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~system began in July 1970, but was revised

-service.

sing specific factors that affected a distriet's juror statistics. A

FOREWORD

Since 1971, the Administrative Offikcq of the U.S. Courts has published a reporvt on juror

usage in the U.S. ﬁi%.;rict courtg_,;g This report contains grand and petit juror data for the year
ended June 30, 1983.>THe statisties presented are derived from the J8-11 and J$-11G monthly
reports submitted by each distriet court during the year. ' : : '

'l'tnh,e present grand juror reporting s&étem began in July 1974.° T\hekpe_tit juror reporting

in July 1982. Much of the petit juror data in this
report, therefore, is not comparable to prior years because it

tion 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 texf and summary tables on grand'and ‘petit juror

‘Sbection bi§ presents information on payments during 1983 for juror attendance, mileage,
subsistence, and other costs. .

Section II 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-

profile page (fold-out) of the
1983 national averages is presented at the end of this report. When comparing national

averages to the averages for a particular court, caution is required because unusual cirecum-~:
stances not reflected in the statistical profile might cause a court to vary substantially from

the national average. A
o B

William E. Foley
Director

- November 1983
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. ‘This report provides a comprehensive overview oi]’,?' jury activity for the year ended
dJune 30, 1983. The statistics presented on\tke following pages are bagsed on data from the
J8-11G and JS-11 jury report forms.. The U:S. distriet courts use these forms to record the
daily aectivity of grand.and petit jurors and submit ‘them on a ‘monthly basis to the
Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts (A0). |, j SR ‘

- >4

I - .
‘The text contains statements 'ori,districtsi\\\whlich‘récorded the-highest and lowest in the
various categories of grand and petit juror statistics. The Virgin Islands, Guam, and Northern

Mariana Islands are not included in ‘these com'pé\risons/. Their Unique eircumstances would
make comparisons with other courts not useful. | B ‘ » s

Grand Jury

Overall grand jury activity incressed during the twelve month period ended June 30,
1983. As Table 1 summarizes, the total number of sessions convened rose 6.2 percent from
10,508 in 1982 to 11,157 in 1983. * Correspondingly, the number of jurors in session rose 6.1
percent and the number of hours in session rose 5.8 percent. Since 1980, the average number
of jurors per session (20.0) has remained constant. The average number of hours per session
(5.27) has also remained virtually the same. o '

. ¥
9 Y

| | (Tapler v
A s | . U.S. Distriet Coupts
i [ National Grand Juror Statisties o
LR T During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1979 through 1983
SRETEREE S PR R . i | 1983 over 1982
Grand Juries " ’ [ Y -
and ‘ . ¢ 1| Number | Percent
Jurors 1979, 1980 | 1981 .. 1982 1983 ‘ Change | Change ‘
W L AT ‘ h R . D o
Tatal Numbes of: ‘ : ! , S
Sessipns Convened ...... 9,791 10,338 10,997 10,508 11,157 649 - 6.2 ..
durors in Session........ 194,168 206,627 919,860 210,213 222,980 i 12,767 6.1
Hours in Session .. o oo .4\ ~ 50,896 54,163 . 58,278 55,569 58,769 | 3,200 5.8
Average Number of: : : : i ) : , \‘\ 5
Jurors Per Session ...... | 19.8 200, - 20.0 20.0 200} - -
Hours Per Session. ... .. 5.20 “;5.24 . 5,30 §.29 5.274 " =+ -
Total Number of . : R J j
Grand Juries: o R P
Serving ..... cesersios 674 699 | 738 739 321 " -7 ~0.9
Impeneled . ..., cevaals 311 312 | 328 309 322 13 4.2
Discharged. .. vvuvus.an . 286 1289 /} . 308 331 3ol =21 -6.3
- , ; . ; :

B X i / o B

Nationwide, there were 732 grand j%ries serving at some point . during the year.
Compared to 1982, this represented a decline/of 7 grand juries, despite the faet that 13 more
grand juries were impanelled and 21 fewer gray/’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 distriet. Its
term of service is 18 months, however, it may be discharged by a court order at any time
during that period.” A special grand jury meets to study the overall picture of criminal
activity in a distriet. The special grand jury serves as an advisory body, usually having greater
diseretion than a regular grand jury and often submits a report on organized crime activities or
the misconduet 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 Juiy 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 some point during the
year. On June 30, 1983, there were 422 grand juries serving, 2.9 percent more than on dJuly 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 Distriet 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 Arkansas,

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 ecan be convened. The category nJurors in Session" includes only those jurors who
participated 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 jurors 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 jurot's' time is being

used efficiently. The highest average number of hours per sesslon was reported by the
Northern Distriet of Oklahoma At 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 Caroling,

Western.

Table 4 summarizes five years of historical data on the number of months each grand
jury served. Over one-half of the grand juries discharged "during 1923 had served 18 months,
the full duration of a regular grand jury. Nine (26.5 percent) of the 34 special grand juries
disecharged lasted the maximum 36 months. ; ) oo : : -

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 of Grand Juries Serving
During the Twelve Month Period Enided June 30, 1983

Dis- '
Number | Impaneled | charged | Number | Total Dis
on D the. in the on b o ’ . Number | Impaneled | charged | Number Total
. July1, | 12 Month | 12 Month * June 30,] in the: ERRE I inthe |, Jn the on | Serving
istriet 1982 | “Period | Pericd , 1983 | Period Dlstriot | “1682" 1%23?5‘5" lzrewi?:c?h Ju{];s?so’ li:n i
erio
Total.... | 410 322 310 422 732 7th Cir. - :
e ILN...... ‘ : 0 | 1w
DC .ovivss 1 2 6 7 13 LG 12 ‘1‘ -§? 5 1
wmor | IL, S . 1 2 1 : 3
ME vevvese 2 1 1 2 e : 2 1 2 4
MA . ivrs 1 8 : wis 2 : H :
NH covvvnn 2 - : 1% 12 L : 2 2 2 i
Rlovuveons 3 2 2 3 5 WLW - ! ! ! ! Z
PR cevevns 5 1 2 4 6 8th Cir.
gt G, ARE ..... 2 1 1 ‘
, 2 3
AR, W..... z -
%‘{N g 4 4 6 10 AN ... 2 ! ~ : !
NG N ... 4 5 5 10 TA)S v aw e . 2 - 3 3
NLE.... 23 15 16 22 38 ‘MN..... 2 2 2 3 :
NES 32 18 18 32 50 MO, E ..... 2 1 3 2 3
NG W 5 2 3 4 7 MO, W... 2 3 1 ﬁ :
2 3 2 3 5 NE tvunnns 2 1 2 1 g
32d Cir.. xsvg 1 1 1 1 2
DE «cuvusn 1 2 1 2 3 LTt 2 2 2 2 ‘
gx.é ..... . 12 7 6 13 19 9th Cir,
PAE ... g g 8 11 17 AK civan.. 2 1 2 1
PAM ... 4 6 4 6 10 AZ cienins 3 2 3 2 g
wﬂ'.q-:::: ] 6 5 10 15 CA N ..... 7 6 8 5 13
- - ‘CAE .. 3 2 - 5 5
4th Cir. 82’ g . 15 17 13 18 32
MD e ; 10 10 6 16 Hleuerins . 2 ; ; - %
NG,E ..... 4 1 1 1 4 5 Davieavnn 1 2 1 2 s
N, M..... 2 1 2 1 3 MT oevenes 1 1 1 1 ;
NGW..... 2 : 3 2 5 NV eeornns 5 2 3 4 ;
- 4 OR ...... 3
zﬁza.:..: 1; 1; 12 10 22 WA E..... 1 g i ; ;
VW 5 3 5 ? 1(11 gg,w ..... 2 1 - 3 3
Wy, ... 4 4 4 4 8 il Ll ! ! ! : 2
LAst;c;r. » 10th Cir.
LAE . g g 5 g 1g gg 3 2 2 3 5
4 :
xﬁg,g. ';’ 2 1 3 4 NMuouens. 2 g g ; ,, Z
M5, N ... L i 1 1 2 OK,N..... 1 1 1 1 2
MS, ... : 1 - 1 1 OK,E +.... 1 1 1 1 2
DO 8 5 g 8 1; gx"{‘,w... . 1 .3 2 2 4
TX Senrnns 10 7 7 10 w WY ool 2 H H T ;
TEW ounnn | 14 8 9 13 32 o ! ! ! 2
b G, 11th Cie.
, AL N ..y
ELE..... s 4 4 5 9 AL M. 5 3 H : X 4
RY,Wooons 2 1 2 1 3 AL Sevans 1 2 1 2 g
ME...... ] g 8 3 15 FL, N .... 3 3 3 3 6
ML W ... 2 3 2 3 5 FL,M ... 8 5 6 8 14
O, N..... 6 ; 4 8 12 FL,Suueons 14 14 11 17 28
OH,5 ..... 7 8 5 1 GA,N ..... 8 5 5 8 13
MHE..... 3 ; :2»' ) ; 1 GA M..... 3 2 2 3 5
TOM . 2 2 2 2 4 GAS .ene 3 3 4 2 5
v

T LT

i The distrlcts of the Vi )
rgin Islands and the Northern Marlana Islands re i
! ported. no grand jur, i i
g‘ﬁgﬁ 3011 :‘3893';_ 4A71i Olg:l?;ﬁ: cl’nut‘r;eig g:g;lrt;xgt;{ xgurti l:n-eNproS‘ecuted by information, nogt indigtm{zlﬁct:;v;};ngu;zigg the twelve month perlod ended
! : en the Northern and Southern Districts of West Virginia. !
Iocated in West Virginia, Southern all Parkersburg jury activity for the year ended June 30, 1983 is sh(l;ai: ié:x tl?i: ‘iﬁ;‘:;ctttie Raskershurg offloe s now
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Table 3

U. S: District Courts
; | Grand Juror Service
During the ',[[‘welve Montk Per,}od Ended June 30, 1983

k>

Average' | Average Average | Average
N, : Number | »umber Number | Number
\2 Jurors Hours jof Jurors | 6f Hours Jurors Hours |of Jurors | of Hours
v Sessions in in per per Sessions in_ in per per
District Convened | Session | Session ‘] Session | Session ‘Distriet Convened | Session | Session | Sussion | Session
Total.... | 11,157 | 222,980 | 58,769 200 | 527 - 9th Cir. .
T " LiN.ooou.s 459 9,367 2,435 20.4 5,31
DC vvrunnn 576 11,196 2,732 19.4 474 || m,c...... 45 | 903 257 20.1 5,71
. — ILiS senene 57 1,190 340 20,8 | -5.96
ist Gir. § e || M NG 51 1,099 286 21.5 5.61
ME ciianen 25 491 154 19.6 6.16 IN;S chenne 84 1,734 643 20.6 7.85
MA cevnnnn 439 8,301 1,995 | 18.9 4.54 WLE..o... 56 1,196 329 21.4 5,88
NH covunee 48 979 247 20.4 5.15 WL W ... 22 463 129 21.0 5.86-
11 - 43 852 260 19.8 6.05 ‘ ) —
PR vicpuen 81 1,577 389 | 19.5 4.80 8th Cir. ) .
\ : AR E vusn. 32 200 . 203 21.9 6.4
2nd Cir. : : “ AR, W..... 15 318 91 212 6.07
CT vovrnnn 95 1,787 558 18.4 5.87 A Nevouas 19 393 -97 20.7 5.11
NY,N..... 122 2,478 528 20.3 433 || 14,8...... 35 674 195 19.3 5.57
NY,E cuuu. © 817 12,313 2,769 20.0 4.49 MN W ouooss 6 1,585 415 20.9 5.46
NY,8 v.ietn 1,043 20,958 4,597 20.1 4.41 MO,E ..... 78 1,497 479 19.2 6,14
NY,W..... 206 3,982 975 19.3 4.73 66 1,393 455 21.1 6.89
Ve rrvieos 17 © 1,579 355 20.5 4.61. || NE «ve.n.. 37 817 220 22,1 5.95
. ND vouvuns 16 345 90 21.6 5.63
3nd Cir. SDeverennn 31 613 2127 19.8 6.84
DE covrnen 32 650 125 20.3 3.91 ) - ‘ - o
A T 396 7,826 | 1,841 | 19.8 4.85 Sth Cir. . o fj -
PAJE cvuue . 380 7,674 1 1,610 20.2 424 JAK co..i.. 14 284 96 20.3 | 6,86
PA,M..... | * 105 2,100 585 20.0 557 f| AZ vuseees 80 1,708 475 19.0 5.28
PA Wauuan 150 2,994 772 20.0 515 {| 'CAN.euus 200 3,850 1,106 19.3 5.53
vit .o..... - - - - - ||icAE ... 58 1,121 ) 300 | 19.3 5.:7‘
. "CACuanen 378 7,396 " 613 19:6 | 443
4th Cir. ‘CA;S vven. 231 4,572 1,196 9.8 5.18
MD .vuenns 227 4,635 1,063 204 | . 468 Y Hliiveowen | 49 949 280 19.4 5.71
NG, E ..... 60 1,191 379 19.9 632 . ['ID........ 38 770 251 | 20.3 .1 6.61
NC,M..... .50 1,013 328 20.3 6.56 MT cevensn 15 . 323 .93 21.5 6.20
NC, W..... 46 842 315 18:3 6.85 I NV ,...... 156 2,991 644 19.2 413
SCeevesnn 76 1,528 597 201 | 693 | OR....... 81 1,689 450 20.9 5.56
VAE i 197 3,965 1,253 20,1 ] - 6.36 WAE coow. 31 608 209 19.6 6.74
VA, Wouooo 35 : 647 231 18.5 6.60 WA, W..... 96 2,100 666 21.9 6.84 .
WV, N2 .... 22 493 172 22.4 7.82 [ FERR 15 299 114 19.9 7.60
WV, 8%..... 137 2,774 993 | . 20.2 7.25 NME . ... - - - < -
Sth Cir. ‘ ‘ , o 10th Cir. ‘ ' .
LAYE vouns 132 2,523 719 | 191 545 | €O vuun.. 110 2,344 719 20,4 6.54
LA M ..... 45 895 228 19.9 507 | KSeveseros 49 981 281 20.0 5.73
LA, W ..v.. 81 1,668 523 | 20.8 6.46 NM .ivvenn 30 621 156 20.7 5.20
MS, N ..... 22 460 148 | 209 6.73 OK,N...... 20 407 150 20.4 8.00
MS,Saevenn 36 735 - 222 20.4 8.17 OK,E ..... 14 415 141 21.8 7.42
TX, N evens 98 o 1,907 593 | 18.5 6.05 OK, Weeosos 64 1,387 443 21.7 6.92
TX,E veenn 31 611 188 |  19.7 6.06 UT cocnnas 60 1,161 387 19.4 6.45
TX, Sy enens 209 4,150 964 | 200 4.6 WY coieian 18 - 359 131 19.9 7.28
| [
TX, W ... 146 2,988 741 20.5 5.08 11th Cir. :
6th Cir. AL N ..... 38 825, 279 219 7.34
KY,E ..... 111 2,229 5731 201 % 518 || AL,M..... 28 596 179 21.3 6.39
KY,W...ot 43 915 258 213 | 8.0 AL, S...... 24 496 152 20.7 6.33
MLE...... 293 5,927 | 1,688 20.2 5.76 PL, N vo... 72 1,478 421 20.5 5.85
MLW ..... 64 i| 1,267 402 19.8 628 || PL,M ..... 239 4,680 1,427 19.6 5.97
OH,N..... 171 4| - 3,622 1,005 21.2 588 || PL,S...... 481 9,457 2,418 19.7 5.03
OH,8 ..... 05 | 2,087 674 1.7 6.42 GA N .uoun 131 2,588 791 19.8 6.04
TN, E ..... 51 984 335 | 19,3 .57 GA,M..... 40 821 242 20.5 6.05
™, M ..... 38 753 218 19.8 5.74° || GA,8 ..... 48 286 249 20.5 5.19
TN, W..... 94 1,064 532 | 20.8 5.66 .

1 The distriets of the Virgin Islands and the Northern Mariana Islands reported no grand jury activity during the twelve month period ended
June 30, 1983, All offenses in these territorial courts are prosecuted by information, not indictment by grand jury.
Public Law 87-471 realigned the boundary between the Northern and Southern Districts of West Virginia. Because the Parkersburg office is now

located in West Virginia, flouthern all Parkersburg jury activity for the year ended June 30, 1983 is shown in this distriet.
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Table 4 -
Duration of Grand Juries Discharged
July 1, 1978 through June 30, 1983

Number of Months in Existence

Grand Juries Discherged 1 2 3 4 § | 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
July 1, 1978 ~ June: 30, 1979 A
. REGUIAP «vvncovesnns 5 6 3| 12 4 7 4 7 3 4 7{ 19 8] 1 71 12
Special sveceeesanos 1 - - 1 1 - 1 2 1 - - - - 2 | atl -
Total.ceereneoannns 6 6 -3 13 5 7 5 9 4 4 7 19 8 3 8 12
Percent of Total...... 2.1 2.1 1.0 4.5 1.7 2.4 1.7 3.1 1.4 1.4 2.4 6.6 2.8 10.§28 § 4.2
July 1, 1979 - June 30, 1980 : ’
Regulal e cocaseesvae 3 10 7 11 2 5 7 2 5 5 3 12 6 3 6 T
Special cecreccenene - - 1 2 - A - - 1 - - 1 5 - - 1
Total . iviueveennnne 3 10 8 13 2 B 7 2 6 5 3 13 11 3 6 8
Percent of ’I‘ot&!_. seves 1.0 3.5 2.8 4.5 0.7 2.1 2.4 8.7 2.1 1.7 1.0 4.5 3.8 1.0 2.1 2.8
July 1, 1980 - June 30, 1981 ’
Regular « e veevennnan 1 5 7 § 6 9 7 5 3 9 2l 17 4 3 6 4
Special ... vl - 1 - - - 1 -1 - 1 - - - 2 - - -
Toal:veoovvaasoans 1 6 7 5 6 10 7 § 4 g1 9 17 6 3 6 4
Percent of Total. ceane § 03 1.9 2.3 1.6 1.9 3.2 2.3 1.6 1.3 2.9 2.9 5.5 1.9 1.0 1.9 1.3
July 1,981 - June 30, 1982 ‘
Regular cvevevnssass 1 & 8 4 7 7 1 3 2 8 13 13 3 5 3 5
Special v evvenaeonns - - - - 3 - - - - - - 1] 3 i - 1
Total..vseenoesasse 1 6 8 i 4 10 i g 3 2 8 13 14 6 6 3 6
Percent of Total. e 0.3 1.8 2.5 1.2 3.1 2_\.2 0.3 0.9 0.6 2.5 4.0 4.3 1.8 | 1.8 0.9 1.8
July 1, 1982 - June 30,1983 X
Regulal « . v oneeoiiens 1 1 11 2 6 5 3 7 3 8 9 20 3 4 2 5]
Special «ovsoreccies - - 1 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Tot8leooeoennnncsas 1 1 12 2 6 5 3 T 3 8 9 20 3 4 2 5
Percent of Total. . v 0.3 0.3 3.9 0.6 1.9 1.6 1.0 2.3 1.0 2.6 2.9 6.5 1.0 1.3 0.6 1.6
Total Grand Juries Discharged
July 1, 1978 ~ June 30, 1983 . ‘ .
Regulal ¢« coveeeones 11 28 36 .34 25 33 22 24 16 34 41 81 24 16 24 33
Special «.cveesaancae 1 1 2 3 4 2 1 2 -3 - - 2 10 3 1 2
Totaleeoaveeeennans 12 29 38 37 29 35 23 |.28 19 34 41 83 34 19 25 35
Percent of Total...... 19.3 1.9 2.5 2.4 1.9 2.3 1.5 1.7 1.3 2.2 2.7 5.5 2.2 1.3 1.6 2.3
. 4d
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Table 4 .

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

(continued) :

° Number of Months in Existence

Grand Juries Discharged 17 18 19 2021 22 23 {24 i 25 . l 26 L 30 | 31 32 1 36 u Totals
July 1, 1978 ~June 30,1879 B : ‘
Regular sovsensnsens 25 | 121} - - = - = e R = = - - - 255
Special cevevrannian 1] 11 - -] 1 - - 2 - 1 - - - ~ - 31
Totalesesonaanoseas 26 [ 132 | - -l - - 21 = 1] - -1 - - 286
Percent of Total. .. ... 9.1 |46.2 - - 103 - ~ 107 -1 03 - - - - 1009
July 1,1979 - June 30, 1980 , :
Regular « « vivasevnns 24 | 134 - - - - - - -1 - - - - - 252
Special .uoevronenas =1 12 - - 1) = 117381 2 -] 1 1 - i 36
Total.eossioronnsos 24 | 146 - - 1 - 1 312 - 1] - 288
Percent of Total. ... .. 8.3 {50.7 - - 103 - jlo3 l1e°for | ~-103] 0.3 -.103 100%
July 1, 1980 - June 30, 1981 ‘ ‘ ‘
Regulal oo vvvvoneinn 25 | 145 - - - - - - - - - - - - 270
Special v.iveisaenens =1 15 1 - 17 1 - 4 - 2 i - - - 38
Totaleooevionarasnn 25 | 160 1 -1 1 1 - 4 - 2 1 - - = 308
Percent of Totalv..... 8.1 {519 j§ 03 - 03 ]03 ~ 113 - 106 | 03 - - - 100%
dJuly 1, 1981 - June 30, 1982
Regular cenevevaeens 27 | 156 - - - - - - - - = - - - 272
Special «.veeronesas 2| 16 2 1 1] 1 - 2 - - 4] 2 - - 53
Totale .oseveovanens 29 | 172 27 1 1 1 - 2 - - 4 2 - - 325
Percent of Total. s ... 89 {529 | 06 |03 .]03 |03 -~ 1ok - ~t12 o) -] - 100%
July 1, 1982 - June 30, 1983 : .
Regtlal «ovevvevnnns 37 | 149 - - - - - - - - - - - - 276
Special . eveeeeenans -1 2 1|1 1 - 3| e - - 1 1 1 34
Totalivesesoeencans 37 | 160 2 1 1 1 -1 3 2 - - 1 1 1 310
Percent of Total...... |[11.9 {516 ] 0.6 | 03 0.3 | 0.3 -j10 {os - -1o031} 03 3 100%
i “ : v : J
Total Grand Juries, Llischarged
July 1,1878 - June .‘1‘\1&;1983 : :
Regulal o« v evvvfons v 138 | 705 - - - - = - - -1 - = - : 1,325
Special v.ovneunnavas 3| 65 5 2 5 3“1 14} 4 3 6 4 1 2 192
Totalsssviveneesves | 141 | 770 5 2 5 34 11 14 4 3 61 4 1 2 1,517
Percent of Total. .. ... 9.3 {50.8 { 03 | 0.1 {03 {02 |01 |09 |03 ]02]047)03]01]01 100%
14
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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 19 ’a}ld 36 months.

Table 5 prov1des the number of cases commenced by mdlctment 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. Coiitinuing a three year
increasing trend, the 20,055 cases commenced by indietment and the 31,729 defendants pro-
ceeded against by 1nd1ctment represent inereases of 8.9 percent and 8.0 percent, 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 mdlcted per
- session rose shghtly to 2.84, the hlghest average smee 1979. :

"Table 5 .
U. 8. District Courts
Proceedings by Indictment and Grand Jury Sessmns . :
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1979 through 1983

Proceedings Average

Commenced Average Grand | Defendants e

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
1986 . . 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 1 55,569 5.29
1983 .. 20,055 31,729 1.58 11,157 2.84 58,769 5.27

o

Table 6 focuses on the number of cases commenced by indiectment and the number of
defendants proceeded against by indictment in each of the U.S. distriect courts. Table 6,
however, does not reflect a court's efficient administration of the grand jury system, because
the time required to obtain indietments depends on the nature of criminal activity, the number
of defendants involved, and the U.S. attorney's gmdance in the matters being presented before
the grand jury. ‘
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. Tables .
. U. S. Distriet Courts ..
Proceedings by Indietment and Grand Juror Service
During thé Twelve Month Period Ended June 30,1983

Proceedings Commenced Grand Proceedmgs Commenced .-Grand .
by Indictment . Jury Hours by Indictment Jdury Hours
Sessions, in. e - Sessions in
District Cases Défendants | Convened | Session Distriet ' | Cases Defendants | Convened | Session
. Totel. e |-20,055 31,729 11,157 58,769 7th Cir'. B i ) _
DC ... 179 - 228 576 2,732 170y - SPRRR 1448 751 459 2,435
. S IL,Coiaavnas 130 : 190 45 257
1st Cir. LS uvuanas 121 . 163 57 340
INgNoeesne 82 ~ 128 S1° 286
ME cvesvnae 72 o140 25 - 154 IN,S svaennn 135 230 i} 84 643
MA coveoenn 256 430 439 1,995 WLE:eoauin 150 204 56 . 320
NH ccovven 27 54 48 247 WLW ..oooae 71 92 22 12
Rlcoveennas 63 91 43 260 . —
PR sevevens 233 382 81 389 8th Cir,
2nd Cir. ARE ..v 170 230 32 203
AR, W...... 80 110 1% 91
CT vevveene 189 295 95 558 IA,Novseese 50 1 19 87
NY,N..ovuo 91 145 122 528 | 7- V- R 71 129 . ag 195
NY,E ...ves 368 640 617 2,769 MN cveeaann 200 ‘ 309 T 578 415
NY,S5.00000s 497 838 1,043 4,597 284 .37 78 479
NY,W..oous 153 233 206 875 177 236 66 455
VTeieeernan 33 56 k4 355 3 72 115 - - 37 220
ND cvvivens 86 112 16 80 “
3rd Cir. 5 SDieceanans 178 208 31 212
DE vvveien 43 60 . 32 125 9th Cir, <
NJivessonas 183 415 395 1,841 - ‘ _
PA,E sivads 308 543 380 1,610 AK c.ivaase 162 181 14 96
PA,M.uinns 134 204 105 585 AZ Liiesens| o 416 668 20 475
PA, W.iooas 161 273 - 150 772 CA; N .vaiess 383 595 200 1,106
VI* civenvee - - - - CAJE covese si1 §56 58 300
CAC.ivuines 878 1,230 378 1,673
4th Cir. CA)S sueene 767 1,315 231 1,196
; l Hlivovivens 98 149 49 280
MD...ceons 314 - 562 . 227 1,063 IDieesovaes 102 135 38 251
NG E civenn 150 244 60 379 MT eeeenesn 128 164 15 93
NG, Mi..oun - 200 287 50 328 NV (oevans 286 439 - 158 644
NC,W.oovuo 230 307 46 315 OR sevnenns 107 157 - 81 450
SCuvsasnnis 275 536 76 527 WALE vanins 186" 201 31 209 C
VAE ov.ets 328 522 197 1,263 186 - 308 96 666
VA, W..cuse 134 190 35 231 GU sesesian ] 21 124 15 - 114
WY, N...... 109 162 22 172 NMI*..oooes - ) i o = ) -
WY;8 Jincen 107 ' 194 137 993 .
: 10th Cir. g )
Sth Cir. ]
5 CO vessnns 207 o 4328 110 719
LAE woevue 325 497 132 719 KSivoweiavas 186 50227 49 281
LA M oo..as 48 ; 72 45 228 NM.ivavese 155 o 241 30 156
LA, W oivees 112 164 81 523, OK,N..eova 128 P X{ ] 20 160
MS, N ivsues 45 83 22 148) OK,E ... 102 /150 19 141
MS,8.000sss 28 130 36 229 OK, Wariues 138 - 188 64 443
TX,N coaeats 556 © 826 98 593 UT weeeneve 109 - 171 €0 387
TEE savees 80 © 109 31 1038 WY savsnedn 60 82 18 131
Ty Sfeae. | 1432 2,207 208 94 —— :
TX, Wewavon 708 1,101 146 741 11th Cir.
§th Cir. AL N ..o 323 435 | " o2
: ' AL,M.iaaes 124 S 181 28 179
KY, E . veuen 144 o294 111 573 ALy Seiverie 84 140 24 152
KY,Weisuias 155 © 233 . 43 258 FLy/N covvae 62 132 72 421 -
MLE:iveasns 332 829 293 1,688 PLy,M cavase 333 562 239 1,427
MLW ...... 109 140 64 402 PL;S.uveinn 1,036 2,070 481 24418
CH,N...... 247 338 171 1,005 GA,N .vassn 263 407 131 781
OH,8 s0euians 129 238 105 674 GAyM ..o 80 145 40 242
TRy E cveesn 203 ‘322 51 335 GA;S covev 108 211 48 249
TN, M ieesen 201 292 38 218 ‘ '
™, W.oouns 258 404 94 532 =

N,
* The districts of -the Virgin\‘slands and the Nerthern Marlana Islands reported no ‘grand jury activity durlng the 12>n\\.nth period ended
June 30,1983. All offenises in)these territorial courts are prosecuted by in{ormation, not indietment by grand jury.
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The Effect of the Speedy Trial Act of 1974

The Speedy Trial Act of 1974 g‘uarantees’ that everyﬁdefendant charged with an offense
will be brought to trial within a specifie time. The Aect, amended effective August 2, 1979,

established mandatory time limits of 30 days from arrest to indietment and 70 days from

indietment to trial. The arrest to indictment interval affects the calling of the grand jury.
Al'though this time interval can be" extended by 30 days,™ the majority of ‘defendantsar_e
indicted in 30 days or less. This results in grand juries Pezmg called more often to hear evi-
dence in fewer cases. . g '

Delays to the time limitations are also _;lg‘ji’anted. ‘For example,-a delay is grapted when a
defendant must undergo examination for mental or physical incapacity to stand irial, or. when
a defendant is tried on other charges in a state or Federal;court. There are 23 applicable
reasons for delay that could extend the amount of time & defendant is undgr prcgsecutlon. The
time delayed is not included in the 30 or 70 day intervals. = ;

Meeting Speedy Trial time requirements and administering justice efficiently has

created conflicts for 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
In 'a distriet which does not have a heavy criminal caseload,

time for individual cases. ] :
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 result, the
number of grand jury sessions convened has risen at a faster rate than the number of criminal

‘cases filed. Since 1979, the number of grand jury sessions' convened has increased 14.0

percent, while the number of ecriminal 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. o i
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- juror reporting systems.

- ~ Petit Jury
New Statistics Focus on Jury Selections

" In previous years, kpeti_t juror statisties reflected overall juror. usage, but this year, jurorr
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 (GAOQ) examined jury management practices in
Federal courts. GAO eriticized the Juror Usage Index (J.U.L) as a measure of efficient juror
usage. The J.U.I. was calculated 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 statisties 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

- Judieial Conference Committee on the Operation of the Jury System directed the AO to revise
‘the JS-11, 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
day" juror statisties. 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-11 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-11 form on page 12 illustrates the differences between the new and old
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-11 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. of Jurors Se]efted, Challenged, or Not Se]ectgd or Challenged

fism :
| (Rev.7/82)

TN MONTHLY PETIT JUROR USAGE

1. District Name/Number. - e : e : b / 4; Mo‘mh‘ and Year .
2. Office Name/Number ‘ IR ‘ / T S:CISti‘trxlrc;{‘si:\:‘r;:nctzl’ler:‘iafﬂr:acxivhvln bankruptcy ]
3. Pfepared By (Namcand Telephaone Number) 7
» JURORS PRESENT FOR. - TRAVEL| CONTINUED TRIALS
VOIR DIRE OR ORIENTATION /
A ‘ Not |- Number (:’f Trials - .
Chal- | Selected, ‘]un:or; ‘ ; ar;rv o " Commeénts -
OATE | Jos | i Sler st e | ot | Temet Kiosequent o L
Selected | Trials Starting Total |Serving |Peremp.)} lenged Status  }.
i —
Trials "
i fr:,& ) cr. o Jurors .
c1r. C'Z' c3r B c |*p | E F 1 2
A. Under the New Reporting System
8 1 1 , 47 7 6 34 g - ;
13 : 2
20 1 1 1 47} 13 8 26 ] " .
21 R '7;6\:\ 1 13:{/ . i
7 | ' 1 | 13 | Total Available:
23 1 13 ‘94 jurors
24 v
' ’ lected as
T ‘ : 0| 14 60 3 4 73 Total se
i 1 9 ! * (2?.3 (14.9)(63.8 » a percentage of
® ‘ 94 available -
B ‘ jurors: 21.3%
_B. Under the 01d Reporting System |
8 1 1 47 7 6 34 ’ ' -
0 1 ; ; Total Available:
jlg ;l 7 7 , o167 jurorz .
( (94 "first day
5 1 ] ?g }g ° 2 Jjurors plus 7::3
% 1 13 13 “continued trial”
gg 1 1 13 13 1 jurors)
24 KN 13 13 e
‘ | N/A | N/A | Total selected as
Tota 2 4 | 5 1167 237 (21344) ( N/A / a percentage of
(%) ” (55 T 167 jurors:
s 55.7%
Total2+3 [ D aE Total 1 +:2 ‘
A B B=C+D+E F .6 H

Percent of Jurors Not Selected, Serving,

OPTIONAL COMPUTATIONS

Average Number of jurors Present for:

Or Challenged on Vajr Dire/Orientation Day

. . A pay
‘ % . of
‘ I E +B X100 Trial

]I B+ ? +H Jury
‘ l Divided by "
A2+A3HG Selection

I
| v l“’”

i inistrati i istical Analysis and Re
Mail to: Administrative Office of the U,S, Courts, Statistical ! )
Attn: jury Report. For information, call FTS 633-6036 (Area Code 202},

Prepared by: Siatlstical Anzlyais and Reports DIvIsion,
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Table 7 provides statisties 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 remaing
below 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 & 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.U.L) was at its lowest level ever at 17.04.

* . Of the total 640,577 petit jurors in service this year,
selection and 323,756 were jurors returning for service on cont
status. There were 9,769 juries selected from the 316 821 jurors present. The average number
of jurors present f or 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 seleetion 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.

316,821 were present for jury
inuing trials or jurors in travel

Table 7
U.S. Distriet Courts
National Petit Juror Service
" During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1979 through 1983

Serviee 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983
Overall Juroe Servi;;
Jury Trial Days .. .vuvvenennnn.... 28,851 32,159 35,596 35,263 37,589

~ Percent Criminal ............... 52.6 48.7 44.7 44.2 44.0
Percent Civil.................. 47,4 51.3 55.3 55.8 56.0

Total Available Jurors ... . seeeennas| 565,617 605,547 648,929 631,606 640,577
Percent Selected or

p SerVINg v o viviineinisinsenn, 59.2 60.9 61.1 61.6 64.6
Percent Challenged ............. 16.2 15.2 15.4 15.6 16.0

Percent Not Selected
Serving or Challenged* . ...,.... 24.6 23.9 23.4 22.8 194

Average Jurors Per Day
of Trial oo vvuiiiuvnununnnn, . 19.60 18.83 18.23 17.91 17.04

Jury Selection Day

Jurors present for Voir Dire ... .. senn - - - - 316,821
Percent Selected ..., ....... -

cese - 30.1
Percent Challenged

‘ - - - - 324
Percent Not Selected

or Challenged. ... &vyey'usnss. - - - - 37.4

Number of Juries Selected. , . . . saeses - - - - 9,769
Average Jurors Present

for Jury Seleetion.....uvuuun.y,. - - - - 32.43

* Includes those jurors in travel status.
Note: Dashes indicate comparable data not available,

Table 8 summarize

June 30, 1983. Again, the change in the reporting of
the percentages for jurors selected, challenged, and
compared to the overall juror statisties published in p

13

s jury selection day activity for each district during the year ended

juror statisties has dramatically affected

not selected, serving, or challenged when
revious years.
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| ’ U. 5. Distaiat Got
; . » 3. District Courts
i OR SUBSE ' ’ Hetit Juror Usage on Days Jurors Were Selected for ’I‘rial
‘ ; : TION DAYS. JUROR STATISTICS FOR N . During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1083
NOTE: TS TABLE SHOWS JUROR USAGE ONLY TOR JURY SILICTION DAY, JUROR STATSTICS FoR sunss .A s pord
UENT DAYS OF TRIAL - ‘ v : ]
gon PRIOR YRARS. . | . ; —
Table 8 : Number of Jurors Present . Number of Trials Starting on the
" ) : gor Jury Selection or Orientation Same Day the Jury Was Selected
U. 8. District Courts Teiat | 1 |
Petit Juror Usage on Days Jurors Were geslec:e;of‘;gsai . j i Total
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, = : : ! Percent Juries
- : Number of Trials Starting on the [ ‘ . Not Selected, | Seleeted
Number of Jurors Presegat‘_ Same Day the Jury Was Selected ! L Percent | Percent Serving, or | (Civil.and Percent { Percent
For Jury Selection or Orien lon - ! ;‘ Distriet Total || Selected Challenged Challenged Criminal) Total Civil | Criminal
. Total :
Percent Juries i
: 7th Cir.
Percent “s°§§?§§°§d’ (CiviL ang Percent | Percent | :
Percent ercen ' Criminal) Total Civ N oeaaa,,. 10,799 22.2 26.5 51,3 230 229 52.8 47.2
Distriet Total | Selected | Challenged | Challenged welll 2,139 30.1 341 30.8 58 51 33 o
~ 7615 58.3 417 ,' ILES cuuun..., 1,880 26.7 43.5 29.8 51 40 52.5 . 47,5
30.1 32.4 374 9,768 ! : IN; N Lo 2,137 32.6 . 30.2 37.2 67 62 56.5 43.5
Total....... | 316,821 . : f vd H INSwivinnnnn 1,526/ 23.9 217 48.4 41 41 70.7 29.3
, Taa.1 140 140 78.6 . . o WLE. .... 1,936/ 29.6 419 285 54 54 44.4 55.6
DC ivvvnrnnns 4,822 2.5 29.8 |42, WLW oo, 1,043 437 41”!.5 147 61 33 84.8 15.2
. ‘ " 8th Cir. j [
1st Cir. 87.5 12.5 3 / ;
3.4 28 8 ¢ 39.4 : N |
. 556 37.2 39.4 2 " 190 188 67.6 2. i AR, E2 . ... .. 2,714 34.4 33.8 3.8 89 . 89 55.0 45.0
MA Lol 7,188 25.2 23.1 i 33 21 81.0 180 ; AR, W2 .01l z,’y13,‘z 347 a*;.a 313 70 68 853 147
NH vonnevnnns 1,124 32.5 o b 111 15 46.7 5.3 IAN.uoeriiin sa1 | 26,9 '2?‘.4 457 18 17 94,1 5.9
Rleveneinins 1,677 ig-‘l‘ 72 537 34 29 51.7 . IA,8...00vii! 1,214 34,0 36.3 29.7 * 42 39 59.0 410
2,009 . : : . MN . oo, 4,193 2.8° - 35,8 41.3 R 84 52.4 47.6
PR ..... ! MO,E..a...n. 5,’508 " 28.8 ‘35,3 36.1 177 177 62.7 37.3
nd Gir- ' 10,9 o o] e s vl | MB ) om2 o wa bt 5 B B s
OT vivnvnnnan 2,797 34.9 42‘2 a4 62 56 87.9 22; ND? .., o0 1,256 23.6 37.2 33.2 26 26 30.8 69.2
NY, N evenenn 2,432 g:-g gs"( 490 252 ;62 22%, asd SDivianine,,. 2,002 30,9 39.4 29.7 - 58 52 51.9 481
NY,Eevvvnrne 11,460 e 29.2 480 376 13 a68 53.8 ) : ! :
NY,5 ccvenins 1gsfgg 36 249 36.2 97 b 616 3.5 ‘ 9th Cir. i {
NY,W..... ) 0 27.9 39.0 27 i ' . ]
VIl | T | S0 . Az flis | a3 BT s & T R S
od Cir. ‘ . _, CA/N..u.,... 15,400 25.3 35.8 38.9 120 119 37.8 62.2
s G 5.4 33.6 31.0° 17 17 ;gg “ ig:‘: ; CAE .....00 %‘2:638 20.3 26.3 44.3 63 62 7.7 82.3
DE ervvnvanse 449 ad by 154 171 143 356 oo ‘) CAC . uue,.. T9,421 33.3 29.6 31.1 277 . 217 415 58.5
NTevivnnanens 7,739 . s 26.3 383 38 ey 23.3 é CA,S ovveey | 35635 24.5 34.5 41.0 74 74 20.3 79,7
12,487 9.2 361 13.8 104 24 . s ! Hlooooviooans | 7 1,274 313 50.9 177 33 25 24.0 76.0
PAM coviuas. 2,160 50.2 P 216 138 135 58.5 wt o srreeeeen ) TR0y 36.3 40.1 23.5° 31 31 67.7 32.3
PAW ..oonnnn dale . iy 19.4 13 17 35.3 . MT .ooiiuias 1163 24.7 30.6 44,7 29 24 458 542
3 4 . NY covennnas 1,666 26.4 33.4 40.2 40 39 35.9 64.1
VIieeeoosnanns ? 4
OR....ovvves |1 2,512 30.5 33.8 35.7 88 88 68.2 31.8
th Cir. ; WAE.,...... [/ 1hos 36.2 36.3 27.4 38 30 46.7 53.3
. s N 30.6 137 132 47.0 53.0 ? WA, W.ooooooo, | 2140 28.1 ~30.1 41.8 .58 56 38.3 50.7.
MD 5421 | 285 e 145 84 R - S+ r Gu'. Il 271 | 192 325 483 4 4 - 10000
% N 1,977 51.3° . y 47 27 59.3 : NMI 102 13,6 68.0 18.4 2 2 50.0 50.0
NC,E et esese ' 38.6 20.4 35.8 LR S N 4 R o !
. 1,014 41,0 . 81 '64.2 . .
NG WE 1811 | 558 1a.3 i o R 10th Cir. .
e 3,818 [ 603 y : 207 206 | 58 . | ;
VA E L 5,175 35.6 g i 86 98 TE0 2 CO \iivrvnnn, 3,058 29.5 31.6 38,9 101 93 85.7 34.3
va, we ool 2,163 31.6 o 319 36 23 17. s KSiiivuion,,, 2,625 33.1 28.2 38.8 91 88 68.2 31.8
WV,N3 Ll 1,018 29.7 . 319 67 51 70.6 : NM ..o, 2,013 39.8 36,2 24,0 88 57 66.7 33.3
WY, 8%, oi., 1,082 29.4 38.6 : ! OK,N .......! 1,508 35,3 45.2 195 61 36 50,0 50.0
: OK,E ........ 683 50.2 37.3 124 35 15 40.0 60.0
e o "m0 wms s me | oms | w2 s ;; vt | e VRN Wo| @l e ms
LAE civiveeas 61 305 107 23.2 22 1 7e1 20,9 | WY ooeuvan.n, 894 42,5 98,5 19.0 35 34 70.6 29.4
TA Mvreesen 2,74 21.5 3L.7 d0.8 n 33 72.7 27.3 11th Cir.
Mew i | Mgy owS 38.0 21.9 b4 45 | sz 1B )
MS, 8% .. 0anns 2,105 3‘2'3 ,ﬁ,} 518 145 136 ggg gj AL N ...l 3,535 39.1 36.2 24.7 155 119 813 38.7
X, N2 5,498 23, e 342 | | 202 23 : 276 AL,M ........ 1,122 52.8 33.0 14.3 65 27 63.0 37.0
TX,E vovivnnns 3,808 37.2 o4 g | I 258 123 724 e AL, S..o0u.n. 1,344 58.3 37.8 3.9 77 20 55.0 45.0
TX) Sevnvennns 9,133 g;g 3o 308 | | 170 84 417 . FLN .o.o.... 1,553 38.0 317 30.3 51 36 25.0 75.0
Weverunns 5 . . . FL,M....,.,, 7,050 26.5 29.4 44.1 174 154 41.6 58.4
~ it I T mo| oW oms
6th Cir. i X s N ey s o o o 8 .
211 331 3.2 70 gg ;gxg ggg ; GA, ME Lo 1,598 55,1 30.7 16.3 71 58 69.0 31.0
KY, B coveennn Z.ggg 2.1 T 103 | zgé 2 6.4 So0 ; GAS vuuuun.. 2,107 40.3 42.8 171 101 38 57.9 42,1
KY,W.ceoenu. ' 25'1 30.7 44.2 | 37 70.3 20.7 i = - -
MLE...i.ouvn 10,483 . 24:7 42.2 | 69 d . 33.3 i .
MI: Woaeeinonn l'ggg g?; 18.6 60.1 87 g; gg,g . 31.0 . 1 This table includes data on jury selection days only. Data on juror service after the selection day are not included,
OHyN . vsvanus 2'983 e - 28.0 40.5 / lgé 01 81.2 18.8 Therefore, ;1 distriieit that selects g jury on one day end begins the trial at & later date will show juror activity but will
OH,;8 ceviviene ’ y 23.0 32.9/ 0 39.0 not show trial activity, : :
THE covevens f’égg ggg 34.1 30.8 63 gg géa 71.2 3 Indicates those districts which have not adopted local rules redueing the size of civil juries. ]
TNy M civncans 9 o 3.1 33.4 30.4 54 Publie Law 97-471 realigned the boundary between the Northern and Southern Districts of West Virginia. Because the
TR, W veennnen 1,761 38 , Parkersburg office is now located in West Virginia, Southern all Parkersburg jury sctivity for the year ended
- - June 30, 1983 is shown in this district, :
Note: Due to rounding, pereents may not add to 100,0 percent,
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. | Three distinguishing factors should be noted. First, unlike the selected category of

u.s DISTRICT COURTS | ‘ P prior years, the 1983 selected category no longer includes jurors who returned for a second day

S - : of trial, third day of trial, ete. Second, since challenges occur on voir dire days only, the

- PETIT JUROR SERVICE actual number of challenges during the year is comparable to prior years, but the percent that

: ‘ v the challenged jurors represent is not comparable. Finally, the not selected, serving, or

A 12 MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 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.

ol

o

A

NOTE: Thirty-two people are pictured because the average number of jurors present for

The national average for jurors selected was 30.1 percent with South Carolina reporting
jury selection in 1983 was 32.43. .

; 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
2 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 cateygory.

e s o e ek A i =

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

e e e e b b o i b e

The Northern District of Ohio reported the greatest percentage (60.1 percent) of jurors
as not selected, serving, or challenged. In addition, six other distriets 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.

IO B

CHALLENGED = 32.4%

? Conversely, the Southern District of Alabama reported only 53 jurors (3.9 p‘ercént) as
- not selected; less than one "wasted" juror per jury selected. This is primarily due to its exten-

sive use of the mu{l’t’\iple 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
SERVING : : i selected on a single day. Only 38 (9.0 percent) of the 423 juries selected started trial on the
gg&;f;lféﬁgéo - 31, a%* same day they were selected. Conversely, Pennsylvenia, 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.

* Does not include those jurors reported in travel status, .
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* Comparison of Juror Usagé 1979 through 1983

‘Table 9 providés, by distriet,
for the years ended June 30, 1979hthlxl'ough 198
iurors not selected, serving, or cha ]
f)f jurors reported; not just those jurors who were avai

3. Table 10 shows, by district, the percentage of

lable for jury selection. These statisties

the percentage of jurors selected or serving on jury trials:

enged. These percentages are based on the total number .

are provided for historical comparisons.

=y

o -

18

¥}

o

- Distrjet - |--1979 | 1980 | 1981 I 1982 {1983 Distriet 1979 | 1980 | 1981 'j 1982 | 1983
" National ‘ o R Tt Cir, L o
Average... | 59.2% 60.9% 61.1% 61.6% 64.6% [l IL,N.......| 56.6% 60.6% 58.3% 60.7% 63.6%
B 3 —— —~ IL,C s..e.. | 557 664 525 63.7  62.8
DC .....@v. | 570 60.5 616 - 60.0  63.2 IL,S «..ooo| 540 643 605 521 558
ist Ol - - i S IN,Noy.oe. | 635 568 559 46.7 €5
s e ol INyS ceevea ] 612 624 575 643 6T
ME c...oovs | 71,8 "75.0  75,9° 721, _73.8 WLE.......| 706 69.2 - 687  60.5 61.0
MA <. vvseo ) 689 ~ 66.0 - 63.3 . 653 658 WLW «oovoe |- 714 782 7 708 747 695
NH i.oveees | 645 747 715 654 743 o -
RI.....ovo. | BL7 791  73.3 823 850 8th Cir. : : '
PR ........| 49.1 51.2 39.0 49.5 515 AR, E......| 59.0 57.7 60.0 559  52.5°
: ; , : AR,W......| 626 669 61.6 - 62.5 59.6
2dCir. : = S IA,N.......| 61.9 64.0 58.0 . 5.3 59.8
CT vovvvee. | 740 779 723 638 695 || IA,S.......| 61.4 631 668 682 66.3
NY,N......| 542 63.0 702 595 617 MN .ou.evoe | 59.9 611 714 595 67.2°
NY,E......| 59.0 540 557 57.2  62.2 MO,E...... | 57.3 588 553 59.4 57.7
NY;S «u.... | 52.4 49,2 51.4 - 56.1  62.0 MO, W......| 566 684 631 = 565  59.6
NY,W......] 701 700 783 751 751 ||' NE ........| 497 50.9 56.9 45.5 57.4
VTeoneoonns | 5783 - 70.8  65.2 746 79.0 ND ........ | 55.3 556 585 650  53.9
. , 2 ‘SDusiiusees | 56.9 544 0 531 548  58.3
3rd Cir. : ; : )
DE ........ | 672 712 648 631 8.7 oth-Cir. | : :
NJivoveonoo | 6700 72,6 707 67.3 647 | "AK.u.......| 38.0. 631 43.9 534 514
PA,E ...... | 459 50.3 59.9 60.1 640 | AZ ........| 595 63.3 623 60.7 = 68.3
PA;Me.v... | 752 691 772 781 76.0 CA;,N......| 65.6 651 65.9 653  69.4
PA,W...... | 539 649 62.8.  60.0 694 CAyE......| 594 584 654 60.4 62.6
VI..eoooooa | 590 58.2 634 585  63.4 CA,C......| 575 633 644 664 710
S - — - CA;S ...... | 587 495 583  59.6 667
Gl o ‘ o o HIGGeeea [ BL2 0 593 597 72.2 0 T0.2
MD . ivovsen | 59.6 557 541 0 56.7 0 671 Jl 'ID....... ..} 610 60.8  63.0 625  64.6
“NG,E.w...wi | 624 765 758 728 747 f MT ........| 55.9 513 563 518  42.0
NC,M:..veo| 791 761 715 70.8 . 71.8° NV .eoooooo | 55 557 436  66.8 60,5
NC,W...... | 752 69.1 772 © 78.2  75.0 COR ‘u.ivvue | 56,2 626 63,6 0 60.0 - 61.2°
SCuvevevwas | 7220 748 795 802 823 WA, E...... | 60.6 637 629 557 62.0
VA,E ....e. | 525 558 55.2  53.3 54.5- WA, W....o. | 57.0  61.8 58.5 66.7 634
VA, Wo.ieoo, | 5197 50.6- 530 520 537 /I GU.,....v.. ] 571 24.9 - 251 485
WV, NDL....) 468 540 56.8. 522 553 || NMI.......| 182 260 211 504 38.6
WY,Shioi.. | 607 687 681 ' 635 5.1 || goueo - T
- 5th Cir. ERPT PR CO ivvvenvs |4607 624 685 692 ~ 63.4
“ LAE . u.evs.| 56:8  5L1 - 51.3 . 56.3 60.8 "KS..veceaio| 655 685 . 685 ° 65.4  67.7
LA, M .ouov) 2772 - 49.7 437 642 565  f|. NM ........ ] 629 689 718 7L0 682
LA, W....u. | 551 '50.4 53.2 504 504 JI“"OK,N......| 66.8 687 67.8 ' 617  70.2
MS, N .o.eo. | 658 587 582 59.2 706 || OK,E......| 69.6° 795 ~ 72.00 830 - 719
MS,Sv...vai | 551 532 545 553 620 || OK,W......| 763 745 76,6 686  64.1 -
TX, N ....@ | 612 663 558 553  60.2 UT siveeees | 655 731 70.3 726 - 70.8
TX,E ... 00| 60.3  67.2 601 - 62.1  64.3 WY . oo..ieo] 7140 723 0 679 716 719
TX,Svivaven | 62,8 60,6 658 617 549 . - : —
T, Woeoovas | 56,2 59,5 62,0 594 . 66.3 - 11th Cir. - e : '
e s — CALyN o000 | 546 2533 541 59.4  62.6
BT o WAL PR T o AL M ..., | 7800 723 769 751 743
KY,Ei{...ev| 682 701 80.9 552 616 AL,S.....W .} 685 76,2 782 . 78.6  80.0 -
CKY,W...... | 500 43,2 51.6° ' 43.8 53.3 FL,N ...ovo | 6L7. ‘575 659  72.8 653
S ML Edesoood | 62,3 664 57.8 ¢ 60.9  66.5 FL,M ...... | 68.6° 682 66.7 643 659
"MLW ....00 ) 641 73,0 618  63.2 . 64.6° FL,Siveiana | 52.6 527 532 54.8  60.7
COH,N .i.vew | 66,47 542 551 ° 67.9 - 63.2 - GA,N...... | 572 610 . 57.6 585  64.9
S OH, S ..v.e.”| 674 64,0 607 659 641l || GA,M...... | 627 662 6T.9  69.2  TLY
TN,E cevvve’| 614 719 719  62.6 664 |l GA,S i..... | 703 697 75.3  65.3  67.0
SN, Mioo.owa | 585 485 50,1  48.7 616, : S g . -
TN W io... ] 657 697 6T 70,0 TL1

~Percentage of Ju

Teble 9 ..
U. S. Distriet.Courts

rors Selected or Serving on Jury Trials
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1979 through 1983

o1 publie Law 97-471 r_e,aligxi,ed the boundary between the Northern and Southern Distriets of West Virginia. Because the

Parkersburg
distriot.

- * Data for 1979 was under reported. .
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ffice is-now loeated in West Virginia, Southern, all Parkersburg jufy activity during 1983 is

&

shown in this
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Percentage of Jur

Table 10 ,
U. 8. District Courts
ors Not Selected, Serving or Challenged

During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1979 through 1983

Distriet 1979 | 1980 | 1981 | 1982 | 1983 "’ Distriet 1979 1980 | 1981 |.1982 | 1983
National ) 7th Cir. B
Aversge... | 24.6% 23.1% 22.7% 21.9% 18.5% IL, N.uowuos| 30.4% 26.9% 29.7%  26.1%. 24.0%
R - ' : IL,C ..oou.| 207 16.0 287 178 16.4
DC........| 285 255 257 245 2.7 .|| L s’ ......| 271 17.8 18.0  25.0  17.7
R IN,N.voooon]| 23.9 2806  29.00 34.8 . 19.6
1st Cir. 3 . IN,S.......| 23.5 237 29.3 201  23.1
ME ........| 140 94 61 80 88 WLE.......| 13.9  14.4 158 20.6 15.8 °
MA ........| 22,3 236 26.0 24.6  23.7. WLW ......| 84 47 103 46 7.3
NH voouenee | 207 - 0.8 123 149 124 . -
Rleveeeee.. | 6.0 2.0 10.3 5.7 4.7 8th Cir. ~ :
PR ........ [ 38.0 242 32,6 234 232 AR E ......| 19.9 19.9 165 212  22.2
. — - AR, W......| 7.5 11.1  13.8 17,7 1987

2nd Cir. . : A N...ov..| 2.0 13.8 184 21.8 210
CT «.vovenn| 87 57 120 167 9.3 1A, S .......]| 2.6 20.1  14.9 154  14.8
NY,N......| 384 209 200 312 27.0 MN...es...l 245 242 152  25.8 16.9
NY,E ......| 240 304 29.8 28.7 24.5 " MO,E......| 21.3 21,5 266 18.2 21.4
NY,S ...... [ 315 352 33.4 30.8 23.6 MO, W......| 17.7 162 154  22.3 18.2
NY,W...... | 185 201 134 15.8 14.9 NE ........| 30.6 28.3 19.9 389 ~ 21.3
VIeevueean. |'32.0  19.3 236  16.8  12.0 JND........| 234 136 153 9.5  20.3

3rdl Cir. ‘ SD... ersss 259 25 209 168 164
DE ........| 139 114 18,7 256 8.8 9th Cir. :

NJeeeeeenan. | 218 164 179 21.8  23.2 AK ........| 525 201 387 255 29.8
PA,E ...... | 351 31.6 105 17.9 13.1 AZ vo.vv.v.| 198 160  17.0  16.0  12.0
PA,M..oooo | 7.0 131 7.9 71 6.8 CA,N......|l 218 216 215 211 15.9
PA,W......| 267 109 16.8 9.6 8.9 CAE......| 252 282 203 213 2L9
eheeeee. | 176 148 151 217 11.5 ' CA/C......[ 328 257 238 20.7 149

. CA,S ..v...] 242 312 267 225  18.0

4th Cir. U Hl....0oo..| 42 93 52 66 14
MD........ | 2381 27.6 250 239 13.5 D..vveoea.| 196 187  10.2 125  10.3
NG, E ...... | 236 143 12.6 11.9 . 1.5 MT ........| 30,9  23.6 16.6  18.8  24.9
NC,M......| 81 114 82 114 9.4 NV ouvewwnso| 279 24.3- 407 22,3 21.3
NC,W......|16.4 101 115 13.4 157 OR v..ovoeeo| 241 182 1637 201  19.4
SCuveeneenc| 154 135 86 88 7.7 WAE......| 183 181 180 254  14.9
VA,E o.o... | 17.0 147 157 209  22.8 WA, W......| 25.6 18.0 23.8 154 181 -
VA, W..eouoo | 81 122 50 121  10.9 GU ........| 305 54.7 100.0 64.9 30.8
WY, NI.....|243 161 190 224 200 NMI .......| 634 314 517 261 131

Whsho....l190 150 156 164 157 101 it - ;

Sth Cir. - : CO vovesvnn| 20,8 143 119 110 19.5
LA,E ......[209 281 26.6 214 153 " KS.v..e.e..| 196 17.0  18.2  17.5  18.0
LA, MZ..... 1332 233 391 183 159 NM........| 1960 87 62 7.3 103
LA, W...... |27.1 297 263 3.8 27.9 OK,N......| 2.5 159 151 203 9.0
MS,N ......{12.8 184 221 16.2 = 10.7 OK,E......| 8.9 11 59 0.2 . 6.4
MS,S....... {302 285 250 30.0 216 OK,W......| 81 83 58 12.3  16.4
TX, N coove. | 244 220 309 318 26.8 UT vovveenei 142 7.9 80 6.9 . 10.4
TX,E .c.n.. | 225 168 © 205 17.3  19.3 WY .ooooon. | 147 136  14.8 127 9.3
TX,S.ceov.. | 24.2- 25.9°  19.3 22.8  29.3 .

TX, Woiiaewso | 267 246 - 216 243 151 : ALlthh Cir. I A
s Yoo e e e . . o . o 3

6th Cir. ' AL,M......| 145 8.0 5.7 7.6 1.5
KY,E...... | 20,7  18.0 25.1° 252  20.6 AL, S....... | 177 43 82 25 14
KY,W...... | 320 371 324 328 257 FL,N ......| 207 23.0 17.8 11.2 16.9
MLE.......|26.2 231 304 26.3 19.7 CFL,M ......| 161 17.9 19.0 = 20.3 20.4
MLW ...... | 235 157 243 21.4 217 FL,S.......| 32,0 345 322 293 241
OH,N......|22.9 353 332 248 27.7 GA, N ......| 242 219 241 246  16.0 °
OH,S ...... | 157 227 241 196 185 GA,M....../ ] 151 135 101 7.6 9.8
TN,E ...... |23.8 171 171 25.0  19.8 GA, S ...v.0 | 101 7.4 6.6 102 9.3
TN,M ...... | 27,1 40.6 37.9 352  18.2 :

TN, W ...o.. |16.7  12.6 164 152 13.8

.1 Ppublic Law 97-471 realigned the boundéry between the Northern and Southern Districts of West Virginia. Because the

Parkersburg Office is now located in West Virginia, Southern, all Parkersburg jury activity during 1983 is shown in this
distriet. ‘ : B
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. district’ courts identified these
factors as juror usage problems encountered by district court personnel. Each of the 94
district eourts has variations of loeal 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 isolate and study individual
a§pects of a distr/ictk‘s juror usage program. Onece a court determines which practices or condi-
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 management.

)
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CHECK SHEET ON JUROR USAGE FACTORS THAT MAY HAVE AN EFFECT
- ON JUROR STATISTICS R

 POSITIVE FACTORS

~ ADVERSE FACTORS

000 ODooo0o0oo0 O oooof

‘between judges and court personnel.

“number of judges and trials permits.

" The staggering of trial starts where

Good eooperation and communication

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

Use of a jury pool system, where the

the number of judges and trials
permits. '

Use of multiple voir dires in the jury
selection process.

Reduction in voir dire panel size.

Use of eivil juries of less than twelve
members.

Réduc tion 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 eriminal defendants.

A predominantly civil trial calendar -
70 percent or more of all jury trials.
Back up trials set so that a' jury
panel for the first case may still be
used if this first case does not go .
forward for some reason.
Stipulation by counsel to waive alter-
nate jurors or verdicts by 12 or 6.

No highly publicized trials and few
multiple defendant eriminal cases.

=

®
®

O—O—O0—0-

)

(&)

(®)

~challenges.

®

Poor cooperation and communication -
between judges and court personnel..

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

Each judg‘e using a separate jury
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

. to the jury pool for further use on

another trial.

Use of voir dire panels larger than
recommended.

Use of civil juries of twelve or more
members. :

Excessive use of peremptory

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

(lxi

Little or poor use of pretrial hearings
or omnibus hearings. :

A predOminahtly criminal trial calen-
dar - 70 percent oi more of all jury.
trials.

~No back up trials set so that a jury

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

“Use of alternates in all cases with ne
attempt to obtain waiver of their use.

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

0 OO0

)

T
) -
4

i

O O0ooooog

[
Nl

B

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

cour}tv;:‘?:‘get Lf:llggéng expenditures are based on vouch
cburts i n:)t y . Thege expen’dltgryes must be considered estimates, how v
ourts ¢ t sul m1t their vouehers Immediately after juror service ’ kever,y Pesaue the
" Diring the y fed d i » :
P jiirorsg thg gegfi en?etd June 30, 1983, approximately $39,876,500 was spent for petit and
$28.500 30071 o - :nt)owil; Sﬁf)];},t3’1{6,200t.£28.5 percent) was spent for grand ju!i)'orsu :gd
-9 pe ' - for petit jurors. The aceompanvi i
percenfcage of total Juror expenditures for attendance, mileage, sugsiggéggecrléa;cg ﬂﬁ:ﬁfﬁi: e
v ’ S.

i HOW JUROR DOLLARS WERE SPENT
IN THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983
"TOTAL JUROR EXPENDITURES: $ 39,876,500 |

n ‘ SR B - Grand Juror Expenditures:
(S R o o $11.376,200
| ‘ Atten‘dancer ~18.1%

i

o
e AN
Nay 3
SRR NS
. RSN ‘ |
o I N A R s A 3 3 - ‘ ibsi
Eﬂ%fgé‘i@%i ; \‘%‘»{-”*?l“ - Sosistence -
SR SR 3%
SN HEREY o
SRR o
| SACSIRSNGIN NN '
A D RASTAES SR |
RGeS N d
B A Y ;%\E‘E\- o0 © : e
: o AN % 0 00 : 9q 00 - _
Y 020°.%0,0°5°% o Mileage -
[} oo <
°°o , 6.4%

= Other - 0.7%

~
Other - 5.0%

R
-
LTRSS
9,
x\.\g;.“

. ‘ Mileage ~ 15.
Petit Juror Expenditures: gem1a.6%

Subsistence - 3.9%

$ 28,500,300
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‘. GRAND JUROR COSTS

Total payments for érandfjuror s.ervice amou
8.0 percent over the $10,542,300 spent in 1982. Tabl
categories of attendance, mileage, subsrls,tence,‘
employees) are paid an attendance fee of $30 per day.

and  other.
Attendance

(11.7 percent) was spent on subsistence.
costs, and refreshments, accounted for $

&

B 7 Table 11
‘ U. S. District Courts
National Grand Juror Payments

During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1879 through 1

(Estimated Figures)

s o SR RS RS e

f the total amount e

264,300 (2,3pe1;cent) of th_e,tqtal.

nted to $11,376,200, an increase
e 11 divides grand juror paymen
Jurors (excludin
fees rose approximately 9.0
spended for grand

983

of almost

ts into the
g Federal

: 7. 00, accounting for 63.5 percent ol in ’ de and
pereent o $1,0288 ol epe ses ae : r $2.557,000 (22.5 percent), while $1,331,
o MLeage H o on Subsist avcouﬁ?sflcgﬁantohs e’xpenses, ineluding parking, telephone

9

e
b

rand Juror - , : Gt e L | ]
G;:;?ngﬁisr 1979% 1980% 1981* | 1982 | o 1983
N ' . 4_‘7 v }(\1 l s s i ca ,‘" . . S ) ,
Total Payments .. . . | $6,730,500  $8,862,900. $10,310,700 $10,542,300 $1L,Z;3,igg
Atten I ' 5,541, 5 613,000 7,025,
ttel . 797,600 6,141,300 6,541,400 6,613, ;
Attendanee --riiiil| Taosp00 629,500 1,029,700 1,220,900 1,351,100
MLOBEE + v v vt g 500 2,684,500 900 2,557,
N oage st 1’332’,233 ,‘2,922’,600, “U55:000 246,500 264,300

. AR 1981 nderreported b "axpt"bximately five
* Expenditure data for the years 1979 through 1981 was underrep fore,ymgst be ma de with

percent. Comparisons between 1983 and préviog_s years, there
caution. ' s T

“

Table 12 pres.entbs’ grand jﬁror expenditufes: by d‘i.strict. ) N‘ew"’Yo’rk, Ssot;r;egg;ggr{g tfl:la‘

.n{ost in 1983, paying apprbximately‘* $851,-7'16 for gra?ddj_légc;rsl.é ilg{)v;i‘izgs‘cegf [;he Jes) ’amoun't
j . ether, these two districts accounted 13.1 pel !

i;;r;id}:go;osr gga(;l% juro;s. The average cost per grand juror sesglgn in 1983 was $1,020 and the

average cost per grand juror day was $51.

U
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ESTIMATED GRAND JURCR EXPENDIT

TABLE 12 -
U.S. DISTRICY COURT
URE BRZAKDONN FO

. .
R THE YEAR ENDED JUNE 30y 1983

PERCENTAGE -OF ESTIKATEL PERCENTAGE OF ESTYNMATED
TOTAL EXPENDITURE FOR:» TOTAL EXPENDITURE FOR3®
‘ ESTs TOTAL ATTEND= | MILE~ISUBSIST=- ESTa TOTAL ATTEND=} MILE~}SUBSIST—
BISTRICT EXPENCITURE ANCE AGE ENCE - |CTHER DISTRICY EXPEN“DITURE ANCE: AGE ENCE . |OTHER
TCTALonesoe 11,376,190 63.5 225 1le7 203 ©TTH CIR. .
N L
DCusnenveenes 249,873 9lat 8.3 a2 - ILsNeessvosces " 3354235 { 78«3 192 1.1 le4
- ILsC 61,256 48.0 3246 6.2 2.1
1ST CIR. {0 594084 5246 234 23.9 0l
; INeN 87,208 42.8 19.7 23.2 2.1
HEoseesussnie - 349 640 579 25.8 B 11 3.8 INySaaa 1204237 48,2 2449 2649 -
3284428 76.0 24.0 - - KleEue 130,658 42.8 23.0 2946 47
50,942 574 2¢.1 1549 D6 WIsWevooonads 65,552 37.2 2246 23.9 63
32.119 8.6 12.0 [ L) 2.0
106,306 428.0 144 386 1.0 8TH CIRe
2RE CIR. 604501 44.1 2449 2802 2.7
: ; 284112 3%5.1 2407 33.6 26
CTasaacsnsese 734920 Téa2 18.0 Oel 57 164513 S5le2 269 20.3 1.5
NYshosaaensnse 102, 256 67.8 28.2 0.5 3.1 319668 64.8 195 1340 27
483,883 7846 15.9 - 1s5 || BNesaasensess 125,191 45.3 11.8 376 %e3
8514776 192 154 - 1e3 HOyEeevisvoes 662163 64,6 22.6 10.5 1.9
1624327 7646 192 - 401 1024857 4940 204 294 1.2
Vlcvaaneinses 72,800 61.7 270 0.5 248 76772 36.0 20.6 404 -
514268 34.5 26.0 38.8 2.7
3RL CIRe 83,861 36.0 25.% 38.1 -
] TETTETTTY P 27,020 T4.3 208 - 52
€34, 615 18.6 23.2 0.1 Q0.1 N
331,040 6949 23.4 4ed 245 24,850 3.2 12.7 238 R6e3
- 107,931 6305 2Se1 2e2 Se2 110,113 56.2 26.0 14.4 3.4
PhAghevesnocss 190,754 54.8 21,0 2.4 248 190,734 65a7 288 Se4 Q1
Viieesoasoses . - - - - - 85,711 4508 276 218 1.0
4464538 | 56.5 28.4 11.4 1.7
4TH CIR. . 1774637 73.6 154 1.2 9.8
43,853 TSe? 1204 XY 403
HDeossasennce 197, 385 58.5 25.9 41 Tod 84,439 4043 2649 2l.1 1.7
479572 TRa8 270 - 0.2 39167 35.1 30.9 33.4 06
38,515 629 30,2 (.13 ] - 1204626 T6.8 17.3 59 -
347695 82,3 37.5 0.1 - 1524120 44.8 2442 2848 2.2
0T, 544 4442 25.0 30.8 - 59,239 4052 26.0 3243 1.5
140, 148 65e2 254 1e6 a8 1624240 50.8 17.9 26.8 4,5
- 50,040 42,2 23,1 30.5 [ 2% 4 109438 891 1047 - Q.2
] 83,900 42.0 15.0 37a1 1.9 [.L] FYYTTPTY P - no- - - -
WVySeavansnss 824273 T4 0 23.4 1.4 1e2 i
10TH CIR.
STH Cl8e . ’

: N o Cluvesoasnene 1825684 41.8 15.1 40.2 2.8
LAvEsnsacsous \ © 1364893 4.5 28e2 - Te3 KSsesesssncae 580540 0.0 27.9 21.5 9,7
LAk, 36,521 81a5 178 - 07 NMease 744249 34a5 1.8 33.4 0.3
LAsWe + - 105,586 52.1 R5:.% 22.0 Qe OKyNea 18,799 7542 248 - -
HSyKe 33,4381 47.8 37.5 14.5 O.4 OKeEee 28,986 482 3244 1943 0.1
KSsSaese 95,116 3é.3 1403 482 103 OKeW 28,158 | 31.0 17.8 20,9 243
TXohe 94, 265 65,0 25«2 346 - UTeoes ' - 584218 62.8 1948 12.4 4.0
TXsEe 40,784 55.3 1943 18.3 Te0 NYoucsnonosas 14426% T5e7 149 6a8 25
TXeSe 188,404 68,3 22.4 et Te® -

TXebeesnenase T 14Ty924 65.4 2265 [11-] Sab 1178 CIRe
59,631 44:5 197 33.0 2,9
6TH CiFe 40:926 50.3 2541 4.2 Ced
’ . . 344676 5442 2843 15.1 2.3
S2v441 T0.2 273 - 2ab 100,852 482 2505 254 -3e0
40,9236 Te6 2042 - 2e2 2849579 54630 2146 2062 201
244,980 69.9 - 29«2 - 0s8 - 407,286 T77.3 17.0 3.2 208
792410 $2.5 2608 léet v 4e3 1564449 50.58 22:8% 15,3 2.5
207 744 54.4 2deb 186 44 549423 4t . 22408 325 -~
2304073 | 543 279 1648 12 05,437 364 0.9 28.2 4.5
e 39,129 ST 284 0.1 2.9 ..
THiVeaaosooae 22,794 83.2 3448 - 2e3 '
TNeWecsnonsas T4:308 T3.6 - 23.0 - 3e4

* DUE TC RCUNDING TGO THE NEAREST DECINAL PCINT, PERCENTAGES MAY NOT ADD TO 100.0 PEACENT.
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PETIT JUROR COSTS

v $ ' o Jetit j durin

hown in Table 13 approximately $28,500,i§00 »was expendedlfox(; ep;)atlz g:zs;ied fo%

As shown - ,f $30 per day (excluding Federal employees) unted for
1083,  Attendancs eent) Mileage expenditures have declined. since ;

LT (658 percent) o e oo tion in the mileage allowances from 22.5 cents per

i i 81 reduc i ; per
pr}{na{'ﬂyz(;i u:erlf?stgsr])n?flzmbﬁ'fille?age costs still account for $6,210,600 (22.6 percent) of
mile to - mile. ;

convenience of the jurors.

Table 13
U. S. Distriet Courts . -
o . National Petit Juror Payments
he the Twel h Peri 30, 1979 through 1983
Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, )
s purhe e w ; ~ (Estimated Figures)

P;:;rtmilg&r SR C1979% 1980% 1981% 1982 1983
' s e : 15400 $28,355,500 $28,500,300
: 3.500 $24,759,200 $27,415,400 $28,
Total Payments . ... | $18,863, ‘ . B T
‘ 17.076,400 18,279,700 ,863, 18,
A e e 14’%@:333 783,700 1,090,600 1,394,83g é,gig,égg
Subsistence ....vvett |, 00 5,418,100 7,188,300 8,443,500 itn,
Meage ’389.600 1,481,000 905,800 1,653,800 1,993,
Other «.eeooevsssses y

* Expenditure data for the years 19

caution.

Table14 provides petit juror exp

' $1,000,000 for petit juror services, Wi

largest amount ‘($1,‘421f,345).
cost per juror day was $44.

79 through‘lgs_l was under
percent. Comparisons between 1983 and previous year‘s,”

enditures by distriet. I
th the Southern District

26

reported by.ap
therefore, mus

S SR A

proximately five
t be made with

' Five districts spent in excess of
of New York reporting the

The average cost per jury trial day was $758 and the gverage

o

ESTIMATED PETIT JURCR

TABLE 14
UeSe DISTRICT COURTS
EXPENDITURE ‘BREAKDOWN FOR THE YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 1903

PERCENTAGE OF ESTINATED PERCENTAGE OF ESTINATED
TOTAL EXPENDITURE FOR% TOTAL EXPENCITURE FQR:w
Ty X - )
£ST. TOTAL | ATTENO- | NILE-[suBS1ST- €STe TOTAL | ATTEND~| MILE=|SUBSIST-
BISTRICT EXPENCITURE ANCE ace | Eence |orHER DISTRICT EXPERDITURE ANCE AGE .| - ENCE™™ |OTHER
TCTALenoeas 26,900,251 | 65.8  21.8 Seh* - Te0 TTH ClR.
DCecdssosesasn 259,914 | 8440 2.7 0.1 7e3 || ILeNesosanaes 923,523 | 73.2  19.0 0.2 Ta6
: ILiCovennsass ‘1944788 | 80.5 32,1 2.5 445
157 CIR. ‘ 158,196 | 61e7  3le8 4.5 2.0
184,073 1 71,7 12.9 PN €7
MEiieasnanene 75,735 | B0.3 2540 Tl Teb 164,206 | 6146  22.2 3.9 12.2
HAesavsnssuse 648,976 | T73.1 2147 - 5.2 161,868 | 68,2  15.3 2.0 14.5
156,457 | 58,2 31.§ 64 3.5 || Wljkeassensos 77,321 | 681 2241 €3 €8
171,146 T6.8 13.9 T . 903
263,855 | 41a2  1led  B4s4 - 1322 ATH CIR. ) ‘
‘ ‘ ARyEscanicnes 206,733 | 66,0  25.1 4.6 4.3
157.891 | 7¥2.5  25.1 0.6 1.8
252,819 [ T5.2 - 18.7 0.3 5.8 069259 | $8.6 26,9 13.0 Iy
232,149 | 6%.1 . 22.1 2.2 8e7 114,959 | 62.9  28.4 6.0 2.7
508,538 | T6el 152 = 4a7 5074332 | 593 = 18,0 1547 7.0
104215385 |  72.7  15.% - 7.8 400,624 | 70.2 23.9 Go8 5.5
319,537 | 72.2 2042 0.3 7.3 28603240 702 23.3 0.7 3,9
93,554 |  63.9 22.2 3.7 9.2 255.730] 54,9  23.3 20.1 1.7
. 164,771 | 50,7 205 15,5 12,3
3RC CIR. $Dacusesscacs 1720688 | 85,4 29.0 - 14,5 1.1
DEvievsnanaes 53,644 | 00,6 . 1%.3 - 41 9TH CIRe
Ndacseese 294,575 | 61a7 2246 ~  14.8
PAsEess 1,001,515 ] 66,6 2009 91 Bud [ AKesoeossasas 1094618 | 4940  1ie8  20a& 186
PArMese 222,205 | 65.8 2445 1.8 7e5 || AZescsecesass 295,774 | 69.2  21.4 2.4 5.5
PAshese 488,617 617 212 113 5.8 3 6002205 68.0 23.3 1.7 7.0
Vleaeonsasens 202,325 | 73.6 - 403 0.1 . 22.0 2874245 | 3401l 2925  14.0 2.4
101915080 | 53,4 24e5  2le4  10e€
4TH CIRs 363,465 | T70.5  18.8 1.6 9.2
118,048 8§9.2 1.6 12,0 [ 1%
599,104 { 55,7  2%5.2 5.3 9.7 76,325 | 83,9  23.8 .  21.1 1.2
182,996 | 69.9  26.5 0.5 3.2 1360681 | 46,3 31.8 20,7 1.2
113,091 |  60.2 32,7 5.2 2.0 137,023 |  T4e2 | 15.7 3.8 &l
122,185 | 76,9 23.1 - ~ || DReasasseaves . 199+234 | - 8644 20a? 5.6 6a3
225,726 | 5046  27.9 125 940 [l WAsEae 97,085 60.8  20a4 1247 6.0
261,156 | Tl.4 2445 0.4 3.3 || WAsMes 239,788 | 61a2  18.2 1242 a4
Y 146,075 | 4.4 22,8 1.4 10.7 || GUcces 13,601 | 81.5  10.1 - 8.5
WWshaossensee 105¢548 | €704 244 4.9 2.8 || NMIavaosesaes 5,409 | 92,8 4.2 - 2.2
WWeSessosans 152,771 76.6  15.5 2.1 1.8 ) ‘
-~ J0TH CIRe
ST+ CIRe )
“ COveancsesnee 2142616 |  S6.T  16e5 94 1743
LArEansssesse 485,837 | 65,6 254 0.2 8.9 226,874 66,1 - 23.2 5.9 2.2
LAsFana 245890 | 7943 1849 - 1.8 2910848 | 50.5 247 . 2246 2.2
Lhsbaoe 183,552 ] 68.6 262 0.2 40 118,722 | 4.2 . 23.4 0.2 2.2
HStheas 114,501 | S7.4 35,8 2.2 4i4 640377 56.8 38,9 4a2 0.l
192,698 [ 45.7  28.9 5.8 2.5 202,535 | 70.6 214 2.6 5.4
218,265 ] 8.0  21.0 0.9 - 247,155 | 62,0 . 18,9  13.0 P
265,377 | 13.0 23,0 0.3 346 || WYaeossseneas 569524 83,7 9.5 1.9 409
729,208 | 67,0 2147 2.4 2.8
455,416 | 68.7  10.4 5.0 7.9 || 1iTH ciRe
428,745 | 48.8 24,7 [ 23.2 2.1
6TH CIRe 08,615 | 69.5 2546 3.8 1.1
2164550 ] 85.2 2445 17T 2.5
KYvEoessvvane 250,679 | 68,7  26.9 0.3 4.1 T 12248551 718 224 2.1 2.0
Yobonsuavana 157,407 | 703 - 2643 0o 2.1 TaB,742 | 65.0 23,9 4 6e6
1,007,735 | 685 23,9 0.3 7.2 102520650 | - 6947 ' 1406 4d7 1140
“174,027] 611 - 20.% 2.2 601 509,750 | 718 ' 2246 2.2 2.3
372,857 [ 646 2243 4.0 %1 101,845 T70.2 - 21.3 - 8.6
2624130 | 55.2 - 2Ll - 101  13.5 || GAsSeeesacess 225,260  Sl.6 18:.4 3.2 26,8
137736 | 71l 2.3 - 2.5 :
esse 128,600 | 70,7 23.2 - rst
TNoWesasandae 1780614 | 76.0 2040 02 3.8
» CUE TC RCUNDYNG TO THE MEAREST DECINAL PCINT, PERCENTAGES NAY NOT ADD TC 100.0 PERCENT
-
Q
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- 5 Section Il
| . . L84
JUROR USAGE PROFILE SAMPLE fﬁﬁ\gﬁN%@% I JUROR USAGE PROFILES
- 3
| 1 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial achwty) JUDGESHIPS L2 | EXPLANATION OF ENTRIES ON DISTRICT JUROR USAGE PROFILES
e T EELET ST} T e T ESTIMATED COSTS N o A , ,
i“tota&u‘ e Sém@g; ELE i” «wuotselaqfad, 7 'T‘,gz,'e;, §§g§2‘§,§&, Per Per i 1. Places of holding court where petit Jurors have been in attendance and available to serve
Aﬁ‘r}grs 1 TOTAL <} %g{rmg Qha!;ﬂpg'ad ggg@%& ‘Status | Days TOTAL TDrég,' Jg;‘;’ . ' for jury trial activity at least once during the 12 month period.
3 4 5 | GI 7 8 9 $ 13 14 15 = 2. Authorized jngeshi‘ps on June 30, 1983 (does not include senior jvudge‘s).
~ ST o e ot Selected, Segving $ 16 , : 3. Total number of petit jurors in eourt whether "selected or serving," "challenged," or "not
100% 10 = 1% B or Challenge ' selected; serving or challenged." Also includes jurors in travel status, and those serving
- : | ' on subsequent days. : ~ ; , ‘ ,
S TOTAL [} GV 1} % | CRIMINAL} % - Total - Avg. No. of 1 ~Avg. No. of N : o ) ‘ ) L
(vTJrnglys 1 7 18 19 20 21 solamsd | P Selacion: éggtg;ypé?sﬁ?gl ; 4. Total number of petit jurors in court for jury selection.
= ) ' 27 28 29 5. Total number of petit jurors available for jury selection who were selected for one or
ymmal | 22 23 |24 25 26 more trial juries.
AND JURIES - = ~w ‘ { 6.  Total number of petit jurors who were challenged during the jury seleetion process -
( : — ‘NQMBER OF.GR 1‘\\1 T e Tl Fér National Profile , either for cause or peremptorily ~ and did not serve on a trial jury. g
L InExistence - | July1,1982 .1 " Impa tad 7| Diseharged | duly 1,1963 2{’ ggé‘;?}?&,‘;, :‘ 7. Total number of petit jurors in court for jury selection who were not selected, serving, or
30 31 32 | 33 | 34 - challenged. | -
0 X :
P et ~ 8. Total number of petit jurors who were required to travel to the place of holding court on
a5 36 39 | ESTIMATED COSTS “the day(s) prior to trial, or travel home following juror service.
\ i ‘ . : Per ‘ :
R e PR i S BT . TOTAL SB’;@,’Q,, Juror 8. " Total number of petit jurors who served on trial juries on days subsequent to the jur
; ] A, Hours Day y
 Gomarsa o} Shdon 7 IR At por Bession e selection, ‘x ) » :
R e - 40 | 41 | 42 |
\_ RS - USAGE STAT'ST'd\‘& $ b V 10.  Percentage of petit jurors available for jury selection who were selected for trial juries.
‘ ) ‘ : ,
e HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ‘ ) 11.  Percentage of petit jurors available for jury selection who were challenged.
'y G oo GRAND JUROR USAGE . ‘ : ; ‘ ‘
PET m‘\fUROR USAGE GRS R i NN I ,A' ; e 12. Percentage of petit jurors available for jury selection who were not selected, serving, or
¢ Avg, Nb. Totak | fplteed pb bt o i Aver . , '
ENDED | St iehe | it | wanberot | iSaat et | el tellmged. L, o o
JUNE 30 | ""Trals’ Jurors | Dayof Trial | - Juries | Cenvemed | O } 13. Total estimated expenditures for all petit jurors' expenses which inciude attendance,
- : RSECaCNY St ‘ subsistence, mileage and toll costs, and miscellaneous costs, |
1979 Conn SRR e . 4 )
- B I E R 14. Estimated cost per jury trial per day (Box 13 divided by Box 22).
1980 LR : : | o
P e ; 44 T ’f 15. Estimated cost per petit juror per day (Box 13 divided by Box 3).
1981 o i : _ |
A e e N ‘ B 16. Total estimated expenditures for those petit jurors who were not selected, serving, or
1982 e % "\:‘-,‘ e : . . challengEG. '
1983 B | EIRRIE) N EERI g 17.  Total number of eivil and eriminal jury trials completed. is information is derive
o | v o, 7. Total number of civil and 1 jury trials leted. This informat derived
N\ - R FECNEE R S V = from the JS-10, the Monthly Report of Trials and Other Court Activity.
) 18. Total ‘numbermof civil jury trials completed.
19. Percentage of civil jury trials (Box 18 divided by Box 17).
28 - 29
v
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20.
21.
22.

23,
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.

Section HI
JUROR USAGE PXOFILES
~ (continued) ©
Total number of eriminal jury trials completed.

Percentage of eriminal jury trials (Box 20 divided by Box 17).

Total number of civil and criminal juryk trial days. Three jury 'tt"i‘albdkays could either be

one trial running thiree days or three trials occurring on one day, or & combination.

Total number of civil jur% trial days.

SRS :

Percentage of eivil jury trial days (Box 23 divided by Box 22).
Total number of criminél jury trial days.
Pei'centage of eriminal jury trial days (Box 25 divided by Box 22).

Total number of petit juries selected.

The aVérage number of jundrs present in court ‘b(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 number of

29.

30.

31.
32.

33.

34'
35.

36.

37.

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 sérved for one or more months during the past year
(July 1, 1982 through June 30, 1983). :

123

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

Total number of grand juries impaneled at some time bétween July 1, 1982 and June 30,
1983. — T ' : ’

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. '

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

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.

Number of grand jurors in convened sessions, Grand jurors are included in this category
only when they participate in a convened session. Travel days, prospective jurors

reporting only for impanelment, or jurors reporting when no session is convened are not

included in this figure.

Number of hours in session. This category includes all time from the start of a convened
session fo 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%. : '

SN

]
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_Section I
. JUROX USAGE PROFILES
e (continued)

38. The average number of jurors that ici i
; umb participated in each convened session. is i
}calculated by dividing t:ﬁe number of jurors in session (Box 36) by the number of sggslisorllz
convened (Box 35). This number will fall somewhere between 16 and 23 as Rulé 6(a) of

the Feder s mina . g )
m_embers.al' Rules of Criminal Procedure requires a grand jury to consist of 16 to 23

39. 'The average number of hours 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).

40. Total estimated expenditures for all grand jurors' expenses whieh include attendance, ‘H

subsistence, mileage and toll costs, and miscellaneous costs.

- 41, Estimated cost for each grand jury session convened.

42. Estimated cost per grand juror per day in session.

43. A comparison of selected petit juror data for the years ended June 30, 1979 thrdugh :

1983. ‘

44. A comparison of selected grand juror data for the years ended June 30, 1979 through

1983.

-

COMMENT: A statement is provided for those distriet : i i ‘]

. S vide: 8 reporting various occurrences i ‘;
_opferatxotx} of their jury system which have had an effect on their juror statistics? mqfl?i;{«‘
Information Is obtained from the JS-11G and JS-11 monthly reports provided by the clerks of !

the U. 8. district « . i i : R k
Reports Divisios courts. The data in this report are compiled by the Statistical Analysis andj‘

|
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J‘UROR USAGE PROFILE

msmcr OF COLUMBIA

by

L' _IPLACES OF HOLDING COURT (w;th jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED

JUNE 30, 1983

JUDGESHIPS 15

oy

ESTIMATED COSTS
| ﬁ?rl JP,er
: a
| TOTAL Doy S;c;,r
P | 5 259,914 | o AR3usd 2,
., E — el S ,
e = 00% T27 | 29.8% | N°‘§f§,$;ﬁ;’n§§g“‘”9 $ 56,401
T ( Jury Lopnh ol D Jro}al 5 Avg. ?g? of . | AVg tr\:!o. of ;
. u urors rresen
Trials 125 95 |76.0 30 [24.0 Selocted | For Selection | |For Bay of Tra
Hury Tral 600 436 | 72.7 164 27.3 | | 140 34,44 " 15.84
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES
Foa N, aon - Lo : ““For National Profile
,'»*“-_’5914'}“93’2 ’mpaﬁﬁ“‘fd Open Foldout
G e e At Back Cover
R 13 11 2
A : —
g 576 11,196 2,732 19.4 | 4.74 ESTIMATED COSTS ,
= == P er.
 Sessions - durers i Hoursin .. 4 Avg, durors | Avg, Hongs TOTAL Session | "S;‘”
Convened “Bession - ,Sessim ~ | ‘perSession | perSession. 2y
L USAGE STATISTICS | S 240,873 | 436 | 22
17
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ~
JURYTRIALS PETIT JUROR USAGE &ﬁms\q@‘a&umﬁ USAGE
YEAR | Avg. No. LSl
,-“Number % Grimmat Total £ Juro
ENDED } ‘g : Avallabl ol Surors
JUNES0 | - “m;?;" g ”’?& | AT | Fremencler
1979 13,660 | 22.65
1980 9,838 | 18.81
1951 16,236 | 19.70
1982 10,421 | 19.85
\_ 1988 9,506 | 15.84

COMMENT: This district reported a decline in the number of completed eriminal jury trials (down 36) and trial days (down 120) in
1983, This lower criminal jnry trial activity resulted in fewer total available jurors in 1983 despite an increase in the number of
completed jury trials and trizi days. With a majority of eivil jury trials completed and trial days, the Distriet of Columbla averaged

only 15,84 jurors per day of trial compared. to the national average of 17.04.

W

9,

Even though eriminal jury trial activity was down in 1983, the district again reported several hlghly publicized ariminal trhh
. which required large panels of prospeetive jurors for selections oftenolasting several days. These trials and a number of last minute
jury trial cancellations due to waiver-of trial by jury, settlements, and continuances result in a lqrgé percentage of jurors not
: se]ected, servmg, or chalienged (42.7 percent).

Grand jury activity in 1983 matched 1982's leyels for number of sessions and hours in session. There was a large drop.
however, in the number of g'rand jumes servmg in 1983, A total of 23 grand juries served in 1982, while only 13 served in 1983,

Pret:eding" page blangk

i e B e b o e e 1

”

R T T R

A-3

e T A S SN -

LA gt it

B s

A

e e

B e

*Preceding age blank

EXR LB



 JUROR USAGE PROFILE MAINE | © YEARENDED |- " | | o
| JUNE 30; 1983 | | ~ : » o W
L__.__.J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trlal activity) “ JUDGESHIPSIL.J - ‘ ) o ‘ : , ~ {
("ot b FORJURYSELECTION it N ey ESTIMATED CoSTS ) | - e L =
{laitab L TGTAL | s g:;mcgg  Chattanasd T Sev baequany T Per Per 1 ' : " ’ ‘ '
durors | T | Sevng amga : rora. | T Juror |
‘ ) Day - Day
p | 1475 556 207 219 130} 37| 82| @ 75,739 | 882 | 51 , ,
* e il T D EUb Rk SN K R e e:.Azi'W“ It A2 o o R T T e "“L’N B dr‘ﬁ‘*& 2 =Svryey: g sy B .y i ﬂ—“ﬁ?‘}“\' e TR R TR 1_&._‘&3&&&1 BRIy L o e e Tt R S N B A O e B i R
T ““"‘"-“»’?‘;«“%‘m gz_&wxzyﬁ)&iﬁ'ﬁﬂwvdw “37 ?"“% V3*9~ ~4~ S ot ora(l?ﬁélﬁleng;dw 20 $ M—ﬁwﬁrﬁ,ﬁéﬁ_w oy A L R IR 3 7 Y RS R SN T N
T - sury CTEGTAL b GWIRT 1 e R GRIMINBE TR | JTOEa' e AVg go of ; Avg. go of \
s ; . y ] ' . L n =
i 29 | 17 [68.6| 12 |41.4 | | e, |[omFeeen |Juoshesen) | o
Jury T 91 45 | 49.5 | 46 |50.5 28 | 19.86 16.21 a | | | | |
4 | NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES
’_ Tetaf ‘ i\mb Mo For Nationa! Profile
!ﬂ ﬁxlstence Ju%y? ma impanem@ Open Foldout
G ’ = At Back Cover
R 3 ,; 2 1 ‘ 1 2
A ; ‘ : : - |
N' 25 - 491 156 | 19.6 | 6.16 _ ESTIMATED COSTS ) | | ’ |
D ~ s T B e Per Per ~ ;
. Sessions | dutors in gl Howsin Vg, s b Avg. Hours TOTAL Session | Juror
- ‘Convened 1 - Session - _Session. . | perSession | per %ssiun : & ‘r
v "USAGE STATISTICS _, § 34,600 | 1,38 | 71
. 4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
Sum* TRIALS - PETIT JUROR USAGE %
| YEAR | e ~ Avg.No. | qon Ol S R e
: s N b : %{m 3 T A g Y egf L oNBEge.
ENDED &m 1 QMm'sg'_ | Avaliable | pofdurers | Humbarof 4 Siedind | "ot | Nomberet
JUNE 30 T“ais Wb Teas 4 Jurors Day of Trial - i
1979 1,058 | 16.79 |
1980 1,237 | 17.42 |
1981 1,305 | 20L39 :
7 ;
1982 943 | 17.46
1983 29 1,475 | 16.21 ,
COMMENT:' Maine's average of 19 86 jurors present for Selectlon is. substantxally better than ‘the L
national average of 32.43. The average number of jurors present for day of trial has improved for the : ’ C L : e
second year in a row to 16.21 jurors (also better than the national average) ‘Maine had almost exactly L g o L . ' ; Q .
the average percentage of crlmmal jury trxals and reported one notorlous cmmmal case. _ 1 ' - - Syl ; T : | \
A7 N ’
Preceding page blank , o o AR Y SET R R R e S
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JUROR U(SAGE»’PROF!.LE . " NEW HAMPSHIRE: YEAR EN
JORE A EAF DED
JUNE 30, 1983

QHOL"L"”)_ING QOURT (With jury trial activity) | e JUDGESH!PSL_E_.J

MASSACHUSETTS S YEAR ENDED i
; - | - SN JUNE 30, 1983
.1 JPLAGCES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) . JUDGESHIPS! ! I
o | semingan’ " ESTIMATED COSTS \
ﬁu,ﬁ%ﬁuﬁm : o Per B Par

JUROR USAGE PROFILE

Z

1 ipiACES OF
“ S

ESTIMATED COSTS

. Per Per
TOTAL Trial | guror
Day Day

h 156,457 | 724 | 53

el Mot SalastadeSangugader e gy e :
< B i g 19,407 ,

o L. FORJURY CELEGTION -
L Total e Selected o0 y

- Availabie corat 1ot

Codurors b T

PSR ] cnatlenge
4o Berving e

15,696 | 7,188} 1,813 1,661( 3,714 | - 8,508 | § 648,976 | . 673 | 4L |

& . ‘ . B ) ,, g _»;",‘.:”‘ tJ’,' = - Not Seleeted Sgwing ,: A ‘ : ‘ } &
100% ) 25 . 2 % 23 -1 % ! 51 ;Z\J\:Z‘%l\r m‘(}fw esiridoss :'_ : : Pﬁﬂ«;&%}g‘[ﬂ}gﬁhgg;&g;@&%«%xthpyglg3455,_‘917,% :Agﬁ 'v-%mg;xgt.m RS - ST ;;;y‘-mwﬁ?gj-zo::*‘v !

e PR X T

or Challenged'

N\':ﬂ'wh_;@; e e T S S

lastidenpianig

Total Avg. No. of Avg. N
SJurles Jurors Present Juro?é P?és?gnt
‘ elected For Selection For Day of Trial

194 [89.8| 22 [10.2 | 33 34,06 13.68

T [ FoTAL ] ONIL | % | CRIMINAL ] % " Totat | Avg.No.of Avg. No. of . Trial o a;
c0 0 dury ' ~ B Juries Juro!r;s Present Juro%s Present | TR 30 - 20 | 66.7 ~10133.3~

Trials 158 100 | 63.3 B8 136.7 | Selected | ForSelection For Day cf Trial i ol oy T l
, . ; ; » : ria 4
S 216

e : Days
%,

SR

4 ____ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES

N@Dn U Ne e e -
Cuyi e | gned | owchirgse | % | | Gpen Fordout

= At Back Cover

a8 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES

1

et B !
. fota .} omeon o} No. .1 mer o} Ne.Ono For National Profile |
- InExistence | |7 July ¥, 1982} Impaneled Discharged - - duly 1,1983. Open Foldout o
' i : i B At Back Cover i

2 | 2 - - 5

19 11 8 8 1

CE2PrIQ

48 979 247 20.4 5.15 ~ ESTIMATED COSTS )

ESTIMATED COSTS ) | —

v : R R RO T R e Per J ¥ S Banvered b rgln o Hoursdnd o | Avg.durors 1 Avg, Hours TOTAL Per ;

. Bessions b Jurorsin L Heursin .| Avg, durors 1 A . Hors TOTAL Session | ‘P : FRIRIRR wobo o Bession oo Session. o} opar Sel ion' | perSession ‘ Sessi Bay

Cgpuens | owoel | UER | GoPleslon | perbession | oo : O e Y —t
| \_ TATISTICS $ 50,942 | 1,061 | 52

L © T USAGE STATISTICS % 3es208 | 748 | 40

439 8,301 1,995 18.9 4.54

OZPrIO®

[ SN _________ HISTORICAL GOMPARISONS ~
i Y TRIBS (4 PEUTJURORUSAGE L T ERAND JURORIDSAGE

= HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
T JURY TRIALS. PETITJURORUSAGE . o m ‘GEANDIURORUSAGE | T

A Lrtinal A,Total of Jurors | Total - -~ Numberof | Numbetfof | Avarage .
_Avallable Present F - Mumberof | Cepesins 1 Mours of I niumber of -

durors or [ Grangl .| S0SSIOns 4. ‘Hoursn: | NUmber ot
Day of Trial {, * Jurles | Gonvenad { " Session ~—}f§2ur§i§9fz‘

“Number | % Criminat | -~ Total Total ™ 1 Nomberof | Numberof o
ENDED | ‘ofduy | Juy | Avallable Qo Jurors | Numberof | sessions |- Hoursin | Numbersy.
JUNE 30 »}";}fa!sm e ?Y§ais. o Jurors Day of Trial | * Jjurles c:qrwened - gassmn;- - gassion i 3

RPN SR - :

e AR

2,059 | 15.48

1979 | - 107! s9.8 | 10,374| 18.17 L1 sl 1,887 473

3,001 | 16.67
2,600 | 14.12
2,368 | 17.54
88| 2,955 13.68 f

1980 | - g1p| 42,9 | 14,511] 15.96 L7 | a3 A 432
1 ise] 367 | 15,696 16.28 L9l Rl 1,005 | 4.54
COMMENT: The District of ,‘Mass’aéhusekttS«hOIds'juror oryientatio' days at least twice a month. This
accounts in large part for itsthigher than average percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or chal-

.

lenged. Slightly more than haif of the jurors available for selection were in that category.

)

1981 | q94| 39.2 | 15,284| 16.76
| 15,250 | 16.58 I

1982
1983

COMMENT: The District of Ne

R

leaving on]_y Concord with jury trial activi S h its Littleton courthouse in 198
2 ) Jur] : ity. The district averaged 34.06 juror se In 1983,
only slightly above the national average of 32.43. Petit juror usage (as m e]a,s:r es dP; ;_Sg:l;c i::; rs:glgcgll::,v

ber of jurors present for day of .trial) i amati : A
due to Tonger eivil jury trialg. * I)_tlmpro’v:?d dramatlcally over 1982; it dropped from 17.54 to 13.68

1

w Hampshire reported the closing of

D .

' 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 ccurt and & low percentage
: of eriminal jury trials ) e . , o ~

S




é | I | | o ’ JUROR USAGE PROFILE | PUERTO RICO YEAR ENDED
‘ 1 JUROR USAGE PROFILE 'RHODE ISLAND - ‘ YEAR ENDED ; ‘ ‘ JUNE 30, 1283
ﬁ | | S June 5’:’ 198 L1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L7
| 1 with jury trial activity) ~ JUDGESHIPSL 1 SR ‘ . :
ii : L JPLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with j y ia , \ | ﬁgTu{a! ) R ;zmg ‘fi"gz SELECT«;Q%&'S.,‘,{ A i |sevingon| [ ESTIMATED GOSTS ™
3 R TR S BT ST ) ESTIMATED COSTS i Availaple | | SR s atiende aiseted - Travel © | Subsequent Per P
. , Bl : o i : o - K : ‘*"‘ff?’?:_v Q\TQTA Lo sfa?vring‘ ,{‘.}h:alk‘,ngad ,ﬁﬁéﬁ?ﬁgﬁ% Stalus [ Days TOTAL 'gieal Ju?crpr
g TOTAL | el | Hror | | | A
: : — P4, 090,102,009 | 384 | ... 546.5..1,079.. sovee B8O nlineBy 0B Bt 36858551 TH38 ™ T8
= w ) 330 34 cﬁy 3 12 ,1,3;;! Eﬂ;‘gg_ﬂw“fiiﬁv’i‘q’?"k;ﬁsﬁ'&f”“ ;-,&1:1&-54'&&;1;«%,:&——-— i ;Z“E-f:ﬂ&],. P , s s _ | '
A M it o e | T 100% | 19.7 %! 27.2%|53.7 «f | Not S lgeted. Senving & 84,414
57.84,| 29.05] 13.14, N e raionge 9 80441 o
e e e X : " ‘ : Juri J Present J P
T [TomL [N [ R Jotel | Mg Moot || AvgNoof || i Trals 37 17 |45.9 20 | 54.1 Selected  |'For Selaciion | |For bay of o
Trials 77 1 49 | 63.6 28 {36.4 . Selected For Selection For Day of Trial ! X ~Jury Trial
: ‘ ' : . . i Days 198 78 139.4 120 | 60.6 34 59.09 23.48
Jury Tril 306 | 166 | 54.2| 140 |45.8 | 11 15.11 . 15.40 | £ |
2 ‘ ' | ‘ aan NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES
[UMBER OF GRAND JURIES * , B O R L Mo.on | -
( RSN N T - ; ; ﬁ.,.mﬁx?s‘iaehce’ , ".Ju?yOT, 1382 R émpgr?emd‘ S niség}grgad Julydfif?;;g% ‘ gm N%ﬁ<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>