26.4% 48.9 % 

i., '.¢:'. ~ .' 

.' IIl··G' SetVifig on 
trall~l·. .' Sub~Elquent 

.. $tatusb 'Day~" 

2 

< 

~~ 

,. 

ESTIMATED COSTS ""\ 

Perc" Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

729,208 925 45 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 

213,658 
Ii 

" 
.' . tOTAL '. 'ClV~L l ~~ CRIMIN'Al % Total Avg. No.of 

Jurors Present 
Mg. No.of 

Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial Jury f--. 

Trials 206 106 51,5 

Jury Triai 788 511 64.8 
Days 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

. total . No. On . 
InE!~istence": ., Jury 1.1002 ,. 

'" .' 

17 10 7 

209 4,190 964 

100 48.5 

277 35.2 

7 10 

C> 

20.0 4.61 

Juries 
Selected 

256 

For Selection 

38.20 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

20.70 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
""\ 

Per 
Per 

TOTAL Juror 
Session 'IAY~ Houfs Day 

~~ 188,484 902 45 
SeS$IOfiS Jurors!n . Hours in Alg. JUrQ·r$ 

COfivel1l';cf Session Basllion I j:ler SS$lpl't : pet .. $Sslon 
_., ' . 

USAGE STATISTICS 

"'" /' HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

dU{1Y TRIALS' PETIT JUROR USAGE '" GRAND Jl,)FlORV$AG~ .' 

-
YEAR Avg. No. Joti'll 

',:;::? " 
.Average., 

Number % Criminal Total Num~of Nun;trbf 
ENDED .' QfJury ···Jl:lry Available 

of Jurors Number of Sf;lssions .' .'.i'lQ_ r~ in ' NUftlterot 

JUNE30 
Present For Grand ·HQU($par 

Trials 'titals .(j Jurors Day of Trial Jurias. . CMvanf)d '. '~$Slon Session 
" 

.. Q "' 

1979 149 
0 14,945 16. ". :",17S' 

COrl , 

4.72 
77.2 ..... 22.82 . 816 .' c 

, . , 0 

1980 175 . 68.0 14,666 21.63 \1(1,1'4 1S5" I, . '980 '5~30 
>' " ~J 

000)" ; . 
1981 204 55.4 16,661 18.93 , 16 159 698 

< 4.39 
,,' - . ..:.....,. h--~~ 

0 
,: .. ., .... 

1982 198 51. !5 13,387 18.41 n "16" 180 '. 850 4.72 .- ' . ;p 

~~ , " 
1~~3 ,206' 

209 '. 
." 

48.5 16,314 20.70 17" 964 .' 4.61 j ., 
COMMENT: Though the percentage of criminal jury trials has declined steadily over the past few 
y~ars, the total ·number of jury trials in this district in 1983 is 38.3 percent greater than in 1979. 
Despite. efforts to, use multiple voir dire .and schedule back-up trials, Texas, Southern reported 4S.~ 
percent of the jurors present for jury selection as not' selected, serving, or challenged, the second 
highest percentage in the circuit and 11.5 percentage points higher than the national average. This". 
was caused primarily by Houston's practice of holding monthly jury impanelment days where as many 
as 200 juror~ may be called in for orien..tation and impanelment. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE TEXAS WESTERN YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1983 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS~ 
/' ' " , ,F'ORJUAYE eLECTION'·' 

Total" \' 
; .. !tI Se;virigM ESTIMATED COSTS """ 

.~j~i3~$~ dSktT8~t<ro '.. . ". '. 1N9tSeleet~d. 
TQtAL. 

.·rrall$t SUbsequent 
. Sarl/hig .... Challen~<i Senting 6r Stat\.!.$ . <Days " 

. 'Challahl1ed .' . 
Per Per 

fOTAl Trial Juror 
Day 

r 

I 

, , 

'I' Day 

11,199 5,490 1,774 2,025 1,691 55 5,654 ~~ 455,416 789 41 

. C! . 100% 32.3 ." 36.9 % 30.8 % ,,, 
"". 

Npt Selected, Serving $ 68,768 or Challenged 

.•. ~.TOrAt.' CIVil ... , 0/0 CBIMINJ:i.L 
Jury 

.% Total 
Juries 

Avg. No. of' 
jurors Present 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial Trials 153 71 46.4 82 53.6 Selected 

Jury Triar 577 250 43.3 327 56.7 
Days 

1.70 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
~!:\" 0 

.--
Total " .No.On ,)1 No. No. . . No. On .. 

In r::xi$ter)ceJ o July 1; 19f,12 ·t/'l1pan~fed DISCharged 'J~y 1, 1983', 
c. 

, o· 
" 

22 14 8 9 13 

146 2,988 741 20.5 5.08 
- '. . '5~~ons Jurorsln Hours in Avg, Juran, 

• c. 
A'11' Hou[$ 

,~ oiwenedl .y S~$sion .. Session' per BesslOfT p~ S~s$ion 
0 

USAGE STATISTICS 

For Selection 

32.29 19.41 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTAL Per 
Session 

147,924 1,013 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

50 - ~ 
I HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

. ""\, 

j\ 3URYTRfAlS PETIT JUROR USAGE '. . GRANO JtJROR USMiiE. 
·l.·· ....... 

YEAR 
-;:----h~ .. .--~ 

ENDED . Number . % Orlminal Total 
Avg. No. Total' ....... '. ....., A)(eral1& •... 

. of Jury" JUlY Available 
of Jurors Nutl100r of . Number Qf. Number o~) 

JUNE 30 Pres!l~t For Grand ". '. SessIons H'gurs in . Numnarof 
'Trl~t!l''''' to trIals' Jurors . Hours per • 

. ' ' 
Day oT Trial .' JuriasCqnV$/led . Session . ~ Sess·ion 

... 1" '., 
-, - ~ 

1979 ;'121, "'?1~ ,. 9,263 26.77 18. 
, 

142.~ .. ° ..• 543 3.82 
"' ' .. '. . ~, ~·"i''''·~~ 

1980 .9& lS.,· 
< ~1 ,,' 

t 7,634 27.86 20 ·"135 512 3.79 
'.' 

& 

,~",----
() 

1981 1.55 ,46.5 .- 9,072 20.48 24 ,. 141 <° 684 ." 4.8"5 j' 

,:; --_: .... 
.. 1~~r~"." 6Sa· 1982 123 49.6 " 

. .'. 

~., " 8,853 20.54 24 4.73. 
. -.'1" -- -0 

1983 .;:, 153' 63'.6" 
,....,.;,.~l'~ . ; . ....;.,. 

"-
11,199 19.41 22 " 146 , 741 

. 5~08· •. ··· 
, 0 .' .J 

. ~~~~!~~In!r~~~~~~r~~:~te4~ ~Q~::::~~ ~~'~3P:~::::e~~cre~s~in the num~.el' Qfiurr 1ialS, but also an increa~ in the percent-
negatively because larger jury P!aneis are required. • • .' rge prop~r 1Qn Q CI' m nn! trials tends tQ t\tcect juri'll' staUstics 

OccuITences which furtl1\e~ counteracted eff ts t . i 
jurors were selected or challengei~, and last minute p~~a c~a~!~~~:l:~~:~t ::t;:{~!~~e:st.lY included impllnelment days where no 

This district reported tha\\::"~ study invQlving til ! tal f . . . 
InvQlves impaneling a sil(-memb~\1' civil jury ~nd a separ:t:~~~:~~n b usej Q tth~e-~hember Civil juries has been Wldel'taken, It 

. bQth juries deliver a verdict Mwe e th rdi t d Ii ' em er ury Q ear e same case, After deliberating separately 
Results will be be presented to ttie.;arr~t t~ev:Qnc1usi~n ~~r:~bJ y~~.three-member jury is strictlyfQI' purposes Qf the ex~riment~ 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE KENTUCKY EASTERN 

L..LJ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury ~rial activity) 

/' ~ 

FOR JURY ~ELECTION 
~ 

Total In ,Serving on 
Available $eie(Jte~1 NotSelected, Travel Subsequent 

Jurors TOTAL or ,?fluHenged Serving 'Or Status Days Serving Challenged 

.' 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESHiPS tM-' 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

5,529 2,909 788 980 1, 141 4 2,616 ~~ 250,679 880 45 

100% 27.1 % 33.7 % 39.2 0' 
'0 

r TOTAL CIV!l % CRIMINAL % 
Jury 

Trials 63 24 38.1 39 61.9 
Jury Trial 

285 94 33.0 191 67.0 Days 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

rptEl\ t N(\. On No. Ne. No. On 
In EXiftence Jldy1,1982 ,mp3111;IC(l Oisch<lrg:7U July 1, 19B3 

9 5 4 4 5 

111 2,1229 573 20.1 5.16 
"' -

Sossh:ms Jurors in j-loulsin /\'10. Jur,mY I f\vg. HOl~rs 
Convened Session $OS51011 per Session 1 per $€)sl)lon 

"-
USAGE STATISTICS 

I' HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 
1-__ -+ __ ~7J_ -4i-§,$...d __ +-~5.1..!.7~7.:..6+-.=..22~.'-.:::0.:..5-+_,.. 

1983 

" 63 61 9' 5.529 19.40 9 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

70 

flo 
~~ 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 51,640 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

41.56 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

19.40 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
-~-~---.- -. 

I TOTAL Per 
Session 

.. - -
! 

92,441 833 I 

"\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

41 

COMMENT: The Eastern District of Kentucky had an average of 41.56 jurors present for selection. 
Several factors contributed to this high figure: a large proportion of criminal trials, six places of 
holding court (which reduces opportunities for jury pooling and using multiple voir dire), the use of 
orientation days, and several last minute settlements and changes of plea. 
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JUROR USAG,E PROFiLE K'ENTUCKY WESTERN 
,. 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

2,997 777 1,226 H 

100% 25.9% 33.2% 40.9% 

/ ""TOTAL CIVIL <y" 'C\!{IM,INAL .... %, Total 
Juries 

,'; 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1983 

JUDGESHIPS LlL.J 
ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

197,417 780 41 

Not Selected. Serving $ 
or Challenged 50,736 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present Jury 

Trials 70 47 67.1 23 32.9 Seleoted For Seleotion 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

Jury Tricii 253 143 56.5 110 43.5 
Days 

/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

NO. <;In. ..•. -- No. . 
.. ' J.\.lIY 1,.1982 .. _. Jn1Pan~led 

3 2 1 2 1 

43 915 258 21.3 6.00 
~-.. 

§esslons .. JUrors' in -. HQursln. A~g. Jur<,>fs AVf!. Hour'$ 
!" . CO!1venoo "Session Session perSessJot1 Ptir~sslono 

'. " 

\. 
USAGE STATISTICS 

Total 
AvailablE) 

Jurors 

1979 4,063 20.94 

1980 3,541 23.30 

1981 3,594 18.82 

1 

1 

84 

~~ 

35.68 c 18.87 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

40,936 952 1 

" 
Per 

Juror 
Day 

45 

COMMENT: The lirAT,,, .. ,,,,,,,,,,, District of Kentuck~,1 reported a number .of clast minute settlements and 
changes of plea ih· There were two notorious trials in one month..'I'he coul'talso reported one 
civil jury trial to a court trial at the last minute and l~everalorientatlon days. All of these 
factors contribu an averageof35.68 juror~pr~sent for sele~tion,a figureslightly higher than the 
national average. 

A-56 ., 

\\ 

~-----------------
.,--~----~-~-~---'}!-:-~""'-'":~--' ---L 

J, 

« 
l\ 
~ 

P 
E 
T 
I 

\: 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE MICHIGAN EASTERN" 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial actiVit'y) 

10,483 2,632 3,215 

100% 25.1 % 30·.7% 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1983 

JUDGESHIPS~ 

ESTIMAtED COSTS 

TOTAL 
Per Per 
Trial Juror 
Day Day 

1,007,735 627 A3 

Not Seleoted. S~f,vlng $ 198 524 
. or Challengeo . ~ 

T r~-:Ju:ry~~~\~TO~~~A~t~':!'I' :··=Q~I~~~~r'~~(l'Li;;]~l~~~'li·~,f~·~,~,~~~~~~~'j~~[<:3 
Trials 258 161 62.4:: 97 37.6 

Total 
Juries 

Avg. No. of 
Jural's Present 

'"1 
Avg. No. of 

Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

" 
j.,' 

"-

Jury Trlai 
Days 

293 

Sasslorrs 
COl1vt'lhed i 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1M2 

i 
.. 

Selected 

1,607 1,:026 63.8' 581 36.2 265 

5,927 1,688 20.2 5.76 

Jbror;in 
.. 

H.pw~Hll . A~. Jtirot~ 
I·' 

:Avg:HQUl's .. 
Saswtm $a$$I® .... per S!t$aitm' .,jJtI)r :S11a..'SiOli . 

USAGE STATJSTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

Total 
Available 
Jurors 

20 466 17.57 

21 623 16.10 

20,715 17.13 

25,798 16.28 

23,478 14.61 

For Selection 

39.56 14.61 
-

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTAL 

244,980 

Per 
Session 

836 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

41 

COMMENT: Eastern District()f Michigan((s'veraged 39.56 jurors present for selection in 1983. The 
district reported a number of long trials, including- a notorious trial for which a panel of 316 was 
called. The voir dire lasted four days. The court's longest civil jury trials lasted 28, 24, and 21 days, 
and the longest criminal trials lasted 29 and 20 days. '\ 

Michigan, Eastern also reported over 24 last minute settlements an~l changes of plea and two 
summary jury trials in 1983. Summary jury trials are trials conducted without the presentation of 
evidence and are used as an aid to settlement. The COU1't had never held them before. 

The voir dire is commonly conducted by a magistrate in this district • 
. , A-57 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE MICHIGAN WESTERN 

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

T<;)tat" . 
Av~)rable 
Juror$ 

3,654 1,878 621 36 1,740 !~ 

r 

I' 

Jury 
Trials 

Jury Triai 
Days 

Total 
In E'ltistt;ll1ce 

5 

64 
Sessions 
COnvened 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 

1983 

100% 33.1% 

tOTAL CIVil % CRIMINAl.." 

68 51 75.0 17 

234 173 73.9 61 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
", 

" No. No. On ' ,No. ' 
"JU!}< 1, 1962 Irilpane~eQ ',' ' OlscnarQ'ed' 

2 3 2 

1,261 402 19.8 
Jurors In: 
Se$slon 

HOtlfS,il1 • 
' Se$sloo' 

" Avg. JUl'OI'$ 
perSe1jston 

USAG E STATISTICS 

% 

25.0 

26.1 

1)/0;01'1 
July ,1, 19~3 

3 

6.28 
A'I()· 110t!fS 

.. per session 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

69 

~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1983 

JUDGESHIPS '-.LJ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
c: "'\ 

c 

Per " Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

174,027 744 48 
Not Selected, ServIng $ 

or Challenged 37,764 

Avg. No. of 
JUrors Present 
For Selection 

27.22 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Pay of Trial 

15.62 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TOTAL Juror Session Day 

79,410 1,241 63 

The Western District of Michigan averaged, 27.22 jurors present for se~ecti?n, ovel,' five 
!, fewer than the national average. The district rel9ortedover a do~en las,t m~.nute s~tt1e~ents 

Pan
e
d'OPJpll!:'!leas t)ut was able to, ,offset these wititl the r~pea'ted use of. mulbple o vOir dire." Hlstt?rlC~Uy, 

Michigan,' Western's ~verage number of jurorfl present .for day of trial has decreased, every year SInce 
1979. " 

C_;:,':.', 

\~ 
"I 

\ 
',\ '., 
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OtflO NORTHERN 

L..LJ PLACES OF HO~DU\hJ COURT (with jury trial activity) 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

Toti~1 ~--. '~''", ,:,:J;t,2t1A P,!1~{~ls1E~gTLQ.Nl''''_''~ 
JUDGESHIP'S~ 

l~\I~it1f~t)'fi i J bO~(~ctf;j I . 'J 

'J'lr<l";;~ " TOl",c,L , .;" \1,1" ,Ch;;;Uqrk'lcd 
!.'i ESTIMATED COSTS , In " 

travel 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
I) 

" " " ! ucn'mo ~ 
t--'_. -, -4r--' 1---'-> Per. Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

Status 

8,580 3,956 842 736 2,378 
~~ 372,857 774 

~ 

43 42 4,582 

r 
Jury 
Trials 

Jury Trial 
Days 

100% 18.6~;; 60.1 % 

~~EE!~ 6~:O CR'M'~~ 3;~O 
"; 4821 --240:~-1==49=.=8*===24=2=1=5=0.=2=1 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

:"10j-~-"r" -~- r~~- No. I '\ib~ No, On 
In ~~'Ik*';~iN '. ,iu~y 1. 'Imp,lllOlcri 1 Disr:hargl:d I JUly 1, Hl8S 

'~.>---..."...-~- l ~~:..~..<..-__ ___ ~--...--.: i 

12 6 6 4 8 

171 21.2 5.88 

USAGE STArrST1CS 

Total 
JUries 

Selected 

87 

~~ 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 103,281 

Avg. No. of 
JUrors Present 
For Selection 

45.47 

Avg. No. of 
JUrors Present 
For Day of Trial 

17.80 

For National Profile 
Open FOldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

207,744 1,215 57 

~QMMEN,!: 'Fhe Northern District Of Ohio reported .the secon~ longest criminal jury trial completed 
In the nation In 1983. The defendant Was charged With extortIon, racketeering, and threats, and the 
trial ran for 71 days. There Were also three criminal jury trials completed in 45,34, and 32 days. 

The district also, ~a~ a,large number of last mihute settlements and changtrs of cplea. There 
were two ~2-member CIVil JurIes r~ported. All of the above factors contributed toilian above average number of Jurorspl'esent for selection. 

i, 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE . OHIO SOUTHERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/' 

/ 

"-

FOR JURY SELECTr· :' 

TOTAL 
selected or '. 
Serving ~ 

4,357 1,983 624 555 

100% 31.5 % 28.0% 

TOTAL. . CIVIL % .... CFt!MINAl ~k . 
Jury 

Trials 65 42 64.6 23 35.4 

Jury Trial 296 243 82.1 53 17.9 Days 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

" Total No.Ort 0 No. NI:). I .. No;On 
In Existence Ju!y 1, 1l1e2 fmp~neled .' Disoharged JUly 1,1983 

11 7 4 6 5 

105 2,067 674 19.7 6.42 
. 

AVQ. Jurors 
I ' " ,::: 

Sessions Q Jurors in Hou(sin .A~OutS 
ComlCI'lr::d 0 Session ~~ Be.sslon (; perSe1$$IQn per $$100 

0 

USAGE STATISTICS 

YEAR %Crlminaf Total ENDED Ju.ry Available 
JUNE30 Trials .' Jurors 

1979 .. 47!2 .' 3,844 16.71 

1980 
.. 
53 .• 6 4,173 18.38 

1981 64 S3.1- 5,119 18.82 

1982 6,055 16.32 

1983 4,357 14.72; 

H 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

61 

~~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESHIPS~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "'" Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

262,130 886 60 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 48,494 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day ofTrlal 

32.51 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

14.72 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
........ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

130,073 1,239 63 

COMMENT: The Southern District of Ohio had an average of 32.51 jurors present fors,~lection in the 
year ended June 30, 1983, a figure close tOe the national average. The district's juror usage (as 
measured by the average number of jurors present for day of trial) improved for the second year in a 
row. Ohio, Southern reported a misdemeanor trial conducted by a magistrate with six jurors and one 
tdternate. The district also reported two 22 day civil jury trials. 

Ii 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE TENNESSEE EASTERN 

4 
L...:..J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESHIPS~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS ...... 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

H 137,736 505 39 
2,146 

100% 

Jury Trlai 
Days 229 83.9 44 16.1 

3 4 

YEAR 
Avg. No. 

. 
ENDED Total . Total 

JUNE 30 Available of Jurors Numbf)f;()f 
JLtrors Present For Graod OilY of Trial JurIes _ 

1979 
2,546 15.34 

1980 
3,422 13.37 

3,300 12.74 

3,682 14.05 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

115 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 27,272 

Avg. No. of Avg. Nc. of 
Jurors Present Jurors Present 
For Selection For Day of Trial 

18.66 13.10 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Conr 

{ i-'--~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTAL 

39,139 

85 

150 

11.0-

Per 
Session 

767 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

40 

Average 
Number of 
Hou(~Mr 
Sesslol'i" 

~6 • .o7 

6.82 

6.88 

'7~OO 

3,577'13.101 '. . 335 - .• 57 
COMMENT: The Eastern District of :T=en=n:-e=-=ss=e:-' e~ls-' -a--.:..:.-·,J.-:-f-1.........;...;,:....,. . .1.....-.:..-...:.:!.L_.......:~.L.....2.:E,;~ 
the best figures in the nation. This was despite o\Tevef;g~ ~ ~.66 Jurors present for selection is one of 

. II ,'. 0 . r s mInute settlements and changes of plea. 

The district frequently had jury trials conducted by'magistrates in 1983. 
II 

l'here~.iave been large increases in glrand juror t' 't ' 
of sessions cdnvened and Ihumb~er of hours in . , ac IVl y In the last two years. Bqth the number 
roughly half ~gain in 1983. niis grand jur~7 ac:~~~~s ~~~~le~ ~r~m t198:~ to 1982. andl, in~reased by 
ments over the last two years. ! ec eye Increases In cr'lmmal indict-
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
TENNESSEE MlDDlE 

. YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESHIPS~ 
I~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

•.••• ~I~ ESTIMATED COSTS 
"",. 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

Par Per 

TOTAL 
TrIal Juror 
Day Day _ 

~S 128,603 695 42 

Not Selected, $er\llng $ 23,406 
or Challenged 

/ 
Total· .. \ 

. '. FOR JUEYSELEOTION - . In . . Sarvlfu;ibn 

AVaiiable r .- $t.llected lNotSelected .' Travel . ". $.u\:)s~quent 

o J1m:l16> 
. TOTAr. or Challenged servlh-'for .. ·.~atU$ 'Days . 

Serylng ,Cha.llen!J~d j.......;...;. '. 
, ". " ' .. 

3,054 1,805 633 616 556 - 1,249 
t> . 

- 100% 35.1 ~o 34.1 Of 30.8 % ie> 
. 

., 

':}, Cti.IMlNAL; " 
% To~1 Mg. No. of 

r TOTAL CIVIL J<' . 
42.2 

Jurlet\ 
Selected 

Jurors Present 
For Selection 

Mg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

/' 

-

i 

~ 

II 

r \ 1,1 '. 
\1\ ! 

Jury 
Trials 64 37 57.8 27 

Jury Tria) 
Days 

l85 125 67.6 60 32.4 

NUMBER OF 'GRAND JURIES 
--::c 

cO 

.•.. '.' 
'. 

Total No; On 
,~ . No •. r "NO . Fl/:}. On 

10 EX:lsl~rtbe . July 1, 4982 ,Irrllll;meled • Oisc!1a~ed . Jl,Ily1, 1!:)8:~ .. 

cO 

.' (~ 
,. 

4 2 2 2 2 

38 
-, 753 218 19.8 5.74 

d \ 

,~, Avg.JUrors· 
S'$saions Jurot$in 

>. Hours!!'! 
\:, A'ig. Ho.t1fS · 

CQnvef>iEiO I Se3$.ion sessioo perSessl,J;ll' petsesSlon 
,,' .~ . 

USAGE STATlST1CS <) 

/ 
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

63 

~; 

. 

28.65 16.51 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per 
TOTAL ssssion 

32,794 863 

~ 

'. 
.. 

...... 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

44 

, 

''C - "'J ~RY~Rt.aJ.$ " . PETIT JUROR USAGE 
'. . GRA,MPJUROF{t)$AGE p-r-..... ----T- ....... '. ~ 

• ' , ,~1 <", '. A\I'erag~. 
'NVmblilr of I 

YEAR Numt . r ...... .% Cfi:riln~l Avg. No. 
Total 

Tota! Numbe:rof .. 

ENDED .. ()fJ~r (.Lury 
Mailable 

of Jurors l:>Inmberof ~sionS . .• ' " Hi'lure In . Nl.Imberof 

JUNE 30 mbfTrJ~'. 
Jurors 

Present For Gmna COO~Qd. ·.Septet! 
. HoUrs per 

Day of Trial ,JurieS' 
. SessiOn 

')' . .' 

.' 
.', . ",,' ' :, 

c- .' . ." ::rw'. . . -. 

.. .. 

1979· . ;'",5950.8 '" 3,968 20.77 
I 3 

''''{ 

53"" 358' 6.75,.··· 
~),...,.....; 

'. : .. .. r.', " 

• .'.J' c ~"'" .,1 f , . ~ -." 

0 , 

1980 44 59.1' 5,243 27.45 7 84 .?21 "'.6.20 '. 

'~~ 

1981 60 
5' i'o 96'· '552 

'. 

5.7.5 
.. 25.0 5,026 20.85 '! 

."'. 

,.-"..-~~.~~ f.-~""""" -

6,i{-
~. 42 t 5.36· 

1982 30.0 3,572 20.07 4 
('!,',l fr. 225 

., .... 
.. .,.;,..-. ~.-,:..- f)~ -- d 

16.51 4 .,~. 

38···· 218 5.74 ,..I 

1983 641 
"-

. 42~2 3,054 
COMME'NT: The Middle District of Tennessee used almost four jurors fewer for each voir dire than 
the national average number of jurors present for selectJpn because of its generally small panel sizes 
and few unused panels of prospective jurors. The courtrs'average number of jurors present for day of 
trial was also better than the national average for the first time since 1979. These improvements have 
been made despite a large increase in the percentage of criminal jury trials completed in 1983. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE TENNESSEE WESTERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING . • COURT (With Jury trial activity) 

f FOR.JURYSELECTfON Total 
. '. .. .., In '. .' Serving on 

A\laitabj(~ . 
'tOTAL 

Selected NOfsele:ct~d 
Jurors se~Jing. ·ChallMgad ServIng or ' 

·tr&vlC)t ISul)sequent 

. CnaHeliaed ~ta.tll$ Days 

,3,897 
1--" 
I 

, 

r 

Jury 
TrialS 

Jury Triai 
Days 

Total 
In·Exl$.t.ence 

5 

94 

SE!$slOIlS 
Convened 

1,761 636 889 

100% 

" 

36.1 % 33.4 t:}'Q 

TOTAt CIVIl.. . < i~t 

50 13 26.0 

239 76 31.8 

536 
0 

30.4% 

ORIMINAL 

37 

163 

-
. 

~,tt 

74.0 

68.2 

2,136 ~~ 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

54 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On 
July 1; 1002 

3 

1,964 

Jur.ors in 
Sosslon 

Nci.·· . 
tmpanel;}d 

2 

532 

.~ Hours In 
SessIon 

. NC}. 
... OisCh~rged .' 

2 

20.9 

. Avg.Jurors 
per Session 

No.Ot) 
JulYl. 1983 

3 

5.66 

Avg. HOUfS 
per Session 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30l, 1983 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "" Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

173,614 726 45 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 23,959 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

32.61 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

16.31 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTAL Per 
Session 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

r~====:==========-____ ~~~~~;;;;~;:~ __ ~===7=4='3=8=6====7=9=1::=38~ 
_ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS "'" 

t--_·_····J.;".;Ol!I(~,~!.S , . PETIT JUROR USAGE 

USAGE STATISTICS 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

Numbt1r 
Of Jury 

. ;,7TrialJ;i. 

'" .:-

~ 1 
J • I , 

I 

1 

I 
,1 
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23,110; 10,779; 
I ' 

18 12 
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459 9,367 

ILLINOIS NORTHERN 

6 

2,435 

H,,~;;t 'iF 
.., ':. ; "-, i ,"'1: ~ 

9 

5.31 

,I 

YEAR E0J 
JUNE 30, 198~\ 

JUDGES~~~PS ~,1~_! 

16.94 

1 .. -~¥-~ ~---~. - --~~-.--- .. ~-------~- --' 
FlOr NatioUla! l'mWe 
Open Foh:lOll~ 
A.u B<lGt. COlJer 

", .. - - .• '" ~-' ' .. " ' .... _ .. - .. _· ....... '1 

I 

/~'.'-' '=-"-.--"'.-""'.-----·--·~-·-'-' ... -'~--"-~ll~,·~~f*~At:_'urJPI\HISONS ---~'\ 

I,·· ,_ ;;);'!y·~::~~i-"·- .. --· "1~' rOE! 11 "tlf1(~-ilf~\t~~' ~~~I'~ ~~.~---0J1t,Ni' llJrK\r:~.!~!~:'f"~- "'-~-"-,-" -~:,~,! 
, Yt,PJ1 I "., I '1' '1 f\h' 1'1)!,,\ ~I ,., ,f ~I' ,'" I ""'.J j t::t\IDED ld\Jl I I,)t lUlU', )1 n:,lc!\'.,l'. J "~1in'Ltt,t j I\t .1'" 1 j 

C*!\l "" .\\tdl{;d, jt PI '~(Tt F r .. ~C~~':"'fO 1~; 14('1 (!..1"~ i 11: • ~ 
,JUNE :50 I .1\;1\ II 11,,\ nf'I,;;1 Corov"nr:d ~)"~,!:;l~ I .. ,'( j 

1\)(,9 53.3 r"'" ~"18~"~; r "~2',"2'0;! ' .. , .,. '~'" j ! 
! 
I 
! 
i 
! . 

, . r - .. -.. -.... t .2.~.~. 431 ......... ' ». --? .10'i 

197 .48.,2.1 20,058 18.05 + 2L, _ .... .42?2,_Q§O, 4,8.7.1 

188. 50.5{21 ,£314 18.15\ 24, 433 .?,?48 5 • .t~"i 

. 227 L. 45.4 L19 ,229 ; .. 17.05,; ~~.. . .''" .... ~61" ... ?,~.~~~L ... 5.27 ., j 
l: • \' 

230. 49.1 l 23,110: 16.94 18 I 459; 2,435! 5.31) , .. ,-... , .. -.. ,-, .. ~-.. -, ........ -.. " .. -".~ .. ~ .. --~.~-,.--... ---=~--.-~-.~----~---~---~~~~-~~-~-.. 

.. 1'\", ! 

l ~')'I.~. ! 

COMMENT: This district takes every possible opportunity to re-use jurors - as many as 47 jurors were 
re-used in a single day in 1983. Despite this effort, the court's percentag'3 of jurors not selected, 
serving, or challenged on jury selection days is high at 51.3 percent. This is primarily due to numerous 
highly complex cases. These cases require extra large panels of jurors because the court anticipates a 
large number of challenges. For example, the jury selection process in one criminal case, involving 
charges of racketeering and bribery, lasted seven days. Five jury trials lasted 20 or more days. 
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JlHiQR USAGE PROFilE ILLINOIS CENTRAL 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

I' 
Jury 

Trials 

Jury Triai 
Days 

rota! '" 
In E~istence 

3 

45 

Sessions 
Con.eqoo 

YEAR 
ENDED 
JUNE30 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 

1983 

2,139 644 836 

100% 30.1 % 39. 1 % 

TOTAL .' ,C\V1L, ,0/**,; .:,' ·eljIMINA~~; 

49 

223 

2 

903 

Jurors lri 
SessiOn 

19 

88 

38.8 

39.5 

257 

HQur$il'l 
Sesslor! 

USAGE STATISTICS 

Total 
" Available 

Jurors 

3,083 

2,826 

60 3,577 

59 3,376 

49 "61.<2 . 4,026 

30 

135 

.~:t.i'lPl1:''lIlJfi 
}", 

61.2 

60.5 

~) 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

58 

~~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1983 

JUDGESHIPS~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS " Per ' Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

194,788 873 ;, 48 

Not Selected, ServIng $ 
or Challenged 31,945 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

36.88 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of TrIal 

18.05 

For National Profile 
Open FoldQut 
At Back Covor 

ESTIMATED COSTS "'I 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

n 

61,256 1,361 68 

COMMENT: This district holds orientation sessions for prospective jurors on days when few, if any, 
juries are selected. The use of separate orien,~ation days is a practice that is detrimental to efficient 
juror usage. Further improvement in this district's juror statistics could be achieved through the 
discontinuation of separate orientation sessions. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE ILLINOIS SOUTHERN 

L2...J PLACES OF HOLDING . . COURT (with Jury trial activity) 

r) 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESHIPS~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS ""'\ 
PF.'17 Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror Day Day 1,880 502 818 
~. 158,196 977 50 

Jury 
Trials 

Jury Trial 
Days 

100% 26.7 0'0 43 5 /( • % 

162 82 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

80 49.4 51 

> .... ~.;;;;;;:.. 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged . 28,001 

Avg. No. of Avg. No. of Jurors Present 
For Selection Jurors Present 

For Day of TrIal 

36.86 

For National Profile 
Open FOldout 
At Back Cover 

19.57 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTAL Per 
SessIon 

Per 
JUror 
Day 

~====~::::::======~~~~~~~~~~ __ ~===5=9='0=8=4===1='0:3=7~:50 

3, 170 19.57, .·,°31" "i ,'. , ... ' ' ... 

COMMENT: The Southern District of lllinois d . .. '... " .' '. ,. " .. ' " 
~n~thod of Ju~or selection. The court uses it; m~~~tt~a~!~le t~lal.acbvity, uses the multiple voir dire 
j~d:~~ a magistrate and, in several other cases, a magistra ~~ ens~elYt' Sevel'a~ ju~y trials were held 

" "con uc ed the VOIr dIre for the district 

During 1983, two notorious criminal cases were reported. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE INDIANA NORTHERN 
.' 

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

2,137 697 646 794 

s.~ .... rvllig .. Ol .. '~··.· . Subsequefl 
'. van " 

1,923 €~ ~ 

YEARENDIED 
JUNE 30, 1983 

JUDGESHIPS~ 

ESTIMATED .COSTS "'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

184,073 725 45 

100% 32.6 % 30.2 % 
"" ,L 

i Not Selected. Serving ~ L or Challenged .~ 36,0781 
. 1 

/ 
Jury 
Trials 

Jury Tria! 
Days 

,. 
lota~ 

.h:' SE~isten¢e 

3 

51 

i.1)i;'sSi.;lns 
" -C6ilv~m~r1 

, 

\.. 

/ 
\ 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 ., 

1983 
,\.. 

TOTAl C!Vi(~ g ~b 9fUMtNAL. ~~ .' Total 

47.~ 32 52.5 61 29 
Juries 

Selected 

254 157 61.8 97 38.2 67 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

I 
* 

1 

1,099 

Jurors h:o " 

SeSSion 
! 

.·No. 
lropa\Jel!ii!(# 
. , . 

2 

286 

HOursll'l. 
Ses'Skm 

0 

USAGE STATISTICS 

1 

I 21.5 5.61 
~ Avg.JurofsjAvg. HO,:!fS i .. r pel.SesSIO!1I· .. P~i SeSSlcil 
I , 

. -----
~~ 

I Avg.No; of 
Jurors Present 

Avg. No. of . 
Jurors Present· 
For Day of Trlal f\'lf Selection --

31.90 15.98 

For Nationa~ Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Coyer' ' 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTAL Per· 
Sess/oi, 

.. 

87.,208 
\ 

1,710 \! 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

79 

..... 

COMMENT: This' district reported" several last minute settlements, one notorious case and one 
multiple defendant case. These are factors that tend to have a negative impact on juror statistics. 
Nevertheless, the court's average number of jurors presen~ for jury selection is slightly better than the 
national average. This indicates the use of effective juror management techniques. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE INDIANA SOUTHE.RN 

t-!-~L PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/ 

" 

I' 

'i) 

\,. 

. T .. '" f.,...... FOR JURY St: N \.." 
:'1" S~rVjng on ·otat. --~""-'T~~'~'-'''' 11'10 

Ay""ilab~0 1 '11'" '. .' SIJIc:ctt;!O' .• ' . ~;~ IN?t~ISCh~9, .·Travel· Subsequellt Jurors "! . :::HAl ., Sa?JJnp Chi.~f, .... l3~dllff\lmg or ,St~tus .'1" Da.ys '. .. . . ,,' ~. I a!l~nl1ad. 

3,194 1,526 365 422 739 - 1,668 B 
. '. 

100% 23.9 27.7 % 
1:1 .·· .. 1 ~~ .48.4 "0 c I 

" 
'-Of' . TorAI.. , I· CIVil .. .; ~'~' '; OFUMlNAl .. Jury ,10, 

f 
,- r Total 

TrialS 

Jury Trial 
Days 

5 

84 
-,;;-

Sf1$~Jijfl~ 
Ctll')ver.ut!. .. , 

YEAR 
ENDED 
JUNE30 

1979 

37 25 67.6 

203 I 124 61.1 

2 3 

I 1,734 643 

I >JlIfois in 
v 

HQf./fSi.11 

I'·· . S17SS/l'>ll , .$e$sion 

USAGE STATISTICS 

'Number " 
t)fJury-,," 
TIllIs; " 

12 32.4 I Juries 
Selected 

79 38.9 41 

4 J 1 

20.6 7.65 

AII!:t,Jurots . . AvQ, Hours' 
I J)$f' ~SSI"tl pcr SI'!!$sieo . 

~~ 
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YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESijlPS LLJ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL TrIal Juror 

Day Day 

164,206 809 51 

Not Selected. Serving $ 
or Challenged 37,932 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

37.22 

I A,,_ No -, i ,",.y. • UI 

Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

15.73 
.. ...J 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
...... 

Per Per 
TOTAL ,:;;> Juror Session Day 

120,237 1,431 69 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE WISCONSIN EASTERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

1,936 573 811 552 1,560 ~~ 
100% 29.6 % 41 .9 % 28.5 % 

I' . tqTAL" CIVIl. 0" % .'. ,calM~NA1... .... % 
Jury 

22 43 .. 1 29 56.9 Trials 51 
Total 
Juries 

Selected 

Jury Tria'! 
-

209 108 51.7 101 48.3 Days 54 

4 2 2 2 2 

56 1,196 329 21.4 5.88 
.- , 

t1purs in ~. Avg. Juro(~ AVtJ. HOUfS Sessions Jurors In 
Convened $es$i~m I SessIon ,II . ,p~rS&$ston' . p&r $~s$lon 

, USAGE STATISTICS ~~ 
-

JURY Tf,lIALS PETIT JUROR USAGE 

~~-YEAR .' Num~t .'%~~i~~_ Total 
Avg. No. 

ENDED Available 
of Jurors 

-' of Jury' "~ "',--"ltll r--;-' -" Present For JUNE30 Trials. " tria a . Jurors Day of Trial 

1979 4£? 43.5 4,082 14.63 " .. 
Q ~. 

1980 40 45.,0 3,349 14.07 
',". H .', 

" 

1981 4Q' 34~1, 3,076 12.98 
h 

1982 . 4~·. ,57,..1 4,666 17.88 

1983 r 
16.73' 51 56~9 3,4,97 
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YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1983 

JUDGESHIPS~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS " Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

161,868 774 46 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 25,575 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

35.85 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 
(~'" ' 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout . 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TOTAL Juror Session Day 

110,658 1,976 93 

L,~I ____________________________ , ____ ~ __ ~ ____________________________ ~ 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE WISCONSIN WESTERN 
2 . 

L..:....J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 
YEAf~ ENDED 

JUNE 3\),1983 

JUDGeSHIPS~ 

Jury 
Trlrils 

Jury Trial . 
Days 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 

1,043 456 

100% 43.7 Of 
FO 

. In 
' .• Travel 0. 

.. $~;1tus .. 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per 
TOTAL Trial 

Qay 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

~~ 
... 

77,327 480 37 
52 153 1,002 

14.7 % o 
·~l., 

Total 
AVailable 
Jurors 

1,825 

1,835 

2,399 

1,286 

OA.IMINAL 

7 14.0 

24 14.9 

No. On 
JU!Y'1,t98S 

1 1 

21.0 5.86 

'Avg. Jurors . Avg. HQf.m; 
per SesskmpsrSesslon 

.. 1'olal 
NumberQf 

Grand 
Juries 

17.89 2 

15.68 2 
16.78 2. 

15.13 '1 

2 

0 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 5,645 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

61 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

17.10 

r Avg. No. of 
I JUrors Present 
ror Day of Trial 

L 13.02 

r-:F::-o-r-:-N:-a-ti-o-n-al-P~r-o-III.- ) 
Open Foldout 
At Bacl{ Cover 

ESTIMATED POSTS 

TOTAL Per 
S~'ssion 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

Number of 
Sessions. 
Convened 

27 

27 

26 

13 

65,552 21980 142 
=!:::~-~ 

Number (\f AII€1r;:;,fje 
HqlJrs In NUIl'lI)or (If 
Session . NQuns POt 

SesiHQo 

·.162 6.00 

166 6.15 

142 5.46 

80 6.15 

" 

. , . 2,097 13.02 " 2 ,22 129 5 1~6 . 
COM~EN.T: This district frequently uses the 1 . '. .' 
explams, I~ part, why this district's average num~~/I~le, vOir dire method of selecting jUries. This 
number of Jurors present for jury selection are among °th Jubrortsyresent f,or day of trial and its average 

e es m the nation. 

The number of jury trials rose substantially from ~ 19 in 1982 to 50 in 1983. 
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,Hj~~OR USf~GE r"ROF~UE ARKANSAS EASTERN YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1933 

L_~_.j PlP.CES Og;- ~-lOlDIN\Gl COURT (with jlijry ~ri81! atc~uvi~y) JlIDGES~~iPS L~.J 

59 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
-, 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

1,102 
--

I e~ 206,!33~, 124 53 1 
Not Selected. Serving ~ 

or Challenged ~ 45,895 

Total Avg. No. of Avg. No. of 
Juran', Presflnt 
For Day uf Trial 

Juries Jurors Present 
Selected For Selection 

r·----- -----
89 30.49 21.06 

1-For Natlon~prom. ~, F.-.-~~----' ... --'-.. -'-l-~~-~~'~~§.~'~r==.~£l..~-~ 0 ~~~ 

" 

1'ote! .' No I No. i Nt> 1 No. On 
h'f:d~:!(m~(, ,:IAi,. 1. I \;npi:,:li~jed I Disct,drgnJ ! J~J!V L 19B3 

~ 1"-'"'-'~7 ~r~~-~~';r==;T~~~ l Open Foldout ) 
At Baclt Cover /' 
~"---~v-·---·~-~-'---~-l // 
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ARKANSAS WESTERN 

LL.J PLACES OF HOLDING CO,!JRT (with jury trial activity) 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

,JUDGESHIPS~ 

~ ~'--. '---, ~--

ESTIMATED COSTS "'\', 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial juror 

Day Day 

P 3,459 2,142 743 717 682,,- 1,317 !~ ,157,891 882 46 
E .-::: ' .'~.~ 

T' /: , 100% 34.7 % 33.5 % 31.8 % , 
Not Selected. Serving $ 

lor Challenged 31,105 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
,0 

r 

r 

Jury 
TrialS 

Jury Trial 
' Days 

.. 

TQt_1 
, h'l E~lstance 

1 

15 ,-
seSsiot, 

, Convefl,,', " 

r 

" 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

; TQiJ'AL,'" ,QlVlt" ,% 

69 56 81.2 

CR,IMlf'.IAt " . % ' 
._-

13 18.8 

T{)tal 
Juries 

Selected 

,Avg. NQ.Qf " 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day ofTrlal 

179 146 81.6 33 18.4 
" 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
" 

: ' Nc);/)I'l NQ.On . "NO:.", No." 
'July 11,1982 ' 'Impanele(J Ois~heq;ted July 1. 198$ 

, ," P' 

- 1 - 1 

318 91 21.2 6.07 

Jurors In o Hours in " 
Session Session 

Avg~Jumr$ 
Pe¥> SE!ssllln 

Avg.Hours ' 
per $tl'sslon 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

'JURYTRtALS PETIT JUROR USAGE 
~.--~ ... 

,,', 

Total i; 
% Criminal Total 

Avg. No. 
,Number. of Jurors . NumO.er of' of Jury 'JU~ Avai!able Present For . Grand '. Trials , tria ~ jurors 

70 

!~ 

30.60 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

0,' (, 

19.32 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

" Per Per 
TOTAL lSesslon Juror 

Day 

28,112 1,874 88 

'" 
GRANO JUROR USAGt:' " ----'F-' 

' ',", .' ,',' " AV~,"'I'a~i;t 
'Nl,lmb$r of Ntlm~r;,Of ~l,ImbEtr of 

.S$sSlt.ms . HQut~m I~OU(S per 

"'\ 

Day of Trial Juries Convenoo $esslon. ' Session .0 

0 <!\' ., 
. , , 

," 
10 48.' 4.8Q 1979 

0 

44 " 36.4 2,652 22.86 ., ,/:1: . I 

" "" 

6'8' 1980 52;;' 17.3.·.· .. 2.684 21.47 ; \~. 2 
, 12 '. 5.67 . 

t " 
Ii, 

5.41 1981 51 
, 

31.4 2.979 20.83 [,-, ,:2 15; 82 
." 

1982 "6{)" 26.7" 3,529 20.28 ~ ;'; ;. \ ., ~1 lS' 86 5.73 . 
,? .: .. c 

OJ 

" 1983 
69 18~8 

. 
3,459 ,19.32 1 " 15, 

, " 
'<91", I"~ 6,.07 ..., 

" ~ 

?i 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE IOWA NORTHERN 

~:.;:~ PLACES OF H'OlDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESHIPS~ r 

, 

r 

r 

"-

r 

, 

() 

. r6fal 
Available 
.Jurors. 

1,202 
.. 

'> 

Jur~ 
Tria s 

Jury Trial 
Oays 

2 

19 
-

SesslOIls. 
,P¢~~~ped 

YEAR 
ENDED 

,JUNE 30 

1979 " 

1980 

1981 

1982 

1983 " 

. ' . .' ' FOR~LJRY SELECTtON ..... 
TOTAt'SGI~~tad' ~ INgtSel act ed, 

,.; tn '. 8ervJng-on 
Travlilf . SUbsllIquent Servltlg' " :Chan$n~f)d . C eNlI'I,R0J' $tafu,S Days ...•. '. ..... helle iiled 

551 148 151 I\~~'C~ 252 80 571 . 

ESTIMATED COSTS "I 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial juror 

Day Day 

~) 86,259 1,003 72 
100% 26.9% " 27.4% 45~7 % ,?) 

" " 
" <'""",,~ 

Not Selected, Serving $ 18,114 or Chal!enged 

, 
,9 

" 

,: 

TOTAl. 'CI'tIL<f!1;' , 0/.:.:, 'Ofll.M~~ , %,' 

18 15 83.3 3 16.7 . 
86 79 91.9 7 8.1 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
, 

Q No. 
, Jmpanele4 

'Xl . 

No." No. On", , 
'" Dil1Char~ed July 1 .. 19S§ 

- 2 

393 97 20.7 5.11 
Jurors in Hours in, ~vg. Jurorll Avg.Hour$ $ess/<m ·'Sesslon per Ses,sHm , perSa$~ .. 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

" 
" 14. 35.7," " 887 14.08 '::< 4 

1'5 33.3. 1,203 " 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

18 

., 
~ 

" 
' , 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

30.61 

AVg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

13.98 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTAL Per Per 
Session Juror 

Day 

16,513 869 42 

'" 

0 '0 '-T 

26 , 161 6.19" , 
,~ c:; .-, 

" 14.15 "2 ,;,\ 25 ,,135 5.4Q 
\'i 12 41.7 "'855 16.13 "'3· 32,,: J6~ 5.25 - \".' '" , ~ 

• ,I ,w 2tL 45,.0 ::l ,,' 

" 
, 1,,628 17.14 ,,' 5 , ' 20" " 9.0 4.,50 .. " " 

18 16.~.~ 1,202 13.98 )9-, " 2' 9] ,S:di~ ./ ~- .~. \ 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
IOWA SOUTHERN, YEAR ENDED 

JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESHIPS IN J 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

Stlrvingonl ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

FTotalt ". 
Available' '1 TOTAL 
Jurors' 

PORJURY SELECTION .' to 
S! ted" ' N?tSelected,''Tra'>l131 

e .~~ '. '~l1a!lenged • C,.shearvlltrl1g,..~~ . Status 

subsequent, 
!Jays 

Per Per 
Trial Juror 

TOTAL Day Day 
Serving' '. ... OJ , 

22 1,267 

I 
1,274 433 462 379 

2,563 
36.3 % 29.7 " 34.0,% 0' ,0 

100% I.' 

~~ 

.', 

CIVlI .. 0" CRIMiNAL .~" 
lOTAk,. 

,,, 
Jury 

33 17 51.5 16 48.5 
Trials 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

'- 28.7 
Jury Trial 174 124 71.3 50 42 

Days 

/" NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
. . a . ... 

No. .'·No. , . ' No.On 
No. Oil 

If 

DIscharged . J\Jly 1,';1983 
Total impaneled 

In, Existence.' J).lIYt.198~ ., ·"(0 

114,959 661 45 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 

17,014 J 

Mg. No. of Avg. No.of 
Jurors Present Jurors Present For Day of Trial For Selection 

30.33 

For Nationa,l Pronte 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

14.73 

Fl" - 2 
2 -

2 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

3 '5.57 19. 674 195 35 
Per 

TOTAL 
Per Juror 

session Day 
Avg. Jur~rs A'IQ. Hours 

S"'SSjort$ Jurors In Hours inp.~r. S, eSSlori ,'Per SMsion 
,. to._ s <>ssl 0. ri .' 1 Session •.• _' ...J.~~--...;....l--'--l 

COnvened, " 1- ~~ 31,666 905 47 
L.::.........;..~...:.-.....J.--~U;-::SAGE STATISTICS 

YEAR 
ENDED 
JUNE30 

'JURY TRIALS .' 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS GRANO JUROR USAGE 
PETIT JUROR USAGE J} :i.;". ..:",-' ":-[' ....-,---, 

, . . .\.: ". (;~. . . . Average 
Av9. No. ".rot~l. Ntlrnberof . N j,1 bar. tlf NlJmber of 

arCrlll'1lnal "Total of Jurors .... Number of" . Se5$ionS . ~!';."'. fa lfi HUlin'll pll'f 
Nurotr.a/i·jIQ ;- Available Present For Grand Convened ~~(.\'~~I>lon ~%)$t>lon . o,M~g i~~rs Jurors Day of Trial J1.1rieS j1;,1F=""""~~""'--===~ 

" 

.. ;, "- - - . .\;./ 8 1 6 40" 
" , -~ co 2'· '20 .3....-.j-~ 

L---_19_7~9 _ _t_"_~'·--,<· 3~L8~.2::.::.9 --4~3~,:::08::..:1+..:.2.::...0 ._4~O -t-,~ '?':11--:-~-; I "133lE~ 
, 46.4. 2,505 15.66 ~;o----"........;-- 1 '. 

2 22' 121" 1 5•50 . 
5· 3,432 16.42 . ---~~ .... -:-----57. . . ,_ . ..J.------:t . 

3 29 151 5 .. 2t 

L-~~~ __ ~~~3~,3~.3~'~ __ 2~,~5~02~_1~3~.:52~r---7~~1-----35·-,r-~~5 .~--~;~~ 
'. 2,563 14.73 2 t 

\. 19833~, II 48.5 0 leted were held before a U.S. magistrate in this 

COMMENT: Seven of the ;~e c~~~e~~~y t~~~ w~~~ required larger. th~ aV;~:r~c~~~i~~ a~de o~~y t~; 
district in 1983~ Ther~.w With three places of hol?in.g court WIth J~~ 'urors or use the multiple 
amoun~ of pretr~~i ~u~li~~l3 the district was limited m Its effo~tsd to ly 2937 percent of its jurors as 
jur.y ~~~l~:~~gij~; se;~cting'juries. The distrdictt, ~~~epv~~~:~~~at~on~ide a~d its average number of 
VOll' . challetged compare 0 • 
not selected, servmg, 0: (18 lower than the national average. 
jurors present for selectIon was a 0 '.' " 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE MINNESOTA YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1983 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDG ESHIPS~ 
/ .... , 

". FORJURYSEI.EOTfON . 1n . SElrvingon .. ,Total.· 
$etected . . , 

~J:~~ect(id, ". Av.!llIable 
Challerlge~' 

Travel Subsequent 
JI,lfI:lfS TOTAL <If rigor. Status Pays 

" :-;' Serving " '. " a en1ied 

D COSTS 
, 

Per Per 
Trial Juror 
Day Day 

ESTIMATE 

TOTAL 

10,269 

. ':~ 
ii:,1 >;:'/+: 

/' 

P 
E 
T 
I 
Til 

.~ " Jurh 

4,193 958 1,503 

100% 22.8% 35.8% 

:··"1'QJ~k' . QUIll.. % 

1,732 

41.3 % 

CRIMINAL 

133 

., 

"1.1 
'-~ 

5,943 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

507,332 

Not Selected, Servi 
or Challenged 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

821' I 49 

ng $ 85,739 

Avg. No. of 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

Tria s 84 42 50.0 42 50.0 

Jury Trial 618 331 53,1'6 287 46.4 Days I" ,I 

No.On. 
JUly;1, 1983 

4 2 2 2 2 

76 1,585 415 20.9 5.46 

'A'Iig. Jtlrors Avg;Hol.1rs 
per SesSion' 'Per Session, 

USAGE STATISTlCS 

YEAR Total 
Avg. No. Total 

ENDED of Jurors ,Numi:l~rol Available PreSent For JUNE 30 Jurors Grand ' 
Day of Trial Jurlel't, 

1979 6,665 18.67 '4 

1980 6,904 17.17 .. 5. 

1981 11,204 14.78 6 

1982 8,271 16.88 4. 

~983 50.0 10,269 16.62 4 

Jurors Present 
For Day of TrIal 

87 48.20 16.62 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

~) 125,191 1,647 79 

",Number of ~Aver(:)ge 
Numbin~of Sessions' 

. Convened Hours per 
SesSiOI), 

64 343 5.36 

67 428 .39 

86 0. 583· 6.78 

63. 384 6~10 

415 5.46 

" 

COMMENT: Although this district schedules its orientation of new jurors to coincide with the 
selection of several juries or the selection of at least one jury for a highly pUblicized case, the practice 
results in many excess jurors. If the 572 jurors who were not selected, serving, or challenged"-on 
orientation days are removed from the total available for jury selection, the average number of jurors 
present for selection drops from 48.20 jurors to 41.62. This figure is still higher than the national 
average of 32.43 jurors because of the large panels needed for the selection of juries (or lengthy trials, 
for cases which received public attentions or for cases which had multiple defendants;--' The four places 
of holding court (with jury trial activity) work against the court's efforts to pool jurors ,.and the last 
minute cancellations also have an impact on the usage figures. Considerable savings could be 
achieved, however, by eliminating the . orientation days. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE MISSOURI EASTERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

,J, 
Total FOR JURYSELECTIQN 

selected Available 
. tOTAL or Chan~nged . Jurors Serving 

9,473 5,608 1,604 1,978 2,026 5 3,860 !~ 

100% 28.6 <;;, 35.3 ~o 36.1 ~'Q 

,>if< 

Towr 
Juries 

Selected 

/' "TOTAL CIVIL t}~ II CRIMINAL "~!1. 

Jur~ 
66 45.8 Tria s 144 78 54.,2 

~ 

.-
, 

177 " 
Jury Trial 588 366 62.2 222 37.8 Days 

, ,. 
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES /! 

'/ 

Total ··No;On' .' ,/111
; .' , No. " VNO.O~ '.' 

In Existence July 1. 1982 .' lmp'f/;~eled Dlscharge~:ij JUlY 1.1983 
.' . , . il . . " . 

." £. 

3 2 1 1 2 

78 1,497 479 19. ;~ 6.14 

.Se$~lons 
, 

JurQrsin Hourstn Avg; Jurs~~~ AvI'J. HQurs 
Comrened Session $e513loo perSess n per Session 

I! 

'-
USAGE STATISTICS ~~ 

/ HISTORtCAl COMPARISONS 

, 

YEAR. ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1983 

JUDGESHIPS~ 
" 

ESilMATED00STS 

" Per Per 
TOTAL .y Trial Juror 

Day Day 
~ 

400·,824 682 42 
~ 

Not Selected. Serving $ 
or C~allenged 85,776 

Mg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

31.68 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

16. 11 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per I Per 

TOTAL Juror Session Day 

66,163 848 44 

JURYTAIALS PETIT JUROR USAGE GRANO JUROR USAGE 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1979 

1980 

Number 
of Jury 
-Trials' 

? 

%'·Crimlnaf 
JUry 
Trials. 

Total 
AVailable 

Jurors 

Avg. No. 
of Jurors 

Present For 
Dav of Trial 

109 r?~ '.,2 d 4,510 15.03 

1$7tA.1 6,337 13.75 

Tatal .. 
Number of 
" GI'anQ 
Jurl~~ ... 

: 

114<~26.3 6,216 15.273} ~ 58 
L~-1-98-2--h-..~"":1:.l.6;;'1 ../--.': ... :::;4~4:':". 7:..·· -+-'::'8!.:'}:":'7'::'0~-":-1 =-5 .:':4:':"9-+~--3-. ~,.I: r,S1' 

1981 

1983 144 45.8 9,473 16 • 11 3 78 

.... 41'6. 

383 

553 

479 

'5.47. 
.-

6.60 ". 

"6.83, 

COMMENT: Three notorious cases and orientation of new jury panels resulted in 28.6 percent of jurors 
selected or serving on jury selection days, less than the national averag~ of 30.1 percent. If t~is 
district had reduced the size of the orientation panels, the average of 31.68 Jurors present for selectIon 
could have been as little as 28.06 in 1983. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE MISSOURI WESTERN 

5 
L=--.J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

1,012 

100% 2T~2 % 

117 79 

Jury Trlai 
424 271 Days 

1.979 

1980 

1981 

1982 

1,489 

40.0 % 

67.5 

63.9 

TO.tal 
Avaflable 

Jurors 

2,968 

7,909 

4,591 

4,845 

6,703 

38 32.5 

153 36.1 

16.96 

18.31 

17.07 

15.83 

15.81 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

111 

~~ 

. ,'.L '_'.": ... ;- ''-,~ ," >' " II", 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGE SHIPS~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
Trial Juror 
Day Day 

TOTAL 

286,324 675 43 

Not Selected, Serving 
or Challenged $ 52,111 I 

Avg, No. of Avg, No. of 
Jurors Present Jurors Present 

For Selection For Day of Trial 

33.54 15.81 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

102,857 1,558 

6.89 

Per 
JUror 
Day 

74 

'\ 

COMMENT: . ~ar~e par:tels . of 'pro~pective jurors were needed for several cases which received a good 
deal of pub~IClty In thiS dIstrICt In 1983. These cases account for much of the large percentage of 
c~alleng7~ Ju:ors and the lower than average percentage of jurors selected or serving. Overall jury 
trIal actiVIty Increased over 46 percent with 117 completed trials in 1983 compared to 80 in 1982. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE NEBRASKA 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

r FOR JURY SELECTION . In . '·Serving on Total 
}\vailable 
Jurors /, rOTAl 

Saledted 0 "'. .' '. !N~tSEj!ected;. 'Travel. . Subsequent 
or .Chalfenged servlllJt9f

d Status,' Days' 
Serving . " . .. ,.~C:!.!fl::!!al!!:le:!!ny!;!!,ei!Lj_":-'--';'';''''+_--:'_., 

4,535 

/ 
Jury 

Trials 

Jury Triai 
Days 

/ 

Total 
, InExistence 

3 

37 

S$Sslo'hs 
Convenad 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 

2,280 613 703 964 264 1,991 ~~ 

100% 26.9% 30.8% 42.3 % 

TOTAL" ·CiVIL ~~ CRIMINAL %, 

76 64 84.2 12 15.8 

291 226 77.7 65 22.3 

NUMBEROF GRAND JURIES 

No. On 
July 1; 1982 

2 

817 

Jurors in 
Session. 

1 

. No",. 
Impan~lfld 

, ,. 

1 

220 

. Hourslo' 
:Sesslon 

. No, No. On 
, Discharged JOly 1, .1983 

2 1 

22.1 5.95 

Avg; Jurors· 'Avt/? HQUr.s 
~r Session per~$~iOn 

USAGE StATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY tRtAlS PETIT JUROR USAGE 

Total 
Avg. No. 
of Jurors 

Available Present For 
Jurors Day of Trial 

3,723' 18.43 

3,140 16.27 

3,021 14.39 

5,641 20.36 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

86 

~~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESHIPS L2.J 
ESTIMATED COSTS ~ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

255,730 879 56 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 54,470 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day ofTrlal 

26.51 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

15.58 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror SessIon Day 

76,771 2,075 94 

" ,-. 

'). .~ 

"' 

" " 

1983 .7615 ~,8 4,535 15.58 /:2.20 \t{{\~;.;;~;~:/c 

COMMENT' Few last minute settlements were reported by t~is district in 1~83, probably as ahresult of 
he local r~le on assessment of juror costs. This rule was mvoked three times ~st year w en cases 

~~~l ~f ~r:,oU ~~~~~~:l c:::. s~~!~ ':~~~et;~;~n:,::!~,b~tw~~S:o ~~~~~ ~~;~f.~~~! 
for the majority of jurors in the not selected! se~vI~g, or challenged cate10ry. new. 
district uses small panels and often selects mult}ple JurIes from one small pane • ,j 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE NORTH DAKOTA 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 
-/ 

Total ... FOR JURYSELECftON.. , rn ". SerlilnOon Available II -s'eJecteir", . .•.. NotSe!~ Travel 'S4psequent Jurors .TOTAL· Se arm . Challen(;ed Servin I \?tattis' Days .'. • fV g. • Challer 
--'-

2,427 1,256 297 467 492 161 1,010 ~~ 
23.6 <)0 37.2% 39.2 % 

i 100% 

r '" 
TOTAL CIVIl;., Ol CRIMINAL ~.¢ " ,() Jury 

Trials 25 8 32.0 17 68.0 
Total 
Juries 

Selected 
Jury Trial 

115 43 37.4 72 62.6 Days 26 

/ 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

.. 

.. N<:).On ~ . Total No, On No. cNo. 
.~ July 1,1982 Impaneled OisCharged July 1.''19$3 
~'-.c=> --

2 1 1 1 1 

-
16 345 90 21.6 

" 
5.63 

$r;$sfcm& "' Jurors in HOl41"&.\n A~·*urof~ •. A~s~~: Coflvsnlkf .. $a$$iM . $sllsI(\l;fl' . p$'t SS$I&l"r::wr' ~l' .... Pili. 

'- USAGE STATISTICS B 

YEAR 
Total ENDED 

AVailable ~UNE30 Jurors 

~ 1979 
2~017 19.03 

1980 2,116 19.96 
1981 3,223 20.02 

1982 2,443 
1983 

2,427 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESHIPSG 

ESTIMATED COSTS """\ 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

164,771 1,433 68 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 33,449 

Avg. No. of 1 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

48.31 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

21.10 

ESTIMA TED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL 

Session Juror 
Day 

51,266 3,204 149 
" 

""' 

COMMENT: There were only 25 jury trials completed in this district in 198~ and the majority were criminal jury trials. 'With so few 
jury trials, usually in two or three places of holding court for each month of activity, the district was not able to pool jurors or take 
advantage of the multiple vpir dj,\'e method Of jury selection. Individual panels were generally of average size, with criminal panels 
ranging from 25 to 38 jurors and civil panels ranging from 18. to 31 jurors. Only five panels, ranging in size from 21 to 35 jurors, were 
not used. for selection of a jury due to last minute pleas or settlements. The large percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or 
challenged is due, in part, to two criminal cases Which received a great deal "o~pre-trial news coverage. Jury selection for one of 
these cases took four days. If the jurors who were not selected, serving, or challenged for th~s case and the five unused panels are 
removed from the district's totals, the average number of jurors present for selection drops from 48 to 36 jurors

j 
a figure that would 

be expected of a district with predominately criminal jury trials and sep~l.'at~ panels for each jury selection. 
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JUROR USAG:E PROFilE SOUTH DAKOTA 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

r 

r 

" 

Total FOR JURYSELECTtON ~~~ In Serving on. 
AvaifablJ31 .', ,oSeiected·. .' lN~tS~Ji'l'cted:, 'ttavel,' Subseqvent 

TotAL ". . s o~ ~CM.nengetl Serv I1Qo{ Status Oays ' JlJfOfS{ . . .. . erv ng' ....... Challetfgea 

3,627 

. 

Jury 
Trials 

Jury TriaJ 
Days 

., 

Total in ExistencE! 

" 
4 

31 

St;tsslons 
··Coriveh$d 

0 

1979 " 

1980 

1981 

1982 

2,002 619 789 594 130 1'1,495 ~) 
\.:I"' 0 

100% 30.9 % 39.4% 29. 7 ~,f, , '~ 

:' " ' t 

, 

TOTAl.. .... ClvtL ." % CRIMtNAL % , 

61 28 45.9 33 54.1 
" 

195 93 47.7 102 52.3 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
.... , 

.0 '.' 
'No.OI'I/· ··No .. ' "'. No. 1\11) •. 00 

July1.·1~ Impaneled '. O\scharged "My 1, 1983 . : .. L . 

2 2 2 2 

613 212 19.8 6.84 

;) ~". . JUl'orsin 
. 

Ht1ur$. tn .:, 
0 

Avg.HoUfS • AVG·~rot$ 
.. ,",Session ~$~~;i~{, ,~~~oo. Prar $e$si9t1 
' . . ... .1.' "" 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

Total 
Available 

Jurors 

2~543 20.18 

19.97 

3,304 22.32 

3,776 19.77 

3,627 18.60 

t:J 
, 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

58 

~~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1983 

JUDGESHIPS L2.J 
ESTIMATED COSTS " Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

172,688 886 48 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 28,321 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

34.52 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

18.60 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMAiED COSTS 

TOTAL 

83,861 

Per Per JUror Session Day 

2,705 137 

. ,Al.'~rage . 
Number of 
Hours. per 
$$$$iOn 

5.6.5 

'\ 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE ALASKA YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

.~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS~ 

. 'fOR JURYSElECTJON . ESTIMATED COSTS " " Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

1 ;035 252 245 "538 94 676 H 109,618 1,305 61 

100% 24.3 % 23.7 % 52.0 % Not Selected, Serving $ 
Oi Challenged 1~2, 666 

/ '. :;:"{'OiTAk ' CIVIl. % 'CRlMIJ'IlAl ' .. 
Jury 

36.8 12 Trials 19 7 
% Total 

63.2 Juries 
Selected 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

Avg. i~o. of 
Jurors ):iresent 
For Day10f T~lal 

Jury Trial 
Days 

3 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982. 

1983 

84 43 51.2 41 48.8 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

''';,':' .. '. 

2 1 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

Total 
Available 

Jurors 

1~343 31.98 

1,484 20.05 

1,485 29.70 

23 45.00 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

21.49 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
1-<;:' - Per 

TOTAL Per Juror 
" Session Day 

!S 24,850 1,775 88 

. Average 
'. Number of 
'.Hours par 

$as$lon 

'" 106 7.57 

'189 7.56 

224 8,,00 

192 8.00 

'0 14' 96 .6.86 

COMMENT: Judges in this district usuany start trials immediately following the jury selection. It is not unusual, however, for a 
change of plea, waiver of jury trial, or last minute settlement to cause the entire panel to be reported as not selected, serving, or 
challenged for a particular day. These occurrences have a devastating effect on juror usage statistics as evidenced by the large 
percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged. Over half of the total available jurors called for jury service in Alaska 
were reported in this category. That 12 out of 19 jury trials were criminal is another factor contributing to the 538 jurors not 
selected, servi~g, or challenged. 

Additional problems caused by transportation difficulties and weather conditions affect potential jurors in Alaska more than 
most districts. This year, 94 (5.2 percent) out of 1,805 jurors were reported in travel status. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE ARIZONA 

L..LJ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

TOTAL 

7,200 3,149' 931 1,353 865 

100% 29.6 % 43.0 % 27.5 % 

/ TOTAL CIVtt % CRfM~t:;r·'\·i~·~i 
Jury 

Trials 82 19 23.2 63 76.8 

Jury Trial 420 102 Days 
24.3 318 75.7 

1·dtal 
In ~~istence 

5 3 

90 1,708 

c$~n$ Jut(lr$IIlI' 
.O:mIlSI100 $e$siQn 

YEAR Total 
ENDED Available 
JUNE30 Jurors 

1979 7,490 21.40 

1980 7,902 19.04 

1981 9,130 19.72 

1982 86" 83.7 6,657 19.75 

1983 82, . 76.8 7,200 

I 
,I 

~~ 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

81 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1.983 

JUDGESHIPS L.LJ 
ESTIMATED COSTS " Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

295,774 704 41 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 35,493 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

38.88 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

17.14 

For,:National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL'~ Session Juror 

·1110,113 1,2~3 64 1 

COMMENT: Though the percentage of criminal jury trials in Ariztma has decre8sed steadily over 
percent criminal jury trials is still much higher than the nationwid~ average of 42.3. The criminal 
notorious cases involving multiple defendants. The notorious trialsfequired that additional jurors be 
lenges. As expected, the notorious cases were the primary cause of'ithe 43.0 percent challenged 
in the circuit. If the occurrence of notorious trials, continuances, settlements, and pleas had been 
jurors not selected, serving, or challenged would have been even smaller. 

several years, the 76.8 
11l",IUU'.U several lengthy 

in anticipation of chal­
the third highest percentage 

" frequent, the percentage of 

This district has a local rule that requiJ:es that in 8. civil trial, notice must be given to the,clerk 
trial is to begin. If such notice Is not given, the court can tax one dalY's jury fees to the party who 
This year one instance was reported where jury fees were assessed afte:\' the jury trial was waived on 

II 
A-90, 

court three days before the 
to give sufficient notice. 

morning of the trial. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE CALIFORNIA NORTHERN 

LLJ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/' Total' 1"-----.....:.., "FOR. JURYJ~.EJ.E9TION In 
Availa.ble n Selected ~'~ jNotSetected, Tra el 

Serving on" 
Subsequent 

Oay~ Juror'" TQl'Al '$ or I 'g Challen Serving or St v 
... " 'I eTV n Chai!eriqed atjJs 

13,252 5,400 1,368 : 1,931 2,101 27 7,825 !~ 

100% 25.3 %, 35.8 % 38.9 % 

/' TOTAL /,CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 
Jury 
Trials 104 42 40.4 62 59.6 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

Jury Trial 848 1444 52.4 404 47.6 Days 120 

/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total NO". On l~ ~ 

I, No. No. No. (JI1 
In Existence July 1. 1982 Impaneled Discharged July'l.1983 

-
13 7 6 8 5 

200 3,850 1,106 19.3 5.53 

Sessions. Jurors in HOIJfsin AVQ: ,turon, Avg. HOtu$ 
Convened Session Session pai'$ossion perSI)SSiOn 

"-
USAGE STATISTICS ~~ 

YEAR Avg,'No. 
i8!) 

Number <;;" Criminal Total Tota! , 
ENDED of Jury Jury Available 

of Jurors Numbei'Qf 
JUNE30 Trials TrialS Juror$ 

Present For ' Grll.!1d 
Day of Trial Jutr~$ 

1979 13,891 16.28 8 

1980 17.24 12 

1981 85 49.4 14 

1982 92 53.3, 11 514 15.64 13 
1983 104 59~6 13,252 15.63 13 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1983 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

600,205 708 45 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 95,433 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

45.00 

Avg. No. of 
JUrors Present 
For Day of Trial 

15.63 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
..... 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

190,754 954 50 

245 

200 

COJIr.IMENT: 'Fhis district rep.orted 104 jury trials, 12 more than last. year. This rise in activity helps explain the 13,252 jurors called 
for J~ry ~uty 10 1?83, the !1laJ~ity. (7,825) serying on days following the jury selection. The remaining 5,400 jurors (second highest in 
the CIl'CUlt) were mvolved 10 vOir dire proceedmgs. 

Factors which affected this district's attempts to improve jurol' usage included a notorious trial cases involving multiple 
defendants and "lost panels" in which entire panels of jurors were reported as not selected, serving, or ch;llenged due to last minute 
pleas or settlements. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE CALIFORNIA EASTERN 

~PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

5,341 2,638 774 

100% 29.3 % 

Jury 
Trials 

Jury Trial 
Days 

5 3 

58 1, 121 

Jur¢r$'ln ... 
SessIon 

1980 

1981 

1982, 

695 

26.3 % 

Total 
Available 

Jurors 

2,976 

5" 099 , , 

81.3 

18.26 

19.80 

19.04 

19.76 

19.64 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

63 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESHIPS~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTAL 

287,249 

Per 
Trial 
Day 

1,056 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

54 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 62,908 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

41.87 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

19.64 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

'Fi~TIMATED COSTS 
.. +i 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

85,711 1,478 76 

COMMENT: Jury trials increased 32.7 percent over last, and, for the third consecutive year"the 
percentage of those jury trials which involved qriminal n~~',"'"", also increased. A rise in criminal trial 
activity is usually accompanied by an increase in the of jurors not selected, serving, or chal-
lenged. The occurrences which accounted for the large o'f jurors not selected, serving, or 
challenged included plea changes, late settlements, and waiver of trial. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE CALIFORNIA CENTRAL 
YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 1 

L--1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activfty) JUDGESHIPS~ 
/ "'--_ FORJY..RY SELECT,ION .. 

Tota! In' Servlngon , Available ", Selected ' " , lNotSer~ctad 
ESTIMATED COSTS "'" 

Jurore 

23,363 

I 

/ 
Jury 

TrIals 

Jury Trial 
Days 

/ 

Tota! m EXistence 

32 

378 
~ 

Se$llions 
Conllenaq 

\. 

/ 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 

1983 
'-

Travel Sub~equent 
TOTAL Q' SaW1ng' Challeng~~7tfl'1~t1?r StillH1S Pays" ~ I 18 en $d 

Per Per 
rOTAl Trial Juror 

Day Day 

9,421 3,136 2,793 3,492 483 13,459 
". ,; 

~ ~ 1, 191 ,080 798 51 
" 

100% 33.3 % 29.6 % 37.1 ,,~ " Not Belected. Serving $ 177,471 ", or Challe~ged 

~rA!:....:_ 1--'- CIVIL, % CRIMINAL % Total Avg. No. of Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

.' 

265 106 40.0 159 60.0 Juries ' JUrors Present 
Selected For Selection 

1,492 699 46.8 793 53.2 277 \\34.01 15.66 

NUMBER OF GRAND J!)RIES 
'c/ 

~ 

No,On No, No. 
JUJy1i1982 Impaneled. 

, 
Discharged 

",1 -
15 17 13 

7,396 1,673 19.6 
-. -JiJrorsln HOUfSin Avg. Jurol'$ 

Session Se~iO.n perSes~n ...... 
. USAGE STATISTICS 

.-

, 
tlJ.On 

.luly.1.19~~ 

" 

19 
.' 

4.43 

~.~'lJr~" 
.P ~ S.JfS$i~ 

~S 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

446,538 1,181 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

60 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ..... 
JtHWTR1ALS : 

PETIT JUROR USAGE ."" .. r~~~~JUi=tORy$AGE 0 

" • . - "...~.--

NUmber ' % Criminal .. Total 
Avg. No. iotal ~ " .--:-T." ,,·Average. of Jurors Number of Nt;mqer ot ,Number of ofJmy Jury Available Present For Grand . SesSIons.. I-/oofsln .Numbsr()f 

Trl.9il$ Tria/iS Jurors Houra p~r Day of Trial JtJJ'ia~ . Convened session . Sassior', 
\~ , 

,- ,~~ 

193 67 •. 4 16,328 19.82 ,28 376 2,C)15 6 :S.3,~· -Q {, 

, " C"I -- I " ',' ; 

~244 69.8 22,723 18.73 291 446 2~464 ">"~5 .5'2~ 
" a 

, .\\'" " 
272" 6.4.7 24,795 18.23 .' 37 \\ .. 0 "494 2,.423 n 4.90. - " 

l/ .. 

242 
~ 0 

.. """ (} 

.. , .. 63".2, 24,401 17.48 34 437. 2,215 5.07 ~ " ' , 

0 .,' ~::..--
265 60.0 23,363 15.66 '32 378 1,673 '4.43 

.;,~ 
, I "~ ,,,j 

" 

COMMENT: This distrr.D r~porte? the gre!ltest amount of activity in the circuit with 23,363 total available jurors. Of these, 9,421 
repo:ted to court to participate m the vOir dire process, 13,459 served()n days subsequent to the voir dire proc2ss, and 483 were 
reqUired to travel to and from court. c 

DeSp!te the. P17do,,?inance of cri!1linal trials, ~his district effectively managed its jurors. This was possible through 
maglstrat:s partiCipatlon m Impanelling JurJ~s and hearmg trials, and use of techniques such as juror pooling and setting deadlines' 
for last mmute settlements. " 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE CALIFORNIA SOUTHERN YEAR ENDED 
.t,UNE 30, 19ft') 

LLJ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS LLJ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "' Pt::r Per 

/' .. ". . ., 
.PORJURYSt5LI;CTiON,c, , 

-Total .. ·$elected "'. NotSelacted, 
In Sr:rVlngan 

. A"aW;ibt~ . 
" ., , .tra1J\'3L SUbsett~!ent "' ... or', 

TOTAL Trial Juror .' ·.Jurors TOTAL .. Ch~llenQerl '. Serving or .,' , St~tM 'Oays . '. . '. S.erlling;· .' ... Ghailen1HoId Day Day 

!~ 363,465 834 44 

() 

~':::c""'-'cc. 
8,274 3,635 891 1,255 1,489 13 4,626 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
65,424 or Challenged 

0 
" ._.c".> " 100% 24.5 Qj" 34.5 ~~ 41.0 0' 

il '0 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T I' 

Jury 
Trials 

.. TOTAl.. .'. 

76 

·OiVIL.- '. ,,% 

9 11.8 

CRIMINAL" .0/0> Total 
Juries 

67 88.2 Selected 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For D&f of Trial 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

I' 

[" . 

" 

Jury Trlai 
Days 

.: 

. "Total." 
"tn existence 

12 

" 231 

'S~I~I'IS 
'ConYened . 

h' 

436 72 16.5 364 83.5 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
';:, 

• ''1110.01'1 ..... 
i' .~.' •..• 

N&'~ 
'. 

No.On No .... " , 
JUly 1 i ,1t't82, ImpaMleit. DISCharged .' July 1; ~$8$ 

6 6 4 8 

4,572 1,196 19.8 5.18 

. JurOfeln .' Hou($·in· .'. iAvs, Jurors AVl:dipurs 
,5e5$lon Sessit:trt: per ~ess!Qn . . , per Session .... ' , ... 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

PETIT JUROR UeAGE 

Total 
Avg, No. 
of Jurors 

Available Fresent For 
Jurors Day of Trial 

8~863 21.72 

5,591 24.63 

8,748 20.93 

8,590 20.80 

8,274 18.98 
t;;J ", 

74 

~~ 

49.12 18.98 

For Nati~nalProfile 
Open Fo'ldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

177,637 769 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

39 

COMMEN'r: The number of jury trials dropped 11.6 percent from last year. A majority of these trials were criminal, and as the 
percentage of criminal trial activity increases, the percentage of challenged and not selected, serving, or ch!illenged jurors also 
increases. Though many prospective jurors are contacted and instructed not to report to court when an impanelment must b~l 
cancelled, some jurors cannot be reached and consequently report to court unnecessarily. These jurors must be reported as not 
selected, serving, or challenged, In addition, there were also days when the defendant scheduled to go to trial waited until the jury 
was actually present before changing to 8;' guilty plea. On these oocasions as many as 68 jurors were reported (is not selected\! 
serving, or challenged. These occurrences, along with a notorious trial, had a detrimental effect on this court's statistics. : 

This district has a local rule which assesses the jury costs to the parties responsible for the court being unable to commence a 
jury trial as scheduled. This local rule Wl,\S enforced last year when a total of $868 (juror fees involving 22 people) was taxed when a 
case settled without the required notification. Another rule provides that a plp,8 of gtlilty to 8 lesser offense~ a superseding infor­
mation, or less than all counts contajned in the indictment, will not be accepted by the court unless the court is advised of the 
defendant's desire to enter a guilty Pl"ll.t leasttwo days prior to trial (except when a written waiver of jury tri'l.l or showing of good 
cause has been filed). ~ A-94 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE HAWAII· 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

r 

,r 

: 

2,935 

Jury 
Trials 

Jury TrJai 
Days 

Total. 
III t:l<.istenr:e 

4 

49 

YEAR 
ENDED 0 

JUNE30 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 

'FOR JUR:YSELECTION' 

1,274 399 649 226 1,661 B 
100% 31 .3 % 50.9 % 17 . 7 % 

rOTAL I . CIVIL % :CRIMINA~ . % .... 

32 8 25.0 24 75.0 

171 64 37.4 107 62.6 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

, .NQ.'On; . 
July 1 •. 19132 

2 

949 

. I .: I···· ....• ". No.jf : No. . No. On 
.. ·.lrnP~l!'leJ~qJli OIedha,rQed ./uly1,1.98,3 

' .. :' " 

Co 

2 2 2 

280 19.4 5.71 

HISTORICAl:. COMPARISONS 

Tofal 
Availlilble 

Jurors 

1,354 

1,362 

621 

1,052 

Avg. No. 
of JUl1)rs 

Present For 
Day QfTrial 

19.62 

19.74 

20.70 

12.23 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

33 

/ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESHIPS~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

118,848 695 40 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 9,151 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

38.61 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

17.16 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COST1S 

TOTAL 

43,853 

R~~) 
Session 

895 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

46 

·····5' •. 18.\\ 
' .. , " rJ, j 

." ....: '.: '. : .': _.' ," ,~.,.< ;· . .'i'~;.;; \ 

2,935 17.16 i A9,' ·{)~280 ' 571' 
1983 

I', . "")~~'~,6"'::/' .'. " :.:"; , "-".~ 

COMMENT: For Hawaii, 1983 ~as a year in which an enormousarn~~nt of petit 'ur activit 
i.ccurr~d. Comp~r~d to, 1982, .for Instance, th:re were almost two times as,r:na.ny jury tri~llayS eigh~ 
Imes as many crumnalJury trIals, and over tWIce as many total available jui,qrs. ' 

. ,Throug9 the use of multiple voir dire, this district was able to off~:~t the effects of a hi hI 
p~bliCl~ed anKltrust case an~ CiC?Urrences such as plea changes and settlements. Although 50.9 per!en~ 
o t~e Jurors present !or VOIr dIre were challenged, only 17.7. percent were reported as not selected 
servmg or challenged m 1983. ' 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE IDAHO YEAR ENDED 

JUNE 30, 1983 

L1-J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS~ 

I' 

r 

, 
~ .' 

"-

FOR JURY S~LEcrrION . ft'l SeNing-on Toml. Selected 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

, 
Ai/aHa-pie 0 '~ ... INptSelecteo, iravel $ubseql.lent 

JUf().tS ; TOTAL '; 'or c\\au:enged Serving or ".' Sta.ws . pays . . Ser.vi"g .. .Cha.!Ienged 
Per Per 

TOTAL TrieJ Juror 

1,843 

Jury 
Trials 

Jury Trial 
Days 

Tota! 
.' In.Exlstell~e 

3 

38 

. Seaalons 
'Con:venad , 

r 

YEAR 
ENDED 
JUNE30 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 

1983 
"-

Day Day 

807 293 324 190 138 898 ~~ 76,325 587 4.1 

100% 36.3 01P 40.1 % 23.5 % 

TOTA!,.. . CiVIL % qRIMtNAl .<<'i~ 

32 22 68.8 10 31.3 

130 92 70.8 38 29.2 
., 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No.Oo . )) NO.··.· 
. 

, 

'. No. No. On 
·.July.\, '1~ Impanefed .bi$char~ed 3UIYJ',1e83 

'.' 

1 2 '1 2 

,.,.... 

770 251 20.3 6.61 
.' 

Avg.Hours 
.' , 

Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors 
~~asiQn 

"" 
. Session· perSea:slM : per SessiQfI 

USAGE STATISTICS ~ 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
,. ... , JURY. TRIALS ' .•..... PETIT JUROR USAGE ~" 

AV9, No. 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

31 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 7,861 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

26.03 

Avg. No.of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

14.18 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 

. At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

" 

Per 
Pe,r 

TOTAL Session Juror 
Day 

~~ 84,439 2,222 110 

"'I 

, GRANO JURORYSAGe 
. 

--:;.......-
Q' 

·;'Numhar .1%,Grin1i~f Total . total Number Of NUmheftlfi Average 
c. ofJuty'.Jl.ITY ' Available 

of Jurors .' Number of • Sessions Hours in NUmberQf 
Present For Grand i '.,rrfalt> .,Tl1al5 .' 

" . '." .... i,."'· 
Jurors Day of Trial Jurle~' 

. Corrvel1ed SeSsiOn l\JOIJ(S par 
' ,$essigl1 

; '. 0 ' .r' 

~24. . _~50~O )1,. .1,462 16.61 1 2,2 141 6.41 . -.. 
,':., .. 0 

" '" 28 169 ,. 20,'. i.5Q~06 1,236 18.18 J .,' 6:04;" 
ii 

, ", ~ ,t 1 

2 .. 19 116 6.11 . : .. .. .27" . S9'~3::' 1,625 16.58 
"V,:' ••.• '., ."!;.) 

.3.0' ·56.7 2,524 17.77 2 . : 1'8 11,? 6."22 
,;: ,~ . ~', i .' 

~ ,:" . .' : .. ' .. ~ t;,v ~"' " 

t,:'-' 

.•...•. ;~:;':.:.$,:~::i 3f:.3, 1,843 14.18 3· ~'a". 251 6.61 .I 
~ 

COMMENT: During the year a total of 807 jurors reported to take part in the voir dire proceSs. Of 
these jurors, 293 (36.3 percent) were selected; 324 (40.1 percent) were challenged; and 190 (23.5 

"~percent) were not selected,serving, or challenged. Of the 32 jury trials, 22 involved civil matters 
w)lile the remaining 10 involved criminal matters. The level of criminal trials has not been this low 
since ,1.974 and was 25.4 percentage points below the figure for last year. The predominance of civil 
trial activity helps explain the better than average percent selected or serving. The percentage of 
jurors challenged, however, was well above average at 40.1 percent. For the 21 civil voir dires in this 
district, an average of 7.9 jurors were challenged per jury selectidn. For the 10 criminal voir dires, an 
average of 15.8 jurors were challenged per jury selection. . 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE MONTANA 

LLJ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESHIPS~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

287 356 ~~ 136,681 1,571' 65 

Jury 
Trials 

Jury Trial 
Days 

2 

YEAR 
ENDED 
JUNE30 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 

24.7 % 30.6 % 

26 '12 46.2 14 53.8 

87 49 56 .3 38 43. 7 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
""'))'1", , "', Y : 

1 

···No· ....... . 
·lrntlalli~J~d.·, '. 

1 

. Total 
AValJable 

Jurors 

1,717 

1 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

29 

1 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 34,034 

Mg, No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

40.10 

Avg, No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

24.03 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back CClver 

ESTIMA rED COSTS 

TOTAL 

39,167 

Per 
Session 

2,611 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

121 

. This CoUl'~ conti':lues to report a large number of jurors in travel status. 'I.'his includes potential 
Jurors whose reSIdence IS far enough from the court to require a day of travel. 
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NEVADA YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1983 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT(with jUrY.trial activity) JUDGESHIP$~ 

/' , 'l) .. FORJtlRYSELECTION :: 
Serving on·· :rota! In 

':.: :: .. 
ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

f:, Available- Selected 
Challenged .. ·. 

l\I9i:$elected, Travel Subsequent . ",' T.oTAL or . Servi,nS or . Status Days" '.' Ju(or~, ;,,' . : b. Serving' Chalfengec,f 
Per Per 
Trial Juror 

" 

3,165 1,666 440 556 670 
: 

" 100% 26.4 01 33.4 % 40.2 ~o .:}." ,0 

/" TOTAL CtVIL o ~~. ~, . CFltMfNAL 
Jur

G Tria s 39 12 30.8 27 

Jury Tria"! 171 71 41.5 100 Days n 

/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
, .'~ 

. -(} " 

::> 

25 1,474 ~~ 

r" 
,> 

'~.f, 
: 

Total 

69.2 
Juries 

Selected 

58.5 40 

'" 

TOTAL Day Day 

137,023 801 43 

Not Selected. Serving $ 
or Challenged 29,049 

,1\vg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

41.65 

Mg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

18.51 

, . '''rotal. '.' ,No •. On·' No. 
", :h:l Existl:ii'lce J41y 1,1082' Impaneled 

' Nt!' .. '.' , 
, Pischargetl. 

No. On 
Jill?' 1 ~ 1983 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 

'.' .,' " 
, 

At Back Cover 
7 5 2 3 4 

156 2,991 644 19.2 4.13 ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Jtlrol'$in 
'. ; , .... ~' ... :. 'q 

'AvQ. Hours S.~lon~. Hoursm Allg. Jurors . 

" eOlwaruild. l:je.!>s!ol;l Session" [:1,er Se$~iol1 c per Sesni0ll: 
~. 

~( " USAGE STATISTICS \. " 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Sesslon Day 

C' 120,626 773 40 ., 
/' " 

"'" H1STORICAL COMPARISONS 
,;IUIWTRlAts PETIT JUROR USAGE .' . .. ' GRANO ~URORUSAGE, .. ' 

~ 

" 
. 

... "i) 
,'. " YEAR Numbtl~ ~ CrimInal Total 

Avg. No, Total Number of· 'Ntlfnoer (if Average 
ENDED of Jurors .. ' Number 6f " 

SesS1QM" Hour$in Nl.lm1:l~rbf . ofJ.l.lry JUry", Available Present FOL HQufsper JUNE30 Jurors "Grand Oo!Wen~d $es$lon 6;' . TrIals. ,~ TrIalS '.' D~W of Trial JUf.\e~ . 'S£lssi6n 
" 

c'. 

.. ~ 
'-' '" 1979 <i 

',·42" ,;, 76.2 4,465 22.78 5 110 483 °4.39 . . .. 

603,1,4:.34 .. .' Q 

6 
~, . 

139 1980 '::. '40 ;, .'~55,;0 . 2,864 19.22 ., .' . " . ..:.. 
""'- 9 .~ [.,' 

" 1981 i:. -",' h .. 33,. 85.7 4,816 29.73 8 ... • 127 497 3~91 
~~w.~. -", . ·.0 

1982, 
' ,~Q 

33 60t 6, '. 4,437 19.29 8 125 524 " 4.19 CI.> 
:--.::-..~ I-~ 

,~ .~" I, " .' 

";156 .' \;\4 .. ~13 1983 ,39 " 69~2 3,165 18.51 7- 644 .,j \... ,. 

COMMENT: The 40~2 percent of the jurors reported as not selected, serving, or challenged can be 
primarily attributed to plea changes made j~st prior to impanelment and last m!nute settlements. The 
average number of jurors present for selection (41.65) was well above the nab0!1al avera~e ?f 32.~3. 
This was due, in part, to the additional jurors called because of the predommantlycrlmmal trIal 
activity. _ ., 
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,JUROR USAGE PROFRE OREGON 
YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1983 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS ~ 

/' 

/" 

< 

/ 

.... FORJURYSElECTlON~ . 
. ~-"-S€;reCh;'d' ~--·--___ --TN· , '. ' . 'e7!: Tt~~c/ . !ue~~~~u~~t 

TOT,,'\L ~ or; ' ChailenglJd 1· . "Status . "It!. ytl . 

ESTIMAT~JCOSTS "\ 
..... 

,Per Per 

4,631 

I' 

Jury 
Trials. 

Jury Trlai 
\. Pays 

Total 
In ExlMonee 

7 

81° 

SosslOlls 
<Jtonvancd 

'. 

" ' . ",er'Jm~~_,+_.....:-· _·~I,:::'Y::':::::':"~~~+-___ f-_"'--:':.....! TOTAL Trial Juror 
l")ay Day 

2,512 76.5 .. 850 897 52 2,067 ~~" 199,234 6'1\3 43 

100% 30.5 % 33.8 % 35.7 % 

TOTAL CIVIL b' CHIMINAL «' d' "., ~ -.-

57 29 50.9 28 49.1 -
325 226 69.5 99 30.5" 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

I 
." -

'-~.-~~ 
\. No,On o No. No. No, On 
July i, i~8i? ,irnpr.::nl'lad O!schargl1(j July i. 1f>SS 

~ ........ ~ - -< -
3 4 3 4 

1,689 I 450 20~.9 " 5.56 - .. '!'~~~ ......,.,... 
' JurOliS in· .'" '. HC/Uft:; il'l Avg, Jur .. m, Av!'l. Hour~\ 

$(lSsi.on . ....J~::~ !Jo(~\fsslon " per$CU$l,m 

USAGE STATISTICS " 

I Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 38,651 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

88 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

c 

28..55 

-
Avg. No. of 

Jurol's Present 
For D,W of Trial 

14.25 

For National Proms 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 'I 

() Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

-~-~~l52, 110 1,878 9Q 

I 

COMMENT; Cases which settled after the jurors repol'ted and a notorious trial requiring the presence 
Of additional jurors for selection, negatively influenced' this district's statistics. Despite these circum­
stances, the percentage of jurors not selected, serving or challenged in Oregon was still slightly below 
the national average. .! 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE ,. WASHINGTON EASTERN 

LL PLACES'OF HOLDING COURT (with h~ry trial activity) 
<, !) 

r1'otar"W" firOR JtlRYSECECTtON ,.' .'. " In . 
" ..' .• 0",;' . , Sel~cted . . .' otSelected. '/raVel l~vaHal,) e 'J> TOTAL .' •.... or .• · ChaflehgedlNServi09;ol' 

Juro(s. ..... §ervlng' . ..' .Cl;)allenged '"Status 

2,034 
.. 

", 

'--

Jury 
Trials 

~ 

" Jury Tfja1 
.' ·Days 

3 

31 

1979 

1$82 

19§3 

, 

1,109 402 " 403 304 66 ;, 

' " '" 100~~ 36.2 ~'O 36.3%· 27.4 01 '& 
.0 

;, 
" 

o ,<;.~ .... ¢RIMINAL% 

34.3 23 65.7 

~ 122 48 39.3 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

( 

Ii 
1/ 

1 2 

II : , {' 
,!' 608 209 / \119.6 
J i( , 

2,.034 16.67 

Q 

o 

, 
:$ervlng'(m 

. Subsequent 
Days 

" 

859 ~~ 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

38 

6.74 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1983 

JUDGESHIPS LLJ 

ESTtMA TED COSTS 
, 

. , Per Per , 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

97,085 796 48 

Not Selected. Serving $ 
or Challenged 14,466 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection' 

29.118 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trlal 

16.67 

For Natio lal Profile 
Open Fo' ~out 
At Back ~ over 

ESl MATED COSTS 
" Per 

Per ( Juror 
Session Day TO"tAl 

o 

97 

, . 

31 209 6~ 74 .) 

I 
~ iJ 0 

o 

" 

I 
i 
I 
I 
"l 
:1 
1 

',j 
1 

I 
,; 
,J 

1 
. 1 
1 
I ,I 
I 
I 
I 

.j 
, I 

·1 
I 

• ,j 

-""!: 7~'~~ '~::""_.;- .:.'"::' •• , '": ';." '::::C;":. 7' .----

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE WASHINGTON WESTERN 

2 
L.:-1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 
r '.' ...... '". , 

t=OR~URYSELECrION ·1"otaL.. o· .' Iii Servlngoll 'Matlabl&-' I" . S~I!gteq .... , 

rc\~~!illaote(ji I Jl.ltOr$' 101'1\1... -or Ch~lleflliled . rvmg()r. Travel' Subsequent 
"Servlng' 

',. I allenged Status Days 

4,934 2,140 601 645 894 269 2,525 ~~ 
." i. 

i. 100% 28.1 ~'o 30.1 0' 41.8 % '" . " 10 

." . p 

I TOTAL.. ··CWfL. ",'il CRIMINAt. ~.~ Jury 
Trials 52 25 48.1 27 51.9 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

Jury Trlai 
298 Days 126 42.3 172 57.7 58 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

2 1 3 

C~, 2,100 666 21.9 6.94 

USAGE STATISTICS 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 

1983 
. n 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESHIPS~ 

ESTI MATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

239,788 805 49 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 43,402 

Avg. No. of 
JUrors Present 
For Selection 

36.90 

Avg. No. of 
JUrors Present 
For Day of Trial 

~6.56 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTAL Per 
Session 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

162,240 1,690 77 

COMMENT: T~e extensive use of pooling offset what would otherwise have been the devastatin 
., effects of notorIouS cases and numerous last min.ute settlements All 222 J'urors II d' J g t d tit d' .. ' • ca e m une were 
~epyortr~ I asNno thse .ec e , servmg, or challenged because three cases settled and 'a defendant waived 
Jur la . 00 er cases were ready for trial that day. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE WASHINGTON EASTERN YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS LL 
/' d . . FOR ~lURY SELECTION . 

Total. .. tn 
AMaHabte\ TO'rAIi ~ele~erJ . . . IN?lSerected Travel 'O"""l' , ph.allanged Serv!n~?r Status . Jurors'" StlNlng, Chall~fI ed 

2,034 1,109 402 403 304 66 

100% 36.2 0' 36.3% 27.4 0/0 .'. ,0 

I' TOTAL .CIVIl:.· "/0 'CRlMINAL· % 
Jury 

Trials 35 12 34.3 23 65.7 
Jury Trlai 

\ 122 74 60.7 48 39.3 Days 

'" r 

, 

'Safllitl!:J on • 
" 

$lIbs~quant 
Days 

859 ~~ 
'<. 

" 

Total· 
Juries 

Seleetas:! 

38 

ESTIMATED COSTS ....... 

, . Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

97,085 796 48 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged, 14,466 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

29.18 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

16.67 

~\ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

I----T...,..O-t<l-I-....,.. ""--T".-. ,-"~\o.OQ: No,' No. No. On .. 
In E:{[sh3llce .Jul ~1 ,1$82 Impaneled" Oi$Charged" July 1, 19B~ I 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 

d At Back Cover 

3 1 2 1 2 
,,, 

31 608 209 "19.6 '" 6.74 EST~MATED COSTS 

Ii;.;,': . 

. Jurors in Houl'$ll'l. Avg.JUfOrs 'k'j/g,;l'l~Urs SessKins 
Colwsi;led Ses~l()n. .' S~ssion per SeSSion per ;SessiQn • 

" " 

iI Per 
TOTAL Per Juror Session Day 

USAGE STATISTICS $ 59,239 1 ,911 97 

/' HISTORICAL COI'{lPABISONS ~ 
c, 

JURYf~~_ PETIT JURORjJSAGE _~ . ,G~~~MfL°.!.~~SAGE 
Ii" a." /<",-;:J-:,> 

.. TqtdNumtmr of Number'of YEAR 0 Avg, No. ., 
Nurriber %Crlmil'1al Average .. 

ENDED 
, Iotal of Jurors 

(If ~Ul')(i' J~ ./Avallable Numoar l;if i Ses~iOI1$ H(II~fa in ·Dlumb~r·Qf 
JUNE 30 T(lal5 .... .' Trl $.",,;, .. Jurors Present For ~~~~ .. n, Convened' .Sasei¢11 Hours per 

c' ... v.-:;i".:;~;:;~~ " Day of Trial Sessl(1) , , ..' 

f)·./'·' ... -
- - - .., 

i ••.• 0 

1979 ···'·,:~1'.9~· 4.17 68.4 1,161 17.86 : .... - 2 12 ." 50 

1980 " 

23 ·60~9 1,804 1.7~18 ':"2L1:~ , 49 .4.08 
~..., '~ 

". 
'1" ····11' 

. , 

; '1981' 18 27.8 1,270 12.57 1 46 4.18 '. .' " '; .. ' 
OJ 

... ~_~.".,..t~~ 
,u: p 

.' .:' -
1982 'M .64.3 1,323 15.56 2 17~·,\.~ 95 . ··5.59·· 

~. .' ;, 

. ~'\"'''<''~09 1983 '" 35 65.7 2,034 16.67 .. 3 31 ...• 
. '" 6,.74 \.. .I 

" 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE WASHINGTON WESTERN 
YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

~'PlACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS~ 
r 

·rot~ ... ';"'. . "FOR JHRY SELECTION 
AvaUatile· . ..' .' .Selected. iNgtSeJected, In Servlng'on 

,-,~~ro~~ , TOTAL.', or . . Challeng~tf Travel Subsequent 
..•. $~rvll'lg' ervmg1;11' Status' Days. .. . " Challenged -

4,934 2,140 601 645 894 269 2,525 

ESTI MATED COSTS ...." 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

H 239,788 805 49 
:".' 

" 
100% 28.1 ~{, 30.1 <}~ 41.8 % 

/' ,TQtAL '. '~IV~L 
.. 

Q,t: CRIMINAL Jury . , 

Trials 52 25 48.1 27 
Jury Triai 

298 Days 126 42.3 172 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

.~ .. 

(Ii 
.,-0. .' 

51.9 

57.7 

.. ' .,'. 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

58 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 43,402 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

36.90 

Avg, No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of TrIal 

16.56 

;,oc,;" ,,'. fot~"" C1' 

No.dn .'N\); N(}, 
! 

. Nt). On For National Profile 
Open Foldout 

.fl'l lEX!l'lt9~ce .' ;" .J:lliy1, 19aZ' Impaneled Discharged '.\t1!y 1, .mS3 . " :' : . 
.9 ' .. 

At Back Cover 
3 2 1 - 3 

96 2,100 666 21.9 6.94 ESTIMATED COSTS 
\1'(, 

SessIon:t\ .. , Per .; ~ijrors In 'Av~rJumr$ ",Avg. HGurs TOTAL Per 
Copvenlild" . 911s101'1 Session JUror 

perSessh:m ~er$USl:ijon Day 

USAGE STATISTICS 162,240 . 1,690 77 
I' 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ...." 

. JUBY TRtAI.S '. 
/) 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 
-~--~;-T~~.!~~OB~.0.L. '.--YEAR .Numbl;I!'·' %.CrlminaJ AV9.No. 

ENDED Total of JUrors Nu;;''l:~~ of . N"m~.r"'f N.m""~of T ""'"'1" . of.Jury Jur~ Available 4UNE30 Ttlals trIas· Jurors Present For '. Grand SessIons Hours m· umbe. O.f 
Duy of Trial JUri.,: (lon,,,.,. . S."'OjH,o,,,,, pe, 

.~ • . ". . ... ~es$lon 
., ~~:=~~- . '.0;;= ~_~, __ ~~~~ __ -..-~~ . ...;~ .') 

1979 ..... , 72; c87.5 
,~ .' '. , , . 

4,597 21.79 4 . liO' . .' . . '. a 
1980 

.. ---,--_~~_"...Jla< 7."7 
.'" 

65 78.'5 4 855 17.92 . ·2' 58 45S 1 .' . '..' ,,---~~-~,---"-~ --------i . 7.84. '.' 
1981 [ - .--~~-"! 

62 I;,:: 71.0 5.971 19.58 ._ .. _d.'"'1i --___ ..lL~ ... _' 5681 7.57 
',i, 

1982 .'., . "1 ' •.•.... ---r-
.• ···.6,6 J56.7 7,308 15.96 . L,~+,673I_ 7.32 1983, t,,,,~,; . / 

52" 
I., .; . J \.. 'c.' , 51.9 4.934 16.56 3 96 '. .'. 666 6.94 j 

COMMENT: T~e extensive use of pooling offset what would otherwise have been the devastatin 
effects of nptorlOus cases al1~ numerous las,t minute settlements. '. All 222 jurors called in June wer: 
~epOrtrt~dl asNnotthselected, serving, or challenged because three cases settled and a defendant waived 
Jury la., ,00 er cases were ready for trial that day. 
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~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

'f.ota! 
Available. 

JU(O(S 

425 271 

Jury 
Trials 

,Jury Trial 
Days 

2 

15 

Se!'1sit~n$ . 
Com/nned. 

1980 

1981 

1982 

100% 

4 

16 16 . 100.0 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

1 1 

299 114 

JUl'OtSir\ 
; 

$$$16f1 \ 

c Total 
AVailable 

Jurors 

387 19.35 

265 37.86 

22 

829 55.27 

425 26.56 

A-102 

!~ 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

4 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1983 

JUDGESHIPS~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

13,801 863 32 

Not Selected. Serving $ 
or Challenged 

4,251 

Avg. No. of Avg. No.of 
Jurors Present Jurors Present 
For Selection For Day Qf Trial 

67.75 

For National Pwfile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover; 

26.56 

I .. ESTIMNfED COSTS Per ' 

I 
I 

I 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE NORTHERN MARIANA ISLANDS 

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

r. 'fota' ~~FORJURY SELE9TION' .' ,'..;;. 2 

tl!t" ,$ervingon AvaiIaple' 
. \\l ..' ·Se!ootect. ;, . , "fNotSe!el;lted 

Travel Subsequent ,0 Juror$' TOTAL .' .. ~. ~rltl Cfiallefl~Qd ~hsrxinfg?~ 
$tatus .• Qays . . ~. I .....•... '. a en e 

145 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESHIPS~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "I 
Per Per 

TOTAl,. Trial Juror Day Day 103 14 70 19 - 42 ~~ 5,409 676 37 
" , 100% 13.6 % 68.0 % 18.4 0/0 

r ,iTcrrAL "'OIVIL: .'% .... '\CRIMllljAl Jur~ 
Tria s 

3 1 33.3 2 
Jury Trial 

Days 8 4 50.0 4 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

" . 

"'/,> '. 
Total 

66.7 
Juries 

Selected 

50.0 2 

Not Selected. Serving $ 
or Challenged 709 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

51.50 

Avg. No.of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

18.13 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTAL Per 
Session 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

COMMENT: The petit juror activity reported by the Northern Mariana Islands involved a total of 145 
jurors on eight days during the year. For one criminal trial, the district reported the use of a six-member criminal jury with one alternate. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

Jury Tridl 
Days 

Tota! 
In ExishmCB 

/ 

YEAR 
ENDED 
JUN\~ 30 

,! 

COLORADO YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, "i983 

JUDGESHiPSL~ 

[ _EST~~TED COSTS , 
Per I Per 

TOTAL Tnal Juror 
Day Day 

~--------+-----f----I 

~ 274,616 601 45 

~~t S(~I:;~tcd, -s;r~;ng t'!i.? 5 3 , 5 5 ° I I .. or Challenqnli '$' I 

Tntill Avg. No ()f 

JuriJ-;; Jurors Present 
SC'!loclu(j For Selec.tiC'11 

.. - '------1"·-·----------

Avg, No, of 
Juror!) Present 
For Day of Trial 
1--------

,--_1_0,1 1 30.28 13.33 

HISTORICAL COl\1PAHISONS 

D
For National p~ 
Open Fa I dc:.HJt 'rofile ~/ 
A~ Back Cover 
-'-'~' ~-------'l// 

[,= ESTIMATED COSTS 
"'\ 

~" -.---.-~-.--~.--- .~ -----~ ~-~ . 

-OTAl Per 
Per 

I Session Juror 
Day 

="".=;.=----::= =c ~ 

~. 182,684 1,661 81 

Jury trial activity rose substantially from 79 jury trials in 1982 to 114 jury trials in 1983. One 
criminal jury trial involving firearms and weapons charges lasted 23 days. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE KANSAS 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

868 739 

/ '"TOTAl:; ',.c. OlV!~. '.' "6 IORIMINAl ".%.' . ,'" 
Jury 

83 59 71.1 24 28.9 Trials 

Jury Trla'l 425 332 78.1 93 21.9 Days 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

7 4 3 3 4 

49 981 281 20.0 5.73 

USAGE STATISTICS 

YEAR Total 
ENDED Available 
JU~30 . Jurors, 

1979 3,666 '16.59 

1980 
.', 

4,213 15.90 

1981 4,692 

1982 " 4,919 

1983 5,660 13.32 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

91 

~~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESHIPS~ 

Avg, No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

28.85 

Avg. No, of 
Jurors Present 
Fox Day of Trial 

13.32 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

" 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

, 
Per Per 

TOTAL JUror Session Pay 

68,940 1,407 (170 

COMMENT: Despite one notorious civi~ ~ase and several last min~te settlement~ an~ conti~~aj~e~, 
Kansas reduced its average number of JUlwrs present for day of trIal fr?m 15.~4 1':1 1v82 to : In 

1983.This.~.improvement is primarily dU~\ to this district's use of multIple VOIr (.)dlre and pooling of 
jurors. \ 

The highly publicized civil case involved a personal injury suit.' A panel of 57 jur?fS wa~ called 
. 22 of whom were challenged. The jury trial la~ted 21 days. Overall, the number of Jury trIal days m, ,. . 1983 increased 13.0 percent from 327 in 1~fl;2 to 425 m ~. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE NEW MEXICO 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity} 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESHIPS~ 

/ 

Jury 
Trials 

Jury Trlai 
Pays 

/ 
"Iii 

Total' 
ltltxlst(,)ooe. 

' .. '.' ., 

4 

, 

30 

S~slons: 
. , qonv~ad. 

' ." 

\,. 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 

T0tAl.. 
" 

CIVIL ", c.%: CRIMINAL ...•. % .. 

79 51 64.6 28 35.4 

301 202 67.1 99 32.9 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES I! 

,./No; On No; No •...... ;. NO, On July '1', 1'98:;! Impal1E)I~? f OISQl1at'ge-~ Ju1Yi,1983 ',', ." '., 

2 2 " 2 2 

" 
621 156 20.7 5.20 

'Z" .'" 

,~~~~t()igI . A\lg: JUfQrg . Jutt>rs ill 
Avg. HOtlrs . Sa.salon .. perSe$Sion per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 
., 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

Plt::TlT JUROR USAGE 

Total 
Available 

durors 

4,421 

4,870 
0 

4,395 

4,374 

4,707 

Avg. No. 
of jurors 

Present For 
Day of Trial 

20.56 

15.46 

14.36 
~}, 

14.48 

15.64 

Total. 
Numberof 

Grand" 
Juries' 

4 

4 

1/ 3 

4· 

Total 

Per 
Trial 
Day 

969 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

62 

Jurles 
Avg. No. of 

Jurors Present 
Avg. No,of 

Jurors Present 
FOr Day of Trial Selected 

88 

For Selection 

22.88 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

15.64 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per 
"""'" 

Per TOTAL Juror Session 

<:" 

Day 

~~ 74,349 2,478 120 

GrlANp JUROR USAGE 

Number Or 
.SeseiQns. 
Conveneq 

31 

30 

40 
dl 

V 
27 

30 

Number of 
HQUfSin 
SeSSion 

149 • 

185 

273. 

139 

156 

., 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

4.81 

6.17 

6:'83 

5 ~1S 

COMMENT: Once again, despite. five notorious or multiple defendant cases, New Mexico's juror statis­
tics are better than the national average. This is primarily due to the communication and cooperation 
among ,court personnel. The clerk of court, the jury clerk, and courtroom deputies meet regularly to 
assess Jury needs. This allows the court to call in the minimum numbers of jurors needed to satisfy its 
jury requirements. " , 

5~:O 

'Last minute settlements are discouraged by the use of a localorule allowing asse~ment of juror 
costs. The rule was used twice during 1983, resulting in the recovery of costs for 21 jurors. 

A-lOg 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE OKLAHOMA NORTHERN 

L.l.JPLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

Jury Tria' 
Days 

59 

230 

39 66.1 

142 61.7 

r NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

2 1 1 

20 407 160 

\.. 
USAGE STATISTICS 

Total 
Available 

Jurors 

1979 1,835 

1980 

1981 2,861 

1982 3,463 

3,270 

20 33.9 

88 38.3 

1 1 

20.4 8.00 

16.99 

12.68 

Total 
JurIes 

Selected 

61 

1\ 

1111 YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESHIPS ,2.40 1 

36 

Avg, No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

Avg. No.of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

24.72 14.22 

" For National Profile 
/ Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"'\ 

Per 
Per 

TOTAL SessIon 
Juror 
Day 

!~ 18,799 940 46 
. ..--~. "'" . 

'. 

A\!eratle 
Numb~Tof 

. ", H~\Jt$per 
'$es~!lon' . 

COMMENT: The Northern District of Oklahoma has a local rule requiring three full days notice to the 
clerk of a settlement in a civil case or juror costs may be a~~ssedoagainst the R~rties. Although the 
court did not report"using the rule during 1983, its existence discourages last minute settlements. This 
is one reason why this district's juror statistics are better thrul the national average. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE OKLAHOMA EASTERN n 

1 ..' 
LLJ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (wi.t~ jury trial activity) 

683 

100% 

Jury 
Trials 

Jury Trial 
Days 

T~tal 
r inl:?l.:lstl'lflce 

''0' 

2 

19 

. Sessions 

. CQflV\*'ied 0 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 \ 

50.2 ";0 

35 

73 

NOiOn' 
JUly 1, 1982 

1 

415 

16 45.7 

29 39.7 

1 

141 

USAGE STATISTICS 

Total 
Available 

Jurors 

1,585 

19 54.3 

44 60.3 

1 1 

21.8 7.42 

16.01 

13.54 

12.44 . 

12.07 

" 18.19 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

35 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE ~O, 1983 

JUDGESHIPS 1· 35 r 

Per Per 
Trial Juror 
Day Day 

48 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 

For Selectfon For Day of Trial 

19.51 18.19 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout . 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATEt> COSTS 

TOTAL 

28,986 

Per 
Session 

1,526 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

70 

" C.OM.MENT: Despite se~erai last minute settlements' d h' h " .,. ., dlstrlCt~S percentage of ju~ors not selected serving or a~" Ua 
19(j pe~centage o~ crlmma: trlals~ this 

lowest In the nation,at 124 ercent Th'" .' c a enge on Jury selectIOn days IS among the 
dire method of sele~ting jclrgrS'. • IS IS due, m large part, to this district's use of the multiple voir 
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OKLAHOMA WESTERN 

--...(.; 

28.8 % 

'JTOTAt' . OIVIL" .~~ CtilMINAL % 
Jury 

Trials ' 137 110 80.3 27 19.7 

Jury Triat 378 275 Days 
72.8 1 OJ, 27.2 

-/' NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
.. ' 

" NO'; No. On Total. ~Q~ On ' No. 
Oi~charged July:t,1983 . July i, taB2 " !inpan~l!>.r.J In Existeh.ce 

., ~, 

4 1 3 2 2 

6.92 ------64---r---1-,-38-7~~--~4~.4:3~-?2'1.7 

I =~=l==~~~4'-' . 

~~ 

I:, YEAR EN OED 
JUNE 30,1983 

" 4.25 
JUDGESHIPS L-J 

" 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

" 
Per Par 

TOTAL 
C' " 

0 
Trial Juror 
Day Day 

202,535 ~36 38 

"~ -,;~~~~~~bitl~~:~~,::~~~~,2;~;,l~~1 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

134 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

22.54 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

14.02 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL JUror Session 

"\ 

. Se$.$Yom~ 
90twened" . 

b . ,6 Hours in Avg~ Jurors Avo.;. Ho~rs ' 
Jurors 1ff' \, Sinn .her Sesslcm per geS$1\:\tI ~~$siO~ ft e$$:..,:::......--.JL:.. ... _~---.;.L....-...;. ___ I 

USAGE STATISTIC,~S. _____ ..... 

Day 

~ 88,758 1,387 64 

JURY TRIAl..S ...j 

YEAR Numb~~, 
END~D ··." .. ·ofJury. 

JUNE 30 Tria!:S:11 

1979 

.1 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

PETIT JlJROR USAGE ..... ·GRAND JOfiOFUISAGE .:... 

.44 326 . 

·300 6.82 
.... ~ 

62" .'. 458 
" <:; ."' 

1...39, 
. " 

~ :51 6.,?3 . 

o 
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"UROR USAGE PROFILE UTAH 

LiJ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

Jury 
Trials 

Jury Triai 
Days 

Total ,:' 
It! Exfstenoa . 

5 

60 

8&$$1011$ 
. (JPlwensCl 

" 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 

1983 

2 

1,161 387 
Hout:sln ..•. Jurorsl~ 

Session, " . .ae~lon -
USAGE STATISTICS 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

45 17.7 47 

2 3 

19.4 6.45 
, .. 

. AvS.HoU'r~ Avg.Jtttots 
pnrSaaslon p~r Sasslo.n 

:'" 
" 

~~ 

19.51 

17.40 

18.20 

17.35 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESHIPS Ll..J 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Select/on 

38.66 

For National Profile 
Open FOldout 
At Back Cover 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

18.39 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per TOTAL Juror Session 
Day 

58,218 970 50 

COMMENT. Although the number Qf I trials declined slightly in 1983, the number of jury trial days 
Increased 39.6 percent. One civil jury· involving possible securities Violations lasted 82 days, 
accounting for over 32 percent of the The voir dire for this trial lasted two days. A total of 213 

18.39 

jurors were called in, 118 of whom were \;.110'.1..1.<::1 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE WYOMING YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

~ PLACES OF liOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) , JUDGESHIPS~ 

/ "TOTAL Ci.t{IL -' " \'1 ~b . CFIIMlmL 
Jury 
Trials 0 34 24 70.6 10 

Jury Triai 133 113 85.0 20 Days 

/ c;> NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
c ., .' 
Total.· .•. , No •. 

.:P/c: 

29.4 

II 15.0 

No.Un· 

Total 
Juries 

Selected, 

TOTAL TrIal 
Day 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

56,534 425 40 

Not Selected. Serving .$ 
. or Challeoged ,-5,258 

Avg~ No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

Avg, No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Dayof'Trla\ 

35<, 19.83 10.71 

Nd" On. ~. No. " 
In exIstence , .. , , July r,i.1~a2: impaneled Oischarged. ~'July1. 1~~3 ~ For National Profile "~"'. . ", 

Open Foldout . 

2 
" 

18 

!.r' 
Sessions 
Convened '. 

~ 

/ 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1§82 

1983 
\.. 

. ' ,.~\ , 

At Back Cover 

1 l 1 1 

" 
359 131 n 19~9 7.28 

, . .. 'i" ~ '11, ' , 

JurQtSiln Hours in ' Avg. JUI\:)[5. o . A\{Q,tlour~ 
Session tl Session per $a$siOl'l 'per SfJsg.ion 

ESTIMATED"COSTS 

TOtAL Per Per 
Juror Sl:Jssion Day 

-" " c 

" 
USAGE STATISTICS :~ 14,299 794 40 

HISTORIGALCOMPARISONS '. 

JURY TFtI~l:S •. ' I 

• lJ, 

.' 

Number '% Criminal" 
, "':OfJury , Jury 

; TrIals Trials b 

.,. ~ '. 

18 55 •. 6 . 

51 :2 
. 

41 0 

ie' , 

29 '27.6 

" 41 3.6.6 ; .' 

, "'34',. 29.4 

'. 

Total 
Avall9-ble 
Jurors 

'f 

Avg. No. 
of Jurors 

Present For 
Day of Trial 

A-114 

To~1 ''Numbe!' of 
. l'Sumbe{ of' Sessions 

Grand C '" Jurlei;\,on'l$ne~ . . ",,:, 

". '6.69; ..•. 
. "". ~ 

. )li,8,OQJ\r 
o . ~ ..... (,~Y"'~ '"'. 

1;'7.,965 .~ 
. ._. '0"';:.­

'0 '7.:2/fJFJ 

<.) 

"" 

'-

~--. .,..,.--.-.<-, .... "" ''''-'''''''''''''''i:''';'-~''-~''''-' ~~"'':''''"~-'"'''-~1I>'''''-'''~;'oL-''=~'=':-':::'::'''";;::.''''''~"':1~:;,:;:!:~t'~~:::o..~~--:.:..:;,.~::.:::;::::::;~"::.:::;:~.·=::cr:::":';t!:'"..::.-::;~-:;:;::;;_~~.::.-:-......-:.";;::;;~:ar"''t"."","",,,,, I rJ 
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;~ JUROR USAG:~ PROFILE ALABAMA NORTHERN YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 III 

~ ~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with Jury trial activity) 

'* 

JUDGESHIPS~ 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

Jury 
Trials 

Jury Trial 
Days 

Total, ' 
tn' Existence 

3 

38 

Se$sli:lns . ' 
, . 'Convened 

145 99" 68.3 

408 262 64.2 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No~bti 
July 1,1982 ' 

1 

825 

" 

No •• , 
Impao.Qled 

2 

279 

Jurors, iii Hours In 
.,$,~aiM,' S9sSion 

Total 
Juries 

46 31.7 Selected 

146 35.8 155 

2 1 

21.7 7.34 

~~~~~~~~S'~"~~~~~--~--~~~~-~--~~-4 

~~ USAGE STATISTICS 

YEAR Total ENDED Available 
JUNE30 Jurors 

1979 4,'843 18.77 

1980 7,816 21.07 

'1981 6,983 17.77 

1982 6,298 ') 16.66 

6,546 16.04 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

22.81 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

16.04 

For National Profile 
O,pen Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
, 

Per Per 
TOTAL Session Juror 

Day 

59,631 1,569 72 

COMMENT: The Northern District of ,Alabama's average number of jurQrs present for selection was 
almost 10 less than the, national average. The districtTs average number of jurors present for day of 
trial is the best since 1979. Alabama, Northern frequently uses multiple voir dire, which gives the 
court a good juror usage record even with one notorious trial and a large number of last minute 
changes of plea and settlements. 
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I) JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
j! ~ I 

ALABAMA M IDOLE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

p 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1983 

JUDGESHIPS~ 

I" .. ~ •..•.. ""." •. ;;'''.~"~>,.,~''J;"-",,.,~l!!)~~~~I!J .. , .. ''''~,~:o:::,''~"'"~J_;.""'L"-',t:c".""'t'f~;,=J~c':!;·~""'i'\"'::;r"'~~'l1'-",;;.;i~~ 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

Jury 
Trials 

Jury Triai 
Days 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1981 

1982 

1983 

63 '39.7 

54 35.2 0 

Total 
Available 

Jurors 

2,175 20.52 

1,810 20.57 

2,901 18.13 

2,349 18.07 

2 133 15.92 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

65 

Avg.1:lo, of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

17.26 

Avg. No.of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

15.92 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Pel' 

Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

L 40,926 1,462 69 
" 

COMMENT: The Middle District of Alabama's average of 17.26 jurors present for selection is 0!1e of 
the best records in the nation. The district uses multiple voir dire frequently, and, in doing so in 1983, 
it commonly had only one and sometimes no jurors in the category of nOlm selected, serving, or 
challenged.. «~ 

Alabama, Middle's average number of jurors present for day of trial d~pped substantially over 
last year. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE ALABAIMA SOUTHERN YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1983 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

Total' 
. Available 

Jurors' 

3,823 

Jury 
Trials 

Jury Tria"! 
Days 

197~~ 

1980 

1981 

1982 

1,344 783 

100% 58.3 % 

53 

221 

496' 

Jurors In 
Ses$lon.\ 

26 

93 

508 

37.8 % 

49.1 27 5009 

42.1 128 57.9 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

Total 
Available 

Jurors 

2,859 19.85 

2,816 19.16 

2,924 17.00 

,p,370 17.11 

3,823 17.30 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

77 

~; 

JUDGESHIPS~ 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 

,. 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

17.45 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

17.30 

ESTIMATED COSTS ~ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Session Juror 

Day 

34,676 1,445 70 

COM.(VIENT: The Southern District of Alabama, like the other twt.) districts In the state, had 8: very low 
average number of jurors present for selection. The judgesllsed multiple voir dire frequently, 
selecting up to nine juries in one day in 1983. ,\ 

. Alabama, Southern reported several civil trials conducted by magistrates and one 21-day jury 
trial for charges of errbezzlement. .. ...,' .. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
FLORIDA NORTHERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDtNG COURT (with jury trial activity) 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

Jury 
Trials 

Jury Trial 
Days 

6 

72 

1,553 

100% 

590 492 

38.0 % 31;7 % 

0 

3 

1,478 20.5 5.85 

USAGE STATISTICS 

\ 
" A-120 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

51 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESHIPS L2-.J 

TOTAL 

123,855 860 44 

Not Selected. Ser:ving 
or Challenged 

20,931 

!~ 

~, 

Avg. No;of . 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

30.45 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Pr~~$ent 
For Day onrial " 

19.35 

For National ProWe 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

Per 
Per 

TOTAL 
Juror 

Session Day 

100,652 1,398 68 

i( 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE FLORIDA MIDDLE 
! 

i ' 
~ PLACES OFi! HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

1,866 2,073 

o~, 

'" 29.4 % 

. Jury 
Trials 169 71 42.0 98 58.0 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

Jury Trial 849 299 35.2 550 64.8, \} Days 174 

I' i-:, NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
i!"ii '::;. ~ ~~~ .. " '" ., ""1 ~ ~ ~ 'T6flal ~ .N!;l.On o No. ' No. ,No. 'On ~~ ~ 

:lttl:;x1st~no$ j July 1,1982 Impanelecl .o1~Qff;~:rgl'!d.JUIY,1)~98S ~ 
'" '-. -r,,' ,', [) " . 

14 8 6 6 8 
a 

239 4,680 1,427 19.6 5.97 

0. Se~$fon$ ',: Jurors In 
~ ~ ,~ " 

• AV~.~urQrs Avg.HourS .Ho:un~ll'l:' ' 
[ 

Convened S&S$lQl'i ;~Pl:i;' •. TlacS,assIQn, ~ per Sf,ls~ion'\I 

"-
USAGE STATISTICS ~~ 

YEAR Total ENDED Available 
JUNE30 Jurors 

1979 9,635 17.74 

1980 11,103 16.70 

11381 10,929 17.60 

1982 12,015 17.67 

15,265 17.98 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESHIPS~ 

Avg. No. of 
JUrors Present 
For Selection 

40.52 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

17.98 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror SessIon Day 

284,579 1,191 61 

Average 
Numl;lerof 

~.~ Hours per 
Sesl'lj(ln 

5 .6~~ , . ~ 

6.28 

6.50 

COMMENT: The Middle District of Florida reported in 1983 a number of long jury trials, some of 
which were highly publicized. The district held civil jury trials of 23 and 20 days for civil rights 
employment and antitrust suits, respectively. Criminal jury trials of 50, 35, 21, 21, and 20 days dura­
tic;m wer~ held for such charges as fraud, extortion, racketeering~ threa.ts, and perjuJ;'Y. Florida, Middle 
typically has a high proportion of criminal jury trials completed, and 1983 was no exception. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE" FLORIDA SOUTHERN 

~ PLACES Off HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

31,034 16,016 3,806 4,718 

100% 23.8% 29.5 %, 

, T()TAL CIYfl,· " 0/0 ··ORtM,INAt· , '~' .. ' 
,-in 

Jury 
305 56 18.4 249 81.6 Trials 

Jury Trial 1,493 297 19.9 1,196 80.1 
Days 

, 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

'. . 
" Tota! No,On) " .. NO'., '., ,No. No. On 

in EXi.stenee July 11 19!i:2 Impaneled Dlsc-hat{'Jf:ld July \;1983 
.r. ,.. "'~, 

28 14 14 11 17 
~ 

-

!$ 

Total 
Juries 

Selected 

304 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESHIPS~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS " Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

1,252,690 839 40 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 301,898, 

Avg, No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

52.68 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

20.79 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COSTS "I N ,.~ 481 2,41~ 19.7 .. ,5.03 9,457 
o 

SeSSions 
Convened '.' 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1979 

19812: 

1981 

1982 

1983 

Jurors in 
SeSSion ",1 

USAGE STATISTICS 

Number' Total 
QfJury AVailable 

' Trials Jurors 

'0 a 

149 .83.2 15~259 

19,271 

25,149 

24,917 

31,034 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

~) 407,286 847 43 

24.85' 

23.19 

23.35 

22.37 

20.79 
COMMENT: Due to the geographical,location of Florida, southem,9rug::trafficki~g and related crim'inal activity has given thilj 
district some of the highest percentage~,.of criminal jury trials in the, nation. 

Florida, Southern reported over 50 last minute changes of plea ~d a number of~ases in wh!ch, the de~e~dant failed to 
appear. There were also a few last minute settlements. The district has flV,e places ,of holdmg c,ourt Wlt~ Jury act~V1ty, but In most 
months only the court in' Miami has enough trials to use procedures such as Jury pooling and stagDr~d t;rlals. Fl~rlda, S<?uthern has 
the largest number of days of service from visiting judges in the country, which has also affected Its Juro!' s~r~lce statIstics. The 
judges were primarily there on 30 day rotations, making it more difficult to stagger trials beca~se of their limited length of stay. 
The judges spent s, great amount of time conducting trials, further increasing the workload ot the Jury cler.k. 

The district conducted eight jury trials which i~sted at least 20 days. 'l;'he longest of the three civil ~rials, was, a patent case 
which lasted 24 days. The two longest criminal trials completed (for prosecution of postal frauq and narcotics vlolabons) lasted 62 
and 61 days, respectively. All of the above factors contributed to a very high average number of Jurors present for selection. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE 

11,818 i. 5,989 1,851 

Jury 
Trials 

131 

Sessions 
COtWI3!'!I2U 

.- ..... ' .. :, 

" 
, , 

2,588 
... 

\~ 

,lure", iiI 
S'J$"£~ion I 
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~, .~~,~:-,.-.,,,,::,",.!~-~, '~':~~.":':'\' ":' :'7:;¥-":'~:":::"::"~:'_"",.,::~ 7'::'~-;--r~:c.';' ",:,","'-"';" '::.-'-r".-. _. "'d~ . ~ ,'""-, ., __ '''' 

~. 

GEORGIA NORTHERN 
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'i, JUROR USAGE PROFilE (, " GEORGIA MIDDLE 

~I' L.i..:J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trialacllvity) 
'! 

\~ 
." 

Total 
Avallable 
JUfors "'iOTAL 

FOR JURYJ;3ELECTION 
Selected '.. ..' QtS~r$t:tl;ld, 
'$ Ot;ChaUenged' . '.Fa\I'Vjmg ~fd orvlng '. . \.Ill enge 

, 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

2,654 1,598 848 490 260 1 ,056 ~S 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/' 

\ 

Jury 
Trials 

Jury Tria"1 
Days 

lotal 
In e}(lsttlnce 

." 

5 

40 

SessIons 
Conv~ned 

YEAR 
ENDED 
JUNE 30 

,1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 

1983 

100% 53.1 '% 30.7 % 16.3 % 

TOTAL CML ,y# CRiMINAL .", , ~<:I .. Total 

43 72.9 16 27.1 59 
Juries 

Selected 

141 96 68.1 45 31.9 71 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
~ 

< 

No. On No. No. \ ... ~ . No. on 
July 1,1982 Impaneled Oisqhargad July 1,.1983 

0 " 
.•.. ,0 • 

3 2 2 3 

821 242 20.5 6.05 

. Jurors~ 
Q 

HOUfsill. Avg.Jurors . Avg. Hours' 
SessIon $1;$$ion per Saa$,iQI1 ~MS.es&on. 

USAGE STATISTICS 
() 

~ 

Total 
Available 

Jurors 

2,724 20.48 

2,357 19.81 

2,654 18.82 
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YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1983 

JUDGESHIPS~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '" Per Per 
TOTAL Trial":.:. Juror 

Day \ Day 

101,849 722 \ 38 
---l' 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 9,981 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
ForSelection 

22.51 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

18.82 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED COST~~~, .. '" 
Per Per 

TOTAL Juror Session Day 

54,423 1,361 66 

" . 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE . GEORGIA SOUTHERN 

!n "I Serving on 
o TrBwtl Subseqwf3nt 
Status Days 

2,107 849 

100% 40.3 % 

897 361 16 1,740 .J-----~-----4------~----JL ____ _r~~~~ 
42. 6~" I 17. 1 % 

iOTAL . CIVIL' -----
90 

Total 
Juries 

~$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1983 

JUDGESHIPS L2....J 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per ToTAL Tria! Juror Day Day 

225,260 1,053 58 
Not Selected, Serving $ 

or Challenged ~) 

-
20,949 

Avg. No. of Avg. No.'of 69 Jurors Present Jurors Present Selected For Selection For Day of Trial 
76.7 21 23.3 

iutol I 
In EtkiSil.'M(: 

6 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1979 

1983 

J/ 
If 

214 136 63.6 78 36.4 

3 3 4 

USAGE STATISTICS 

/ 

'''>.1 
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For National Profile 
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APPENDIX A" 
Glossary of ~er~ 

o 

Challenge for Cause" /' 
An objection by a party to the impaneling of a prospective juro'r~ for which some disqualify­
ing cause or reason is alleged. 

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

Grand Jury 
ri'he 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 government'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. 

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

Jury Panel ,\) 
A group of prospective jurors chosen from the larger jury pool for the voir dire examination 
in a case. Jurors npt selecteQ to serve in that case return to the jury pool. 

Jury Pool 
A large group of prospective jurors available for jury panels. The initial pool size is the 
number of jurors summ'Qned and reporting at the beginning of El jury term. 

)J '"-', 

"-.'~ 

Local Rules ''-, 
Certain rule$ or ordeiis of each district court,for the purpose of regulating the practice in 
actions before them. "c 

Multiple Voir Dil'e 
ThE! simultaneous examination and selection of" two or more juries by one judge. 

~ I'- II 

Notorious/Case' 
Cases 'which ,receive extensive publicity prior to or during trial. Often in such cases the 
judge/requires the jurors to be sequestered for the duration of the trial. 

o 
Petit Jury , '. ' 

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 

Peremptory Challenge 
A challenge to a juror without cause; a limited numbel'=O-f'pe~emptory challenges is allowed 
each side in any case. 
I':;' 

Plea 
In a criminalproceeding the defendant's declaration, in opel} court, that he is guilty or nbt 
guilty of the char~es made against him in the indictment or information. , 

It 
Prelim~y Examinati~ (or Preliminary Hearing) c::::::, • ." "'" .. 

A hearmg to determme whether or not probable cause eXISts to belH~ve that an orfense has 
been committed and that the defendant committed it. 
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Pre-Trial Conference '~ 
An inf'Ormal c'Onference between 'OPP'Osing c'Ounsel, with the judge as m'Oderat'Or, t'O clarify 
and narr'Ow issues 'Or t'O agree t'O settlement. ,.', 

Sequestered Jury , 
The trial judge may decide t'O rem'Ove jur'Ors fr'Om all 'Outside c'Ontact and is'Olate them fr'Om 
P'Ossible prejudicial trial publicity in 'Order t'O rem'Ove the potential for prejudice to a" 
party. Sequestration may take place at any point in the pr'Oceedings (often only during 
deliberation); alth'Ough in n'Ot'Ori'Ous cases sequestrati'On generally is fr'Om impanelinent t'O 
verdict. 

Settlement 
In civil cases, an agreement 'Of the parties t'O c'Ompr'Omise a lawsuit, thus C'Oncluding it 
with'Out the necessity 'Of a trial. 

Staggered Trial Starts 
In a multiple judge court the starting time 'Of v'Oir dire f'Or each judge is staggered t'O av'Oid 
simultaneous v'Oir dires and limit the number 'Of j'G'Ors wh'O must be summ'Oned. The jur'Ors 
n'Ot selected t'O serve in the first case can then b~ used in a sec'Ond 'Or third v'Oir dire 'On the 
same day. '<-00' 

Voir Dire " 
The examinati'On made 'Of pr'Ospective jur'Ors inc'Ourt t'O determine their qualifications t'O 

,serve in a particular case, including questi'Ons of c'Ompetence and bias. Its purp'Oses are,,(1) !) 

t'O determine their qualific~ti'Ons t'O serve in a particular case, including questions 'Of c'Ompe- , 
tence and bias, and (2) t'O elicit inf'Ormati'On ab'Out the jur'Ors which is needed by the parties 
and their att'Orneys f'Or the inf'Ormal exercise OJf peremptory challenges. ' 
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,,' ,APPENDIX B 
LIST OFlifOST RECENT LOCAL RULES SETTING THE SIZE OF JURIES 

," ADOPTED BY U.S~ DISTRICT COURTS ' 

District of. Columbia (Rule 1-17) 
"In~ll civil cases tried in this C'Ourt the 'h ';, " 
cases 'Of eminent d'Omain where the jury s~~rl s a~ Ct'OnfSlf~t 'Of(,S)'IX (6) members, except in 

.." "II C'OnSIS '0 Ive 5 members~" 
FIRST CmCUIT /I 

,,/ 

Maine (Rule 24) 

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall c'Onsist 'Of six (6) members." 

Massachusetts (Rule 38) 
"In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consi t f ' 
civil jury cases in which trial is commence~ '0 SlX

d 
mfetffibers. This rule shall apply to all 

, .L on an a er November 1, 1971." 
New Hampshire (Rule 31 (11» . 

" "In B:ll civil jury cases, the }ury shall c'Onsist ,of six members." 

RbQde Island (Rule 15 (&» 
"~~ all civil jury cases, the jury shall consf+ f ' , , 
shall c'Onsist 'Of twelve members exce t :s 0 SI~ me~bers. The Jury In a criminal case 

" of 9riminal Proc~dure."" (~ff~ctive Segtemb~~o;;~~~;~) Rule 23(b) 'Of the Federal Rules 

, Pue~~o RicO.<,?r?er 1/19;72)" " ," ,,' " 

I~ :~~ CIVIl Ju,ry, case~, ~he jury shall consist of six (6) memb~rs.1I 
S&C0ND cmcuiT 

" ,,\). ,r;-' 

~ecticut (Rule 12 (ll», "', 

"'r:he jur,y fihall consist of six me, mbe, rs in the trl'al of II ' '1 
o , If,' ., ",a CIVl cases." 

o 

~"t, '" New''y~rk, NOJ:th~~ (Rule 45) ',' " ,. 
,. "In &11 Civil Jury Cases' in this Distrjct' Co' ,. ," "" , " 
The ,~,h~llenges permitted shall.rem~in as~~~V~~edJ~rY2~ht~scqnSlst of SIX (6) members. 

,the F,~deral Rul-es 'Of'Civil Proc~dure." ' e In •• C. 1870 and Rule 47(b) of 

Ne~, Y ~k, ~aste~ (qal. RUl~" ?(b» " If" 

:. Ii A Jury"for the trIal ?f CIVIl cases shall corisis~ 'Of six persons." 

" N,w., ~~rk, '~o,u~~, (~iv~. Rl~l~ 23) " ,'" "'if ,," , 

"A Jury fo~,tpe trIal of CIV~~ cases shall consist of six'persons." 

New.;'york~ W~tel'll (Rule 22'A) " ,,' 
" ~nles~ ptherwise ordered, 'the jury ina ci '1 ,', "'" , 
or ,m9re·~lternate'jurors;'in the Court's di:~' ~~se ~h~ll cons~st 'Of S,IX (6) pers'Ons. One 
'regular jury.' Challenges permitteo shall ,r~ lOn, s al~ be ~rytpanelled to sit with the 
47(b) of the Fed~ral"Rules ,,'0'£ Civil Pr'OCed~~~~In as prOVIded In 28 U.S.C. 1870 and Rule 

Vermont (Rule 6) ,,'. , " 
"In all civil j,ury cases the Jury shall consist 'Of si ;, , " 
?r more aIternates shall be im anelled x membe,rs. In protracted litigation Onf'i 
Ject t'O the, provisi'Ons 'Of Rule 4f(b)'of th:~oedsehalll Rserlve In

f 
ac:c?rdance with and be sub:'::' 

" ,ra u es 0 ClVIl Procedure." 

(J 
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THIRDCmCUIT 

DeJaware (Rule 5.5 C) 
"In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six members except that the p~rties may 
stipulate that the jury in any such case shall consist of any number less than SIX.1t 

New Jersey (Rule 20F) " 
"In all civil jury actions, except as may be otherwise express,» required by law, the jury 
shall consist of six members." 

Pennsylvania, Eastern (Civ. Rule 34(b» . . . 
(1)"Except as provided in subparagraph (2) below, juries in civil cases shall consist, 
initially, of eight members. Trials in such cases shall continue so long .ascat least six 
jurors remain in service. If the number of jurors falls below si;x1,a'rnistrial shall be 
declared upon prompt application therefor by any party then on the record." 

(2)"Wheneverit appears likely that the trial. will be unusually protracted, or whenever 
the Court in its discretion determines thafthe interests of justice so require, the jury 
may be enlarged to include as many as twelve (12) members, and any number of 
alternates may be used, as the court may determine; but not more than twelve. (12) 
persons shall participate in the deliberations of the jury, nor 'may any verdict be 
rendered by a jury consisting of more than twelve (12) persons' or fewer than six (6) 
persons." 

.. Pennsylvania, Middle (Rule 511.1) , . . . 
IIJuries in civil cases shall consist, initially, of at least eighf(8) members. TrIals m 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 therefor 
by any pa~ty then on the record unless the parties stipulate that the number of jurors 
may fall below six (6)." 

Pennsylvania, Western (Rule 21C) 
"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six members." 

Virgin Islands (Rule 19) 
"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six members." 

FOURTH CIRCUIT 

Maryland (Rule 19) , 
"In civil cases 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 alter­
nate jurors, as the Court may deem necessary. Thisi'ule shall apply to all cases tried on 
or after the date of this order, effective August 20, 1973." 

North Carolina, Middle (Rule 7(a» . 
"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consisfof six (6) members." 

ji"-K 

South Carolina (Order 3/14/78) \ 
"In all"civil cases tried in the United States District Court for the Distri~tof 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 (Rule 20B) 
"Unless otherwise prqvided by law, the jury in any civil case shall consist of six. The 
number of peremptory challenges shaH be as provided by law." 
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West Virginia,Northern (Rule 1.05(e» 
"In. dv'U 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 alter­
nate Jurors as the Court may determine necessary." 

West Virginia, Southern (Rule 1.07(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 alter­
nate Jurors as the Court may determine necessary." 

FIFTH CIRCUIT 

Louisiana, Eastern (Rule 14.1(b» 
"In ail civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six members." 

Louisiana; Middle (Rule 16A) 
"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members." 

Louisiana, Western (Rule 15) r 
n!n all civil ju~y cases, except as may be otherwise e%pressly required by law or control­
lIng rule, the Jury shall conSIst of not less than six (6) members." 

Mississippi, Northern (Civ. Rule 4) 
"The jury ~hall consist ~f si~ men:tbers, with three peremptory challenges allowed to 
each opposmg party. In Its dIscretion the Court may impanel two alternate jurors, with 
one peremptory challenge allowed each of the opposing parties." 

Texas, Northern (Misc. Order No. 21 (6/1/80)) 
"It is ordered that effective June 1, 1980, in all civil jury cases in the Northern District 
of Te~as, e:ccept as may ~t~erwise be expr~ssly required by law or controlling rule, at 
the dIscretion of the presldmg Judge, the Jury may consist of six members or twelve 
mem.bers.. Pere~ptory chall~nges shall be allowed for jurors and alternate jurors as 
prov~d?d 111 Section 1870 of TItle 28, United States Code and Rule 47(b), Federal Rules 
of CIVIl Procedure." 

Texas, Eastern (Rule 9(a» 
"In ~ll civil actions, 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 a six member jury." 

Te . .'~as, Southern (Rule 17) 
"A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six (6) persons plus such alternate 
jurors as may be impaneled." . ' 

Texas, Western (Rule 500-1) 
"In aU civil jury cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required by law or control­
ling rul~, the jury shall consist of six members." 

SIXTH CIRcurr 

Kentucky, East~rn (Order of 1/6/76) 
"It is ord~r~\d, ef~ective immediately, in all civil jury cases in this District, the jury 
shall consl~t .. of SIX (6) members plus such alternates as the Court may deem proper 
under. the CIrcumstances of the case." 

Kentucky, Western (Rule 21(a» 
"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members." 
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Michigan, Eastern (Rule 25) 
"In all cases, the jury shall consist of six persons, unless before a verdict, is returned the 
parties stipulate in writing with the approval of th~ Court that a verdict may be 
returned by a jury of fewer or Illore than six persons." 

,J'efichigan, Western (Rule 6A) 
"A jury for the trial of civil caseS shall consist of six persons plus such alterna te jurors 
as may be impaneled." 

Ohio, North\ern (Civ. Rule 16) 
.'lIn all clivil trials, juries shall consist of six members." 

Ohio, Southern (Rule 5.1) 
"Unless otherwise ordered, a jury for the trial of;civil actions shall consist of six (6) 
persons, plus such alternate jurors as may be impaneled." 

Tennessee, Eastern (Rule 17 A) 
. "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 (Rule 11{j» 11 '.' 

"All civil juries shall be composed of six (6) persons, excluding alternates." 

, Tennessee, Western (Rule 18) 
"Juries in civil cases shall ,~onsist, initially, of eight (8) members. Trials in such cases 
shall continue so long as at least six (6) jurors remain in $ervice." 

:SEVENTH cmcurr 

Dlinois, Northern (Civ. Rule 23) 
"In all jury cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required by law Or controlling 
rule, the jury shall consist of six. members." c.'l 

Dlinois, Southern (Rule 19) 
"In all jury cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required by law or controlling 
rule, the jury shall consist of six members." 

lllinois, Centra,l (Rule 19) " 
"In all jury cases, except as may be otherwise e¥pressly required by 1~lw or controlling 
rule, the jury shall consist of six members." . 

II 
Indiana, Northern (Rule 25) II 

"In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six (6) members,unless otherwise 
provided by law, plus such alternate jurors, if any, as the trial judge ShElll designate." 

II 
Indiana, Southern (Rule 31) . 

IIIn all civil cases the jury shaU consist of six (6) jurors.it 

Wisconsin, Eastern (Rule 8) 
"In all jury cases, ,except as may be otherwise expressly required by law or controlling 
rule, the jury shall consist of six members." 

Wisconsin, Western (Order 8/28/73), 
"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six members, plus such alternate jurors as 
may be impaneled." 0 
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"I Arl'<811S8S, Eastern (Order 8/6/82) 
"In a!l~ civil case, when demand for a . " . " 
of CIV~1 Procedure, Rule 38, the court ~~ry has .~en m~d.e .as.provided in Federal Rules 
to deCIde the issues in SUch cases." y, on 1 own mitlatIve, call a six memberjury 

Iowa, NOrthern (Rule 6B) 
~'To better serve the interests of judicial eco . 
~n all :;iVil jury cases the parties shall be ~~~ a~d ttOh aVOId ~he calli&~cof aHerna tes 
Jurors. Y e verdIct of nqi less than six 

r.' ,,"'» 
Iowa, Southern (Rule 6B) 

~'To better serve the interests of judicial '. ' 
:n all civil jury cases"the parties shall ~~o~omYdabnd to aVOId ~he calling of alternates 
Jurors." ' , oun y the vel'dlct of" not less than six 

Minnesota (Rule 5B) 
"In all civil jury cases, the jurr shall consist of 6 members." 

MissouF~, Eastern (Rule 16B(1» 
:'A Jury for each trial of a civil case shall . . ., . ." 
Jurors as may be impaneled." . conSIst of SIX persons, plus such a Iterna te 

Missc:HJri, Western (Rule' 20 R) . 
"Unless otherwise specially ordered b th. . . . 
~at~d actions, the juries shall consist ~f s~ Cour~m a .deslgn~t~d civil action or consoli-, 
hmlted to. complex cases." . mem ers 10 all CIVIl cases, inclUding but not 

Nebnnska (Rule 26L) 
"Unless otherwise ordered in 11 . ·1 

, ' a q~~l cases the juries shall consist of six members.!' 
North Dakota i(Rule 8 C(1» \1 

"In 11· !I , 
~ Jur;y cases, 111cluding condemnation cas 

r~~qUlred by law ?r controlling rule, the jury Sh:ri exc~p: a; may be otherwise expressly 
bon of the PresIding Judge it shall consist f 6 conSlS 0 12 persons, or at the discre­
may be impaneled.i' " ' 0 persons, plus SUch alternate jurors as 

South ddcota (Rule 14) 
"In all civil jury cases the jury shall: c,onsist of Six persons." 

NINTH cmcurr (~ 

. " 
Alaska (Rule 14A) "," 

, "In all civil c~ses the jury shall conSist of six (6) members." 

Arizona (Rule 45)", 

J,~ "In all civil jury cases ~he jury::shall consist of six (6) members." 

Cali~omia, ~<x,'then? (Rule 245 -1) \\ b . " ., " 

!n all CIvIl acJlons in which a party is entitled to ,. ". ,(' 0' 
SIX members and such alternates as, the J'ud . a :Jury. trIal, the Jury shall consist of 

ge may determ1Oe." 
California, Eastern (Rule 17(a» " . 0 ,,' 

~'In all cases in which a jury is dem d d· .. '.' " 
J~ry consisting of six (6) members.I,an e 111 CIvIl cases" trIal of a cause shan be before a 

~ 0 ~ 
('. , 

. i) , 
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d Ii California, Central (Rule 13.1), . . ., '" 
"In all cases in Which a jury is demanded in cIvIl cases, trIal of the cause shall beilbefore 
a jury consisting of siX (6) members.'" II 

California, Southem (Rule 245-1) .. ' . .. . 
"In all civil actions in which a par.ty IS entitled to a Jury trIal, the Jury shall consIst of 
six members and such alternates as the judge may determine." 

Hawaii (Rule 245-1), ... t f 
' "In all civil actions in which a party is entitled to a jury trial, the Jury shall conSlS 0 

six members and such alternates as the judge may determine." 
'7 

Idaho (Rule 9-103) . ". . . 
"The jury in a civil case at law, or in a, non-criminal case In which a rIght t~ trla~ by 
jury is otherwise granted by statute, shall consist of six juro~s unless the parties stipu­
late to a lesser number." 

Montana (Rule 13(d)(1» , . 
"A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons plus such alternate Jurors 
lis may be impaneled." 

Neval'(Ja (Rule 18) 
l:, 

"A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six (6) persons, plus such alternate 
jt1rors as may be impaneled.'" II 

OregOO\ (Rule 22(c» -' . r;"" ). D, " 

"Ini'all civil cases tried to a jury,the number of Jurors shall be SIX. The ,?artIes shall. b~ 
entitled to the challenges available under 28 U.S.C. 1870 and Federal/J Rules of CIVIl 
Procedure 47(b)." -, 

Wasllqton, Eastem (Rule 17(a» D 

"A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six jurors." 
" o 

W~on, Westem (Civ. Rulla 38(f)} ... II •• 
"A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consIst of SIX Jurors plus such alternate Jurors 
that may be impaneled." 

Guam (Rule 28),; " " . .. . , ", "" I' 

"In all cases in which a jury is demanded In clvil cases, trl~ ofJhe cause s~all be before 
a jury consisting of six (6) m~,mbers, unless otherwise ordered b)T the court~~~ 

l\ 

Northem Mariana IsJands (Rule 9{c)(1» "c -, • 

"A jury foro the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons pIt,s such alternate Jurors 
as may be il1lpaneled." , 

'1\ 
TENTH cmcurr ,I 

Colorado (Iiule 7(c» , , "~ .". . 1\ h· h U' . t 
"Exc'ept as is otherwise expressly prOVIded by law, In all CIVIl case~i t e Jury s a, conSlS 
of six members unl~~ the partie~, s~:pulate to a lesser number." \1" ' 

Kansas (Rule 23)' o. • Ii. 
"In all civill"ury cases except as may be otherwIse expressly reqUl~'ed by law or control-

, "b" ,I ling l~ule, the jury shall consist of at least SIX mem ers. II 
(I II 

"I New Mexi(~ (Rule 23~ . " .• ' " :, f lt t 
' "The jui,'y shall consist of SIX members In all CIVIl Jury cases. ThE1 number 0 a erna e 
,- members will be at the discretion of th~~ ,Court." ') 

't) 
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Oklahoma, Northem (Rule l1(c» , " .. 
"In a? ,civil jury ca~es 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." 

Oklahoma, Eastern (Rule l1(c» 
"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." 

Oklahoma, Western (Rule l1(c» 
"In a}l civil jury ca~es the jUJ:y shall consist of six (6) members. The challenges 
permitted shall remam as prOVIded in 28 U.S.C. 1870 and Rule 47(b) of the Federal 
Rules of Civil Procedure." 

Utah (Rule l1(b» 

"In all civil cases, absent a stipulation of the parties to the contrary the trial jury shall 
consist of twelve (12) members, and the agreement of all twelve (1~,h members thereof 
shall constitute the verdict of the jury." 

Wyoming (Rule l1(c» 

~. ,_/ 

"Except as otherwise express,ly provided by law, in all civil cases the jury shall consist 
of six members unless the parties stipulate to a lesser number." 

ELEVENTH CmCUlT 
:.\ 

Alabama, Northem (Rule 4) 
"Except a~ other~ise directed by" a Judge of the Court~ the jury in all civil jury cases 
~hall conSIst of SIX members. ThIS rule does not preclude the impaneling of alternate 
Juro~s"un~er Rule 47(b), Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, nor does it preclude the, 
p~rtles, WIth the con~l;lnt of a Judge of the Court, from entering 8.dditional stipulations' 
WIth respect to such Jury under Rule 48, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure." 

Alabama~ Middle (Order 7/12/71) \:"3, 

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

Alabama, Southem (Rule 11) " 
., "In all civil jury easelS the jury"shall consist of six (6) members." 

Florida, Northem (Rule ~~2) , 
"In all civ~ cases. triied by jury, the ~\.l.ry shall consist of six persons plus such number of 

" alternate Jurors, If tiny, as may be dIrected by the Court to be called and impaneled to 
~it as alternate jurol'S." 

Flor~da, Mi~l!! (Rllie 5.~1). . ,I 
" I In all CIVIl cases tined by Jury, the Jury shall consist of six persons plus such number10f 

"alternate jurors, if .any, as the Court may specif~." ", 
'I I: ,," 

FI~ida, Southern (R.ul~1 15A) "", 
, "A jury for the tri~l of civil cases shall consist of six persons plus such alternate jurors 

as may be impane~,ed." " 

Georgia, Northem (R~le 301.2) , 
"All civil act.ions:i.shall be ttied to a jury of six members:; and challenges shall be in 
a,~cbrdance WIth TItle 28 U.S.C. 1870." 
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Georgia, Southern (Rule 9.2) 
"AU civil actions' shall. be tried to a jury of six members and challenges shall be in 

" , accordance with title 28 U.s.C. 1870, unless all parties join in a written demand that 
the case be tried to ~ jury of twelve members. S~ch demand shall be filed on or before 

u the time of the pre-trial qpnference. All criminal cases shall be tried before a jury of 
twelve members unless :Waived, in accordance with Rule "23 of· the .Federal Rules of 
Criminal Procequre. Challenges shall be in accQrdance with Jl.ule 24 of the Federal 
Rules of Criminal Procedure.", 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE NATIONAL YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1983 3'6gS" ',J. 

~ P~ACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUD~GESHIPS~ 
r·' .,' b FO"R JURY' S.EL€~~TION ···r." • ,", 

~.r~,t!1.l· ,.10 ESTIMAl'ED COSTS 
Avall~ble IT .' ". . Sel~ctGd .- .' INptSelecr~d 
~.\\~ors" tQ; At ih .. or o. Challenged . S~r'Vlngf)r ' Travel' 

. . . Serving r. .' . ChallengM • ,,,,Status 

/ Servffl!;l on 
$ubSefuent 
' Oa's 

TOTAL 
Per 

Trial 
Day 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

640,577 316,821 95,425 102,785 118,611 5,601 318,155 28,500,291 758 44 
"I> ..•....... 

V 
I. 100% 30~ 1 C}~ 32.4 % 37.4 '1.:- % Not Selected •. Serving $5 272 554 

or Cha.llenged . " 

I" "fOjAL. CIV1L; " '1~?~-
\') Jury /-- /~-:'-

Trials 8~630 4,977 57.7 i, 
0 

Jury 'Trial 37,589 21,060 56.0 "pays 
f,', 

o 

0, 

~ ", 

·C~IM1NA\:.. 
'"+!: -

%. 
,-, 

,~ 3,653 42.3 

,,16,529 44.0 
'.' 

Total .. 
Juries 

Selected 

9,769 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Selection 

,32.43 

Avg. No. of 
Jurors Present 
For Day of Trial 

17.04 

r-~~_~_"l.....,.........:..;N~'U.:.:..:M,BER OF GRAND JURIES'" 
.. ;fjro.taf . 
m,Exlahlfic& 

o 
732~ 0 c 

11,157 .. '; 
, ,S6$tlitms 

(1 • 

'. .C~'Wened 

"-

/' 

YEAR 
ENDED 
JUNE30 

1979 
-~ .. 

/' 
1980 

1981 

1:982 

1983 
\.. 

<J 

\::: 
6-: 

410 C' 322 ,) 310 
" 

" 

222,980 58,769 20.0 

Jurors In , Hours in . Avg. Jurors 
S~ssion 

" 
.Ses$:>n· ." .~r$essjon 

USAGE STATISTICS , 

No. On 
JUly 1, .1983 

422 

5.27 

Avg."Hours 
per Session 

" U 

For National Profile 
Open uoldout . 
At Back Cover 

ESTIMATED casas 

TOTAL Per 
Session 

'I Per 
Juror 
Day 

11,376,190 1,020 51 

HIS1'OHICAL COMPAHISONS 

JURVTFflAL$ -'" 
Number ~i4 Criminal 
:of Jury 
'trials •... .Jm~ 

rrl~s 
p " ""--
--:",!..-~ . 
7,083 " 5.1.8 

""~r-' 
7,355 46 .• 5 , 

' - v .-
'" 8,230 4~.5 
~~ "u· ..... 

8,247 .•.. 
. 

43.3-. 

8,630 tlZ.3 

PETIT ~UROR USAGE 

Total: 
Avg. No. 

AVailable 
of Jurors 

Jurors 
Present For 
Day of Trial . 

56'5,617, 19.60 
f 

··.·605,547 18.83 

648,929 18.23 

631,606 17.91 

640,577 17.04 

A-137 , 

"Total 
Numberot 

Grand 
.juries. 

674 

69~ -

GRANO JUROR USAGE 

" Number of 
Sessions 
Convenad 

rio -

9,790 

Number of 
Hoursjr 
Session. 

t "~ 

50,891 5 .. 20. 

54,'163.' , .. 5.24 
'I 11 

738 .- 10,997 58,278, 5.30 .·.<;,.Ii .. ' , __ ~-+~. ___ ' __ +-~~~~~i __ ~~ 

739 , 

Z32 

10,508 55(\569 .5.29 '., 
,1J", 
S8,769~ 5 .• 27' J 
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