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SECTION III: Juror Usage Profiles ......cocuveenerociennncrnnneeenes COREWORD
Explanation of Entrie§ That Appear on Distriet 3 ‘
Juror Usage ProfileS. «vcveevenseoanssosennssnsons s e e e
gé[‘csgnglgl(igclztut AA;g The petit juror reporting system was instituted in July 1970 pursuant to a Judicial
oy Gheentt 2111 A © Conference Resolution of March 1970. The grand juror reporting system went into effect in
FIIR Olrult oo e . Juy 1974 The Acministrative Office of the United States Courts has published an annuel
%?g}??;hcigﬁﬁclt %—%é report on petit juror utilization in the United States distriqt courts since 1971, Grand juror
N e 110 I s . information ws first included in the 1075 report. The presentation of information on the
District of Columbla. oo v - cvecrsrraonsimnarrcrrsrsrtre st Azl entire jury program is useful to the Federal Judiciary and to those taking an interest in the
Apgigsl;% oAf"I:e.rHs ........................................... Az o improvement of juror service and the utilization of those citizens reporting for jury duty.
APPENDIX B .....oivvrveiasasassoanassoasas et h s A-126 | This report presents a compilation of grand and petit juror statisties derived from the
bt lgigtjjcingD i‘flfgigitz(e:%%rgi\%agu?ia‘;e Adopted fiules J8-11G and JS-11 monthly reports submitted by each distriet ceurt during the year ended June
National Juror Usage Profile . . oo v vvsnneeneseenroneassntseneeens A-135 30, 1980. Comparison statistics from prior years are also provided.

Section I presents juror utilization data in various summary tables and accompanying
text. Section II contains information on juror expenditures for each district court as well ay
national figures for juror costs. Section III provides individual profile pages for each of the 95

distriets. Each utilization profile gives historical comparison data for a five year period in

selected areas. The profile data for each district illusirates pertinent juror statistics for the
year ended June 30, 1980 in a format that will provide an overall picture of the jury system

and the efficient or inefficient operation of that system.

In reviewing a district's profile page, it is helpful to refer to the national profile page at
the end of this report. The relevant national averages provided there make it possible to
’ assess each district in terms of the performance of the federal court system as a whole.
. oo, 42
- William E. Foley
. .; Director

November 1980
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Section 1

JUROR UTILIZATION

Grand and petit juror usage statistics are compiled from information reported on the
JS-11G and JS-11 monthly forms submitted by the 95 distriet courts during the twelve month
period ended June 30, 1980. The following statistics provide a comprehensive picture of the
jury operations in the federal courts. National totals for prior years are included in text tables
to provide a means of identifying trends in juror usage.

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

Grand Jury

During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1980 grand jury activity increased
substantially. As shown in Table 1, the total number of grand jury sessions econvened increased
5.6 percent from 9,791 sessions in 1979 to 10,338 sessions in 1980. The total number of jurors
in session also increased by 6.4 percent or 12,459 jurors. The number of hours in session rose
to 54,163, a 6.4 percent increase over the 1979 figure.

Between 1977 and 1980 the average number of jurors per session and the average
number of hours per session have remained level with no significant increase or decrease from
year to year.

In 1980, the total number of grand juries in existence increased slightly by 3.7 percent.
There were 674 grand juries in existence in 1979 and 699 in 1980. Of the 699 in existence in
1980, 108 were special grand juries. Inlarge judicial districts, regular grand juriesl, as a rule,
meet to investigate isolated instances of criminal activity, while a special grand jury will be
impaneled to study the overall picture of eriminal activity in the district. The role of the

special grand jury has historically been that of an advisory body and it has had greater discre-

1 Regular grand juries have a natural life of 18 months but may be discharged by court order
at any time during the 18 month period (Rule 6(g), Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure).
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National Grand Juror Statistics
For the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1977 - 1980

Table 1

1980 over 1979

Percent
Grand Jurors and Juries 1977 1978 1979 1980 Increase Change
Total Number of:
Sessions convened. . ..., 8,849 8,929 9,791 10,338 547 8.6
Jurorsinsession.....oeu0,... 175,687 176,459 194,168 206,627 12,459 6.4
Hours insession «.vvvveuvun.. 47,094 | 46,739 50,896 54,163 3,267 6.4
Average Number of:
JUrors per session .« v v v.v.ea.. .. 19.5 19.8 19.8 20.0 0.2 1.0
Hours per session «v.vvvunae.. 5.32 5.23 5.20 5.24 0.04 0.8
Total Number of:
Grand Juries:
In Existence ..........u..... 641 659 674 699 25 3.7
Impaneled ................. 298 321 311 312 1 0.3
Discharged.....voveveunnn,. 303 295 286 288 2 0.7

tion than the regular grand jury in investigating crime.

special grand jury may submit a report concerning the miseconduct of public officials or organ-

ized erime conditions in a district.z

Tables 2 and 3 provide statisties on grand juries by individual district. Table 2 is

categorized by the number of grand jur

and discharged in the twelve month period, and the number in existence at the close of the

twelve month period. The total number of grand juries that were in existence at some point

during the twelve month period is also provided.

Nationwide, 387 grand juries were in existence on July 1
312 grand juries were impaneled and 288 were discharged, resulting in a total of 411 grand
juries in existence on June 30, 1980. The number of grand juries in existence varies consider—

ably among the districts due to such factors as amount and type of eriminal aectivity and the

‘number of places of holding court.

91 grand juries in existence at some time in 1980, whereas only one grand jury served in seven

The Eastern District of New York, for example,

of the 93 districts3 reporting grand jury activity in the twelve month period.

2 Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3333,
The Virgin Islands and the Canal
month period ended June 30, 1980

At the end of its term of service, a

ies in existence on July 1, 1979, the number impaneled

» 1979. During the current year

Zone reported no grand juries in existence in the twelve

recorded

Table 2
United States District Courts
Number of Grand duries For The Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1980

T ) - Total
Dis~ Total Dis:
Number{ Impancled charged Number in Number lml%u{;:;ed cihr:liﬁeed Nu:,nnber exisitr:: e
in the in the on existence on ¢
Ju?;/1 1, 12 month 12 month | June 30, in the July 1, 12 month 12 m;:r:jth Juﬂ;}ago, . gé:i‘;?l
Distriet 1979 period pericd 1880 period Distriet 1979 ceriod perio L
Total Aler‘;:lrlcts ........ 387 312 288 411 699 Sixth Circuit
25 Kentucky:

District of Columbia. ...... 15 19 10 15 5 Easylern ............ 5 5 2 ) i) 13
First Circuft Western.avuieevonns 2 1 2,

Michigan: v 10 -

MAIRE +eevioenrernrnnns 2 - - 2 2 Fastern . . 11 s ! 2 7

Mu&sacflﬁs.ctts ........... 10 7 5 lif 1'{ Ohio.\\’cstem 2

New Hampshire «.oovvunn 1 - - * Northern " 5 . 10 s

Rhodelsland +..voveuvnn 3 3 3 3 6 }  Northern........... ! : g , :

....... 2 2 3 5 Southern voeveesnen.

Puerto Rfeo's o v\ 3 o e . ) . 3 .
Second Cireult Middle. . 3 4 g g g

Conneetictt oo ovvvvnennnn 1 6 8 9 17 Western . 3 2

New ’;J%rrltzhern ........... 4 [ 7 3 10 Scventh Circuit
Enstern covoeveivanes 28 23 17 34 51 -

Southern 29 9 18 29 48 [llinois: s 5 12 2
Western 5 4 3 6 9 Northern . 12 5 3 : !
A7 t . 3 2 2 3 5 Central ... 2 2 ;
crmont v = - e e Southern . . 1 - -
Indiana:
hird Clrenlt Northern ... .covunns 3 1 ; g 2

Delaware s v oo vvvvvsnsans 2 1 1 2 3 Southern .....vvvenn 1 3

New Jersey «veovevvsnnns 7 6 5 8 13 w iscogilsl::c - 2 L L . s

[’ennsﬂ:e:zlﬁ: 9 6 6 9 15 Western. . vounaenen 1 1 1 1 2

...... 4 2 2 4 6 ) .
x«l:i?.le?'n . 7 6 5 8 13 Eighth Circuit
td - - - - -
Virgin Islands* ..... 0 iuuus ~ A . 1 1 1 1 :
i EaStern «vevevovyrss
Fourth Circult Western...ovvevennn. 1 1 1 1 2
18 lowa:

Maryland «. v civaenniannn 8 10 9 g ] . . . - .

North Carolina: Morthern «.ovuenss. 2 - 2 N :
Eastern ...o0uvinns. 2 2 2 2 4 Southern «ovveiennns " N i :
Middle .. nuerernnnn. 1 1 1 1 2 | MINNesota . .errrririins 2
Western..ooveenens, 2 2 2 2 4 Missouri:t s _ L 2 .

South Caroling v+ ovvvseuss 1 1 1 1 2 Eastern ... 3 : L z :

Virginia: Western. 3 H 1 : H
Eastern ..eoovnunnns 10 8 8 10 18 Nebraska ., . . 2 L ] 2 $
Western 1 1 1 1 2 North Dakota . a ; ! ; '

West Vii[s;inla- ......... South Dakota s vvvuvesunss 2

Do 1 1 1 1 2 o
gglrttll:ee:r? ........... 5 4 4 5 9 Ninth Circuit )
— — s
................ 1 2 1 2
Fifth Gireuit Arena o 1 4 2 3 5
California:

Alabammm 2 2 3 1 4 Northern .......0vue 5 7 6 g 1:
Moo 1 1 1 2 Eastern 3 2 3 2 K
Southern . . ... . 2 - 1 1 2 Central 13 16 3 ; 2

Floridn(:u O srreevenes S.oulhern .o g g : 5 4
N;:rthern ........... 2 2 2 2 4 Hawaii........ 2 2 2 2 4
Middle....ovannsnn. 7 3 4 6 10 ﬁﬁ:&-ﬂ:‘- e - 1 H 1 ! !

Geor Sl'gfnhern ........... 15 6 8 13 21 Nevadn oo oiinreenees 3 3 % g g

¢ gNo.rthcrn ........... 7 5 5 7 12 Oregon AR -
Middle.ovovaee i, 2 2 1 3 4 Wushi;gs?:r-n L . . L )

L umsﬂz:::}them ........... 1 1 1 1 2 Wostarn g ; I E g

° y GUAM L vevveneronn
ﬁ‘:?jtjel;n """"""" i) g g g 2 Northern Marianas - 1 - 1 1
...... e )
- I‘\!.estiern ............ 3 4 4 3 7 Tenth Cireuit
ssissippi:
ST e } ! ! } f Colorado + v s evsvevrenns 2 2 2 2 :4{
SOULREEN «vveevvven Kansas, veovmenvnennennn 4 3 3 !

Texas}:{ thern 6 6 4 8 12 New Mexico....ovuvrnnns 2 2 2 2
Eastern «onoenrn ot 2 1 1 2 3 °k'ﬂh§mr“t=hem L L . L 2
Southern «vevvesaon. 8 6 4 10 14 E:stern e h : 1 h 3
Western.......veeee 11 9 ti lg 2(3 Western | 1 1 1 1 5

CanalZone*. ....ovevenen - - Utah Lo i h 2 1 b :

WYOming voevevenavonnnns 1 1 1 1 2

* The districts of the Virgin Islands and the Canal Zone reported no grand juries in
existence during the 12-month period ended June 30, 1980.
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Table 3 ’
United States District Courts ! Table 3
Grand Juror Usage for the Twelve Month Period i Unit =Y
July 1, 1979 - June 30, 1980 : nited States District Courts .
’ ! : Grand Juror Usage for the Twelve Month Period
: July'1, 1979 - June 30, 1980
Average Average :
District Jurors Number of Number of
Sessions in Hours in{d urors per Hours per ¢ District Jurars Nﬁ:/rlet::f?)f Nz:;eggrgif
Convened | Session Session Session Session : Sessions in Hours in | Jurors per Hours per
Convened Session Session Sessien Session
Total...oveweserenna.| 10,338 | 206,627 54,163 20.0 5,24 :
District of Columbia. . ..... 702 13,773 3,121 19.6 4.45 ‘ Sixth Circuit
: . Kentucky:

First Circuit Eastern «oovvevvevennns 87 1,825 489 21,0 5.62
MBINE +vevreevrnnrnnnns 20 397 119 19.9 5.95 M‘."is.tem--'“--'----”' 47 984 257 20.9 5.47
Massachusetts oo..uvssssn 403 7,709 1,741 19.1 4.32 ; ichigan:

New Hampshire « .+ vov st 24 510 18 1.3 499 ~ 5’asttern 24317 5,035 1,262 20.4 5.11
Rhode Island +...vssvvns. 47 994 298 21.1 6.34 Ot e e e erereeneranes 7 747 228 20.2 6.03
PUErto RICO » v v vrnas 50 1,018 251 20.4 5.02 ” Nortl}:em U 218 4,422 1227 20.3 5.63

L SOUthErn «vvvvevrnnnenn 118 2,260 784 19.2 8.64

Second Circuit Tennessee: ’

) ‘ EBStEIN v oo vernnssnns 22 432 150 19.6 6.82
. 4 ; .
ggr‘:’ni%t:ﬁut 215 4,154 1,235 19.3 § ! Middle . oo vvnrnnnnnnns 84 1,667 521 19.8 6.20

Northern vvevevveennns 98 1,910 340 19.5 3.47 : Western........o.ennen 67 1,433 402 21.4 6.00

EaStern vveveeornnonen 723 14,284 3,210 19.8 4.44 : i

SOULHEEN + v vvvnnensons 941 19,193 4,512 20.4 4.79 : Seventh Circuit

WeStern.vvveveneeoens 191 3,704 920 19.4 4.82 Hlinois:

Vermont .....venivenenn 49 941 222 18.2 4.53 gorthern e 427 8,750 2,080 20.5 4.87
e P L2 ) S 52 1,073 311 20.6 5,98
Third Circuit Southern .....ooivve 53 1,038 348 19.6 6.57
Indiana:

Delaware oo oo vevervesis 43 780 166 18.1 3.86 .
¢ Northern v oo v v v vvv e 43 834 241 19.4 5.60
g;ﬁlgﬁ?ﬁa s 314 6,184 1,520 19.7 4.84 ws_outhem e, 96 1,936 696 20,2 7.25

' ; isconsin:

EStEMN v oo ernresens 378 7,598 1,564 20.1 4.14 :

Middle, Lol 73 1488 i3 204 559 : , %ﬂsttern 58 1,158 364 20.0 6.28

WeStern oo vvvenneennns 190 3,917 1,131 20.6 5.95 h estern...ovv e 2 534 166 19.8 6.15
VirginIslands* ........... - - - - i - { Eighth Cireuit

FPourth Circuit . Arkansas:
i Eastern .. ovvvvnninnnns 16 331 118 20.7 7.38
e i T 246 4,811 1,080 19.6 4.39 Mestern. ..ol 12 265 68 22.1 5.67
23 475 140 20,7 6.09 owa:
ﬁﬁfﬁ?’ Prrenrreeses 25 i 145 20.2 5 80 D A 25 494 135 19.8 5.40
WeSterN o v v e oeveennnans 13 249 81 19.2 6.23 Sputhern Cerm e 25 462 133 18.5 5.32
South Caroling « v sveevse., 25 530 188 21.2 7.52 M:'S‘;‘jjgt“ 67 1,379 428 20.6 6.39
Virginia: :
Eastern ....... e e e 76 1,479 416 19.5 5.47
Eastern « v vveveenvennos 151 2,952 985 19.5 6.52 )

WeStErN. v v vvvunnnnnens 32 "872 239 21.0 7.47 Western............... 43 863 317 20.1 7.37

West Virginia: , Eg‘:{ﬁs’s:k' FRRSEEPERERTE: 351’ g;'zlg 124 20.3 6.26

OB v i evnv o v 6 19.6 5.11

BOPNEIT -+ veeverene e s L e e g South Dekota . . . ... el 21 403 132 19.2 6.29
Fifth Cireuit Ninth Circuit

Alabama: Alqska Cebes e et e et 25 524 189 21.0 7.56

NoPthern « oo vevvnvnnens 42 917 302 21.8 7.19 : é”l-]?;’"a Srereereiaiiaias 116 2,322 642 20.0 5.53

MidAle e v v v erenonsnons 33 662 194 20.1 5.88 alifornia;

Southern -1l 17 334 92 156 541 NOFLHEN + v e v e vnennes 167 3,304 951 19.8 5.69
Floridat , EaSter voveevennnnnnn. 59 1,067 256 20.5 4.92
NOPENEIT + o v v e veenens . 31 632 193 20.4 6.23 Central . .vvvenneeenans 446 8,687 2,464 19.5 5.52
MGAIC e o s v oo vsvomnnass 177 3,531 1,112 19.9 6.28 Southern e SRR 198 3,902 1,088 19.7 5.49
SOULhErN v evvevvevunss 377 7,375 1,759 19.6 4.67 Hawaii........... EREER 36 668 192 18.6 5.33
Georgla: TABNO v v v v v e v evee e vnnnan 28 578 169 20.6 6.04

Northern «vvveevenenen. 148 2,962 756 20,0 5.11 Montana ............... 10 212 59 21.2 5.90

MidAlE e v e v v s e vevannss 35 797 293 20.8 6.37 Nevada ...vveven vrr e 139 2,697 603 19.4 4.34

SOULREN & vsvvverernnns 16 338 83 21.1 5,19 ' Oregon .......... cenann 66 1,359 409 20.6 6.20
Louisiana: Washington:

EBStErN o vevernvnnrnncs 138 2,791 831 20.2 |  6.02 ! Eastern ...... R 12 227 49 18.9 4,08

MIddle . . i vevveronnnese 57 1,218 298 21.4 5.23 ; Western......... Ceenee 58 1,260 455 21.7 7.84

N 71 1,488 478 21.0 6.73 ‘ ' Guam c.eeeiiiiiil u 217 72 19.7 6.55
Mississippi: Northern Marianas ........ 6 131 15 21.8 2.50

NOPthern o oo eevveseeann 23 488 166 21.2 7.22 . L

SOUHErn «.vvvvvnvusnes 42 888 249 21,1 5.69 g Tenth Circuit
Texas: ;

NOPLhErM v v vivvosovnsese 95 1,917 662 20,2 6.97 Colorado oo veevvenennn i 56 1,132 418 20.2 7.46

EASEIM v v e v e evosvnnnns 40 791 206 19.8 5,15 . ] Kansas. R R 31 629 189 20.3 6.10

SOuthern +...vevvveunss 185 3,727 980 20.1 5.30 : Doty MeKIED e e vuee e 30 602 185 20.1 6.17

13 2,759 512 20. . :
ngj{%‘g‘ne*. T 5 759 12 0.4 .78 : N 20 437 160 21.9 8.00
: BaSTErN o vvvvvesennnnss 19 384 132 20.2 6.95
I Western ..o oviivvnvenans 44 202 300 20.5 6.82
: Utah v oevee v eevnnnnnnns 29 599 154 20.7 5,31
. Wyoming ..... PR e 17 346 112 20.4 6.59

! k i * The distriets of the Virgin Islands and Canal Zone reported no grand juries in existence during
4 ' ; the twelve month period, July 1, 1979 - June 30, 1980.
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Table 4
Duration of Grand Juries Discharged
From July 1, 1974 to June 30, 1980
Number of Months in Existence

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

July 1, 1974 ~ June 30, 1975
Regulalr .. vvvvvvvnnnsnnen 11 8 7 9 10 18 12 6 9 7 10 9 10 6 5 5 16 5%
Special ...t - - 2 2 1 - 1 - 2 2 - 1 4 2 2 1 2 17
Total.vwevuervensunonsnas 11 8 9 11 11 18 13 6 11 9 10 10 14 8 7 6 18 68
Percent of Total. ... oo vvns 41 3.0 |34 |41 | 41 |67 |49 |22 |41 | 3.4 3.7 137 (5.2 |30 |26 |22 |67 |254

July 1, 1975 ~ June 30, 1976
Regulal v oo vvivvensevvans 10 5 5 13 11 16 15 6 4 5 5 16 5 2 3 4 14 89
Special v.oviiiiiiiiiniann 1 - 1 - ~ - - - 2 - 3 - 1 - 2 1 - 12
Total. .o iveevnenanssn 11 5 6 13 11 16 15 6 6 5 8 16 6 2 5 5 14 | 101
Percentof Total........... 4.2 (1.9 ]23 |50 (42 |62 (658 |23 {23 |1.9 31 |62 23 ;0.8 119 1.9 | 54 |38.8

July 1, 1976 - June 30, 1977
Regular . o oovvvvnnnnnnnns 9 5 5 14 7 9 6 3 4 13 8 11 8 4 11 9 13 | 115
Special «..viiriiiae - - - - 1 2 2 - - - - 2 4 - 2 - - 21
Total oo vsiveiivnaennsns 9 5 5 14 8 11 8 3 4 13 8 13 12 4 13 9 13 | 136
o Percent of Total, .......... 3.0 (1.7 1.7 (46 [ 2.6 136 {26 (1.0 [1.3 |4.3 26 |43 |40 {13 |43 |3.0 | 4.3 [44.9

July 1, 1977 - June 30, 1978
Regulal . oo vvivnnerannns 10 4 10 16 8 7 10 6 5 4 9 13 2 7 10 7 22 | 106
Special ... i i - - - - - - - 2 - 1 - 1 1 - 2 - - 18
Total e oo veivienrennenns 10 4 10 16 8 7 10 8 5 5 9 14 3 7 12 7 22 | 124
Percent of Total.......... 34 | 1.4 3.4 |54 (27 (24 {34 27 1.7 |17 3.1 147 O 124 141 (24 |75 |42.0

July 1, 1978 ~ June 30, 1979
Regular oo v vvevvinennnsns 5 G 3 12 4 7 4 7 3 4 7 19 8 1 7 12 25 | 121
Special v iiiiii i 1 - - 1 1 - 1 2 1 - - - - 2 1 - 1 11
Total. oo vevvervnnuannnsan 6 6 3 13 5 7 5 9 4 4 7 19 8 3 8 12 26 | 132
Percent of Total......... . 2.1 121 1.0 145 (1.7 |24 (1.7 (3.1 1.4 |1.4 24 (66 128 |1.0 |28 |42 9.1 }46.2

July 1, 1979 ~ June 30, 1980
Regular .. .vovviinennnens 3 10 7 11 2 5 7 2 5 5 3 12 6 3 6 7 24 |} 134
Special ....vviiiiiniannn. - - 1 2 - 1 - - 1 - - 1 5 - - 1 - 12
Total. oo veniinennanna 3 10 8 13 2 6: 7 2 6 5 3 13 11 3 6 8 24 | 1486
Percentof Total........... 1.0 |35 2.8 |45 |07 J2.1 |24 |07 (2.1 |17 1.0 (45 |3.8 |[1.0 (2.1 |28 |83 |50.7

Total Grand Juries Discharged

July 1, 1974 - June 30, 1980
Regular ....... e 48 38 37 75 42 62 54 30 30 38 42 80 39 23 42 44 |114 | 616
Special . ..veiiii e 2 - 4 5 3 3 4 4 6 3 3 8 15 4 9 3 3 91
Total...... N I 11 38 a1 80 45 65 58 34 36 41 45 85 54 27 51 47 1117 | 707
Percent of Total..... N 2.9 2.2 24 {47 (2.6 3.8 (3.4 120 21 24 26 |50 |32 |1.6 |3.0 |2.8 |6.9 |41.8
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Table 4

Duration of Grand Juries Discharged
From July 1, 1874 to June 30, 1980

Number of Months in Existence

Grand Juries Discharged 19 21 23 24 25 26 27 29 30 31 33 36 || Totals
July 1, 1974 - June 30, 1975
Regular .......... - - - - - - - - 1 - - - 210
Special .....c000nn - 1 - 6 - 1 - 3 1 4 58
Total. s v vveensvennnnas - 1 - 6 - 1 - 4 1 4 268
Percentof Total........... - 0.4 - 1 2.2 - | 0.4 - - 115 0.4 - 1.5 100%
July 1, 1975 - June 30, 1976
Regular ....... e - - - - - - - - - - - - 228
Special .......... ceeesn 1 - - 1 - 1 - 1 - 1 ~ 4 32
Total. ..o vnnnennns 1 - - 1 - 1 - 1 - 1 - 4 260
Percent of Total......... 0.4 - - 0.4 - 0.4 - 0.4 - 0.4 - 1.5 100%
July 1, 1976 - June 30, 1977
Regular ........ e - - - - - - - - - - - - - 254
Special ........ 5 1 - 2 3 - 1 1 - - - 1 1 49
Total....... i ieranas 5 1 - 2 3 - 1 1 - - - 1 1. 303
Percent of Total...... 1.7 .3 - 0.7 1.0 - n.3 0.3 - - - 0.3 0.3 100%
July 1, 1977 - June 30, 1978
Regular ...... Ceeeeienes - - - - - - - - - - - - 256
Special ....... e 3 - - 4 1 - - - 2 - 2 1 39
Total......... 3 - - 4 1 - - - 2 - 2 1 295
Percent of Total.......... 1.0 - - 1.4 0.3 - - - 0.7 - 0.7 0.3 100%
July 1, 1978 - June 30, 1979
Regular oo vvvvnnennnneas - - - - - - - - - - - - 255
Special ....vv0viinn ~- 1 - 2 - 1 ~ - - - - 5 31
Total...ovuvvnnns . - 1 - 2 - 1 - - - - - 5 286
Percent of Total.......... - 0.3 - 0.7 - 0.3 - - - - - 1.7 100%
July 1, 1979 - June 30, 1980
RegUIAT v v vv v e vnnnnns - - - - - - - - - - - - 259
Special ... vinreenan ce - 1 1 3 2 - - - 1 1 - 2 36
Total........... - 1 1 3 2 - - - 1 1 - 2 288
Percent of Total........ - 0.3 0.3 1.0 0.7 - - - 0.3 0.3 - 0.7 100%
Total Grand Juries Discharged
July 1, 1974 - June 30, 1980
Regular ..o enunnn, - - - - - - - - 1 - - - || 1,455
Special ........... RN 9 3 3 | 19 3 4 1 1 6 3 3 17 245
Total.vvvvevueannnn 9 3 3 [ 19 3 4 1 1 7 3 3 17 | 1,700
Percent of Total, .. ....... 0.5 0.2 {02 [1.1 | 02 |02 - -] 04 |02 |02 1.0 100%
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Table 3 shows that in 1980 the Southern District of New York reported the greatest
number of grand jury sessions convened at 941, the largest number of grand jurors in session at
19,193, and the highest number of hours in session at 4,512. The Northern Mariana Islands, on

the other hand, reported only six sessions involving 131 grand jurors for a total of 15 hours.

Table 3 also shows the average number of jurors present for each session convened
within a distriet and the average number of hours for each of these sessions. In order for a
grand jury session to convene there must be between 16 and 23 jurors present. Grand jurors
are included in the category of "Jurors in Session" only when they participate in a convened
session. Jurors in travel status, prospective jurors reporting only for impanelment, or jurors
waiting for a quorum of 16 are not included in this category. Nationally, there were 20.0
jurors per grand jury session and 5.24 hours per session. The average number of grand jurors
per session ranged from a low of 18.1 in Delaware to a high of 22.2 in the Northern District of
West Virginia. A higher average number of hours per session is one indication of more
efficient use of grand jurors' time. Thirteen distriets averaged seven hours or more per
session, while grand jurors in the Northern Mariana Islands spent an average of only 2.50 hours
per session.

Table 4 provides six years of historical data on the number of months each grand jury
was in existence before being discharged. The 707 grand juries which were in existence for 18
months accounted for 41.6 percent of all grand juries discharged. A total of 78 special grand
juries or 31.8 percent of all special grand juries lasted more than 18 months, while 17 special
grand juries, or 6.9 percent, lasted the full 36 months.

In addition, 319 grand juries, or 18.8 percent, lasted six months or less; 299 grand juries,
or 17.6 percent, ‘asted between seven and twelve months; 1,003 grand juries, or 59.0 percent
were in existence betwe:zn 13 and 18 months; and 79 grand juries, or 4.6 percent, lasted
between 19 and 36 months.

A summary of the number of cases that were commenced by indietment and the number
of defendants that were proceeded against by indictment for the years 1976 through 1980 are
presented in Table 5. This information is derived from the criminal statistical reports

submitted to the Administrative Office by the clerk of court for each district. The number of

grand jury sessions convened, as well as the number of hours grand juries were in session, is
also provided. This information can b= used to determine what was produced by the grand jury

system in the past five years. Nationally, 16,764 cases, involving 25,612 defendants, were

commeneced by indictment as a result of the 10,338 grand jury sessions in 1980. While the

number of grand jury sessions convened continued to increase, the average number of defen-
dants indicted per grand jury session continued to drop. In 1976 an average of 4.61 defendants

were indicted per grand jury session, while in 1980 the average had decreased to 2,48,

Table 5
Proceedings by Indictment and Grand Jury Sessions
Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1976 ~ 1980

Proceedings Average
Commenced Grand Defendants

by Indictment Average Jury Indicted per | Hours | Average

Defendants | Sessions Grand Jury in Hours per

Years Cases LDefendants per Case | Convened Session Session Session
1976 26,150 38,753 1.48 8,404 4,61 44,765 5.33
1977 25,016 36,608 1.46 8,849 4.14 47,094 5.32
1978 22,694 32,740 1.44 8,929 3.67 46,739 5.23
1979 18,973 28,395 1.50 9,791 2.90 50,896 5.20
1980 16,764 25,612 1.53 10,338 2.48 54,163 5.24

Table 6 provides the number of cases commenced by indictment and the number of
defendants for whom indictments were obtained in each distriet. Also included in Table 6 are
the number of giand jury séssions convened and the number of hours in session for each
district. An examination of these figures for any one district will give a clear picture of the
activity of that district's grand juries. This data should not, however, be construed as an
indication of the efficiency, or lack thereof, of a particular court's grand jury operation, since
the time required to obtain indictments depends on the nature of the aectivity, the number of

defendants involved, and the guidance of the U.S. Attorney in any matter which a grand jury is

investigating.
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Table &
United States District Courts
Proceedings by Indictment and Grand Juror Usage
For the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1980
Proceedings Commenced Grand Proceedings Commenced Grand
by Indietment Jury Hours by Indictment Jury Hours
i in Sessions in
Distriet ~ | VCuse.; T Defendants | Convened | Session District Cases Defendants | Convened | Session
Total All Distriels co.ovvueien 16,7_64 ) 25,612 10,338 54,163 Sixth Circuit
Distriet of Columbla. ........... 475 635 702 3,121 } Kentucky:
frrome e e e Eastern « s vevncrsnensansoans 145 240 87 489
First Clreuit WeSterflie s osvovnesrasasacoss 176 262 47 257
Michigan:
Malne ..... Veees 56 90 20 118 Eastern . v covvvnvvracecnnaes 285 431 247 1,262
Massachusetts ., .. 303 469 403 1,741 Westeriovoeerveennanasannss 52 88 37 223
New Hampshire ... 25 33 24 118 |{ Ohio:
I}hode Istand ..oiueeenns eane 41 64 47 298 Northern ¢ evvenenerenennnn 196 287 218 1,227
Puerto Rico .o o0 ey e er e 183 291 50 251 Southern +vvenvervevvonnenns 145 234 118 784
T4
Second Circuit Eastern 136 200 22 150
Middle. oovveevenes 125 191 84 521
C;I)nneclicut .................. 113 198 215 1,235 Western 242 361 67 402
New York:
Northern «ueepenevvanenrasen 74 98 98 340 Seventh Cireuit
EaStern o ovvvesinsnnevennnes 326 642 723 3,210
Southern «.vevevevevivnnnnss 579 878 941 4,512 [ Minois:
Western, v iverenrennaveains 109 172 191 920 Northeri\ ................... 346 554 427 2,080
Vermont «vasvvvensnnsavesens 36 61 49 222 Central” ..., cen 91 117 52 311
"Phird Cireult Instﬁ:rtl';?m 83 129 53 348
NortherD covevvvveninsvennnn 99 152 43 241
Delaware oo ovvvievvevenaanens 47 65 43 166 Southern «uvvevevrevonconass 105 194 96 £96
Newdersey oo ceveensnveceanes 227 407 314 1,520 || Wisconsin:
P;z_r:;a'll';nnfn: ois 493 a8 1564 Enstern . ooovivcoesonsensons 101 129 58 364
EOSIEMN o 2o euesvnernaenanns WesStern . oesernanenesonnnns 56
Middle L iiniinasiioiiss 84 140 73 e oo i il 1%
Weslern o vin s nnoeronaes 145 226 190 1,131 {f inatt
VieginIslands® ... .vonenvnnvnsn ~ - - g Eighth Cinitt
) At o Ar
Fourth Circuit EASLErD oouvvvesnnnvasnnnons 143 188 16 118
Western .o vovvnrenceenanonns 63 83
Maryland « v veseeeciveiaaeninn 315 478 246 1,080 | lowa: 1 o8
North Carolina: NOMtherfl o vvvvvevnvnnnnnonss 41 66 25 135
Eastern o vvevreveeronannnns 174 289 23 140 SOULHEIN v ovevnveesaconnsens 66 88 25 133
Middle . ooveeenieniinnenane 151 243 25 145 || MINNESOta o ovvvrerersennanses 181 264 67 428
Western..vereeeveinsoninnne 150 191 13 81 | Missouri:
South Caroling . oo vvvsennneenss 255 405 25 188 EASLEIT o o v o evovnnrnosomens 157 212 76 416
Vggsl?lgn 2902 a1 151 055 WESterN, v cnvivnusonioanenes 167 256 43 317
EASLEIN v o venrvresnonnsnnas Nebraska o oo vevvvsocnoennesen 80 136 31 194
\\’estqm .................... 106 145 32 239 | NorthDakota...veuvunenevansn 67 89 9 46
West Virginla: Sottth DaKota v vvvvesvrvsnsnss 144 168 21 132
Northern «.ovvenionnvoneneen 48 66 13 95
SoUtherl . evievevsasvnsnnnis 113 182 63 462 Ninth Circuit
Fifth Circuit. AlaSKB « v o v et ian i nn 74 96 25 189
AriZONA , oo v vrvveracneseoanane 444 625 116 642
Alabamas California:
Northern v o cveesionsnneneons 253 349 42 302 NOrthern ¢ veceevevoaneeensss 317 454 167 951
Middle.ooveeevusoneraneinss 122 167 33 194 Easterll «ovvvevecocecvvorons 272 384 52 256
Southern v.evveivenvvnarenns 53 110 17 92 Central vovivanocaronecaraas 950 1,358 446 2,464
Florida: Southern ... . 542 932 198 1,088
Northern . ..ovvvvvnnennnene, 78 115 31 198 | Hawaii... 80 104 36 192
Middle. . oovviiiiveroneneens 283 475 177 1,112 | Idaho. ... 80 85 28 189
Southern ....... beeseseenans 529 1,122 377 1,759 || Montana . 89 117 10 59
Georgia: Nevads .uevvnvnrersonnanenen 134 244 139 603
Northern cuveneivrnerennanss 218 366 148 756 | Oregon eoceveesaevoresanases 163 228 66 409
Middle . veseeeeirnnnnnnnses 68 100 35 223 § Washington:
Southern ..o vivenccnavanes 76 104 16 83 Eastern oo vovvvennnrncnnoans 143 168 12 49
Louisiana: Western . . . 237 305 58 455
EaStern «veivvevnonvenerenna 244 356 138 831 | Guam ..... 33 48 11 72
M’lddle ..................... 25 34 57 298 ) Northern Mariana-Islands 1 - 6 15
WesternNeve oo voononananens 100 148 71 478
Mississippi: Tenth Circuit
Northern «vvveeevvesinnenens 34 49 23 166
Southern . 51 78 42 238 | Colorado v.ovvvvnvevaninnsnns 219 307 56 418
Texass KansaS.seooetenssrroenansens 138 183 31 188
Northern v ovvvvvenvnnnncsnne 357 532 95 662 % New MeXicO.uovsoeeinnvonenns 136 184 30 185
EaStern s ooveevassnesoonnses 98 137 40 206 (i Oklahoma:
S9ulhern ................... 1,071 1,724 185 980 NOrthern «vvvvveaoossowesans 106 136 20 160
Western . ARRRREEEREEREREEEE 406 626 138 512 Eastern .o.cevevvocnnvnnans 66 104 19 132
CanalZone*. . vovvvrvenneranns - - - = WesterN.vovrevrenneannnnnss 126 215 44 300
UtBh voeevervearovonsanronne 90 119 29 154
Wyoming o vvvevvvoncenseoenns 60 G5 17 112

* The distriets of the Virgin Islands and Canal Zone reported no grand juries in

existence in the 12-month period ended June 30, 1980,
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Table 7 provides a breakdown by category of the 605,547 j

current twelve month perio

Petit Jury

can be categorized daily as selected or serving;

selected, serving, or challenged:

selected, serving, or challenged. Although these: jurors are not actually

travel days, they are required to travel,

the JS-11 form. The proportion of jurors selected or

percent in 1979 to 60.9 percent in 1980.

decreased from 16.2 to 15.2 pe

of jurors not selected dropped below 24.0 percent.

For the current twelve month period, 0.8

urors available during the

d in addition to data for previous years. The status for each juror

challenged by court or counsel; or not

Jurors in travel status are included in the category of not

"gvailable"” to serve on

are paid by the court, and therefore are reported on

serving has increased slightly from 59.2

The percentage of jurors who were challenged

jurors in travel status is included in this table.

percent of the jurors

to trial, or returning home following jury service.

For the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1975 - 1980

Table 7

reent in 1980, and for the first time since 1975, the proportion

Also for the first time, information on

United States District Courts
National Petit Juror Usage

available were en route to the place of holding court on the day(s) prior

1980 over 1979

Percent
Petit Jurors 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 Increase Change
Total Available ... | 545,627 | 592,504 | 584,122 | 570,523 | 565,617 | 605,547 39,930 7.1
| 368.710 | 33,945 10.1
o ... | 328,445 | 356,951 | 352,940 | 345,372 | 334,765 . 045 1
Selectgrgznste?\fl?g. RPN §0.1 §0.2 §0.4 80.5 59.2 60.9
110 535 0.6
oo ) sspes | ezrer | eo6e3 | 8803 | SLETS | 9% 5 6
Chauggziﬁ{ IR 16.1 15.6 15.5 15.5 16.2 15.2
Not Belecte B 37.048 | 139,277 | 144,727 | 5,450 3.9
..., 1 120,954 | 142,916 | 140,489 | 137, , , 0 ]
gx;l(;crglléeng B 23.8 24.1 24.1 24.0 n4.6 93.9
- - - 4,582 - -
In Travel Status® ...c..eeeee - - - N - oo : -
Percent ..coceoveenvns -
Jury Trial Days o o0 T as208 | 0,082 | 20,875 | 29,238 | 28,851 32,159 | 3,308 115
15,649 a8 3.2
imi i ] s | wrsis | 16,945 | 16,084 | 15,171 , ] 2
Crlll’r:elrnctlnt' DD 55.9 59.3 56.7 55.0 52.6 48.7
civil o] 1zars | az21e | 12,930 | 13,154 | 13,680 | 16,510 2,830 207
PELOENt o v v v venonensne 4.1 40.7 43.3 45.0 47.4 51.

* The jurors in travel status are i

11

ncluded in the category of jurors not selected, serving or challeng

ed.
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Table 8 .
United States Distriet Courts l Table 8
Petit Juror Usage For the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1980 I United States Distriet Courts
- i : Petit Juror Usage For The Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1980
Number of Juror Days Jury Trial Days ; !
- 5 H Number of Juror Days Jury Treial Days
ercen ! i )
Percent Not Selected, Percent Juror ‘ ! Percent

Total Selected or Percent Serving or in Travel Percent Percent Usag% IS Percent Not Selected, Percent Juror

District Available | Serving | Challenged | Challenged Status Total { Civil Criminal | Index ; L Total | Selected or | _Percent Serving or in Travel Percent | Percent | Usagg

: i Distriet Available | Serving Challenged Challenged Status Total Civil Criminal | Index

Total All Distriets ............ | 605547 | 60.9 15.2 23.1 0.8 32,159 | 51.3 48.7 | 18.83 : Sixth Cirouit
- . _ Kentucky:

District of Columbia. .......... 9,838 60.5 140 3 25.5 523 5.1 48.9 18.81 A 6,118 |  70.1 11.9 18.0 - 2891  16.6 83.4 21.17

First Circuit i L TR LR 3,541 |  43.2 19.6 37.1 0.1 152 |  53.3 46.7 23.30
¢ iehigan:
{
; Eastern covovenvennnens 21,623 66.4 10.5 23.1 - 1,343 51.9 48.1 16.10

MaING vivenvrnerensnnroness 1,237 75.0 14.1 9.4 L5 71 47.9 52.1 17.42 : ! ! * *

Massachusetts «.ovovevvvenans | 14,511 | 66.0 10.4 23.6 - 909 | 54.2 45.8 | 15.96 ' Ontos e reeeee ] 609 T30 108 187 -0 . el B

New Hampshire . .ocvvesooeann 3,001 74.7 15.5 9.8 - 180 55.6 44.4 16.67 Northern 7.628 54,2 10.2 35.3 0.3 374

Cese s B . . . . 51.3 48.7 20.40

Rhode IS1and «..oovvvvennennin 3,001 79.1 18.9 2.0 - 200 67.0 33.0 15.46 SOULhErN v vvvevvevnenns 4,173 64.0 12.9 22.7 0.4 227 40.1 59.9 18.38

PUCPLO RICO v v v v v s vonunoresss 5,237 51.2 10.4 24.2 14.2 230 47.4 52.6 22.77 Tennessee:

L. * Eastern ... .ovouvonvnee 3,422 71.9 11.0 17.1 - 256 85.9 14.1 13.37
Second Circuit l‘\lgidttile e 2,232 ggg 10.9 40.6 - 191 33.0 67.0 27.45
estern........ e . 17.7 12.6 - 255 22.7 77.3 18,13

Connecticut . v .. oo vevsnenenn 4,564 77.9 16.4 5.7 - 302 70.2 29.8 15,11 | . - -

New York: : Seventh Circuit
Northern .. o0vvevn ceene 2,635 63.0 7.0 29.9 0.1 139 41.0 59.0 18.96 | .

Eastern .. vovevevenonenn 25,937 54.0 15.6 30.4 - 1,214 47.2 52.8 21.36 ! Minois:
SOUthErn v vevervnvonrans 46,026 49.2 15.6 35.2 - 1,964 48.1 51.9 23.43 ‘ Northern .............. 20,058 60.6 12.5 26.9 - 1,111 50.0 50.0 18.05
Westernl « v v oorno i 8,130 70.0 9.9 201 - 404 37.4 62.6 2012 Central ....... e 2,826 | 66.4 17.4 16.0 0.2 168 |  50.6 49.4 16.82
Vermont bt 1895 | 70.8 0.9 19.3 - 127 | 567 43.3 14.92 gt R 1,971 | 64.3 17.8 17.8 0.1 114} 75.4 246 | 17.29

ndiana:
Third Cireuit ! Northern ....vvveunnnnn 3,446 56.8 14.6 28.6 - 192 63.0 37.0 17.95
| : Southern ....vvivevenns 4,045 62.4 13.8 23.7 0.1 235 45.5 54.5 17.21

i H Wisconsin:

Delaware s o v v v v v s enernvennns 967 71.2 . 17.4 11.4 - 72 70.8 29.2 13.43 ! :

R ! § Eastern ...oivviennnnns 3,349 69.2 16.4 14.4 - 238 66.4 33.6 14.07

);eex::]g\ﬁ?;ﬁa ceeieneaieade. o 15,851 72.6 11,0 16.4 936 44.9 55.1 16.61 | : WeSterN . v v vuernen. et 1,835 76.2 18.2 4.7 0.9 117 | 41.0 59.0 15.68
Bastern .. coivevneoneans 32,293 50.3 18.0 31.6 0.1 1,589 72.6 27.4 20.32 1 Eighth Circuit
Middle. .o vvenvenrovinee 6,034 69.1 17.6 131 0.2 283 61.1 38.9 21.32
Western....ovoevvveenen 9,241 64.9 21.4 10.9 2.8 576 53.1 46.9 16.04 i‘ i Arkansas:

VirginIslands . o v o e v v v [P 4,386 58.2 27.0 14.8 - 124 27.4 72.6 35.37 ¥ Eastern1 .............. 4,225 57.7 21.4 19.9 1.0 209 60.3 39.7 20.22
Fourth Cireuit : . Western™ ¢ v ovv e vnveennns 2,684 66.9 22.0 11.1 - 125 83.2 16.8 21.47

§ owa:
’ 1 Northern .o vcvvevveeenss 1,203 64.0 12.6 13.8 9.6 85 71.8 28.2 14.15

Maryland . R I 13,223 55.7 15.4 27.6 1.3 640 48.8 51.2 20.66 b Southern . ... ... 000t 2,505 63.1 16.5 20.1 0.3 160 69.4 30.6 15.68

North Carolina: { : Minnesota ....... e 6,904 61.1 14.0 24.2 0.7 402 57.5 42.5 17.17
Eastern* ..,.. Cieae e 3,304 76.5 9.2 14.3 - 157 40.8 59.2 21,04 } Missouriz ’

Middle . e 1,740 76.1 11.2 11.4 1.3 113 33.6 66.4 15.40 H Eastern .......... ceeen 6,337 58.8 19.5 21.5 0.2 461 83.7 16.3 13.75
Westerni et 2’457 81.2 8.7 10.1 - 170 64.7 35.3 14.45 E Western. . ..ccvvuvevnen 7,909 68.4 15.3 16.2 0.1 432 24.8 75.2 18.31
South Caroling . . ..vvvuevunen. | 10,021 | 74.8 10.7 13.5 1.0 477 | 60.6 39.4 | 21.00 ‘ ! ooraska . .- vee e ol Bt B 18 284 4.4 193 ) 777 22.3 | 16.27
Vireinias i or akota S . . . 7.4 106 36.8 63.2 19.96
B JUNRTOURPPPY 5,983 55.8 29.5 " _ 370 5.9 411 16.17 } South Dakota 3,574 | 54.4 18.2 22.5 4.9 179 57.5 42.5 19.97
Western! ....oiiiiiinn, 1,661 50.6 37.1 12.2 0.1 96 77.1 22.9 17.30 - Ninth Cireuit
West Virginia:
Northern ...... Ceenae s 1,521 54.0 28.9 16.1 1.0 88 56.8 43.2 17,28 : AlaskKa .v v v v i erieans 1,484 63.1 11.8 20.1 5.0
- ¥ 1 T ¢ . . . . 74 33.8 66.2 20,05
Southern .........ov0.nn 4,048 68.7 15.4 15.0 0.9 217 30.0 70.0 18.65 ' érilzfona .................. .. 7,902 63.3 19.7 16.0 1.0 415 15.9 83.1 19.04
Fifth Circuit alifornia:
Northern .....vvevenns 15,277 65.1 13.2 21.6 0.1 886 56.9 43.1 17,24
Eastern . .ovvoveivinenns 2,634 58.4 12.2 28.2 1.2 133 25.8 74.4 19.80

Alabama: ’

] Central ... vvvinvrnnns 22,723 63.3 10.0 25.7 1.0 1,213 38.6 61.4 18.73

Ngrthern f e enarea e 7,816 53.3 18.0 22.6 6.1 371 46.1 53.9 21.07 SOULHEFN v oo v v e vevennss 5:591 49.5 19.3 31.2 - '227 32.6 67.4 24.63

Middle. e oo vvvnenesnnoas 1,810 72.3 14.5 8.0 5.2 88 477 52.3 20.57 Hawailo.eoeesennns 1.362 59.3 31.3 9.3 0.1 69 20.3 76.7 19.74
...... : : : 2 147 129 i io16 et e , . . . . . . .

_ Southern cee 2,816 76.2 13.5 4.3 6 . JABNO < ¢ v v venernncanonnens 1,236 60.8 17.2 19.7 2.3 68 39.7 60.3 18.18

Florida: ) Montana v.veeedensosoneesen 1,880 51.3 15.2 23.6 9.9 100 75.0 25.0 18.80
N?rthern Ce s s eersasens 2,129 57.5 19.4 23.0 0.1 113 54.9 45.1 18.84 i Nevada ....... Ceeseasanenan 2,864 55.7 17.7 24.3 2.3 149 43.6 56.4 19.22
Middle...ooviveivvinnne 11,103 68.2 13.8 17.9 0.1 665 47.1 52.9 16.70 i Oregon . ..ovvvnnsenvennonns 4,183 62.6 16.9 18.2 2.3 246 48.8 51.2 17.00
Southern ....eveevevuans 19,271 52.7 12.5 34.5 0.2 831 23.2 76.8 23.19 ! Washington:

Georgia: : EAStErN v v vevvnnenvnnns 1,804 63.7 16.0 18.1 2.2 105 60.0 40.0 17.18
NOPthern «o.ovveoeeasen. | 13,289 61.0 17.1 21.9 - 738 47.2 52.8 18.01 WesterN. covrvvvsennnns 4,855 61.8 18.0 8.0 2.2 271 39.1 60.9 17.92
Middle® «.ovvinieieranan 3,008 66.2 20.3 13.5 - 149 51.0 49.0 20.19 GUaM .o 265 24.9 20.4 54.7 - 7 57.1 42.9 37.86
SOULNEIT v v e v v o e v o nonnas 2,567 69.7 99.9 7.4 - 139 56.8 43.2 18.47 Northern Mariana Islands ....... 354 26.0 42.6 31.4 - 10 - 100.0 35.40

Louisiana: ireui
EAStern «ovuevnnvnsnonn. | 11,430 | 511 20.7 28.1 0.1 622 | 73.0 27.0 | 18.38 Tenth Cireuit
Middle........ Ceeiae e 712 49.7 27.0 23.3 - 39 53.8 46.2 18.26
P O 4,531 | 50.4 19.9 29.7 - 208 | 615 385 | 21.78 Colorado L. e eeee e ) G080 8242 ns s o e I il B

lississippis LR R PO ) . . . . . . .

e othern e ieanss oo 1705 | 8 22.1 18.4 0.8 90 | 644 35.6 | 18.94 Dol Mexico .« 4870 | 689 155 87 6.8 s | 788 2.7 | 1546

ahoma:

Texa:outhern seeasracren e 3,618 53.2 16.0 28.5 2.3 145 80.7 19.3 24.95 » ; NOFLHEIN & v o vosoneens 2,244 8.7 15.4 15.9 _ 177 75.1 24.9 12.68
NOPNErN « o vevevvvevenas | 13,763 | 66.3 116 22.0 0.1 766 | 62.9 31 | 1797 . Tastern c.oeeieenene s T | e o o + sy | a0 S92 | 1508
Eastern cveenevensesnens 5,209 67.2 15.8 16.8 0.2 285 71.6 28.4 18.28 % Utah] ...... """""" 2’889 73'1 18.6 7'9 0.4 166 63.3 36.7 17'43
SOUthern .....evoeveseee | 14,666 60.6 13.5 25.9 - 678 38.1 61.9 21.63 i Wyoming Tt ’ '3 ) : ) : : :
WEStEM . o v e venvnnnonns 7,634 59.5 15.9 24,6 - 274 19.3 80.7 27.86 , YOTmE «orrrereeres MR 1,798 L 11 186 - 158 -2 28.8 1178

CanalZone . .....cicoveresnss 584 51.0 33.4 15.6 - 23 21.7 78.3 25.39 ; L Indicates those districts which have not yet adopted local rules reducing the size of civil juries.

| ; Total available jurors divided by total jury trial days giving the average number of jurors available per jury trial day.
|
12 | i
| 13
i
i
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Both criminal and ecivil jury trial days increased this year by 3.2 percent and 20.7 per-
cent respectively; but for the first time, the total number'of civil jury trial days was larger
than the total number of criminal jury trial days.

The highest percentage of jurors selected or serving on jury trials was 81.2 percent in
the Western District of North Carolina. The lowest proportion of jurors selected or serving
was 24.9 percent in the District of Guam. The national average for this category was 60.9
percent,

The Northern Distriet of New York reported the lowest proportion of jurors challenged
at 7.0 percent. The highest proportion of jurors challenged was reported in the Northern
Marigna Islands at 42.6 percent, which is a significant increase over its 18.4 percent chal-
lenged in 1979.

Efficient juror management is cnhanced by reducing the percentage of those jurors not
selected, serving, or challenged. This category includes people who are not sent to a voir dire
because of such factors as an overcall of jurors for that day or late settlements or pleas; and
those people not reached on voir dire questioning due to such factors as excessively large
panels or poor jury pool management. Factors that can improve juror utilization in this cate-
gory are jury pooling; less than 12 member civil juries; multiple voir dire; staggering of trial
starts; deadlines for settlements or pleas; reduction in voir dire size; effective use of pretrial
hearings; and use of the code-a-phone for notifying jurors of postponement or cancellation of a
trial. The districts with the lowest percentages of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged
were the Eastern Districet of Oklahoma, with 1.1 percent and Rhode Island with 2.0 percent. On
the other hand, Guam and the Middle District of Tennessee reported 54.7 and 40.6 percent,
respectively.

For the category of jury trial days, all the districts were divided almost evenly with 52
districts reporting a majority of civil trial days, and 42 districts reporting a majority of erimi-
nal trial days. One district, the Northern District of Illinois, reported exactly 50 percent civil
and 50 percent criminal trial days. The percentage of eriminal jury trial days for the current

twelve month period ranged from 100 percent and 83.4 percent in the Northern Mariana Islands

and Eastern Distriet of Kentucky, respectively, to 14.1 percent in the Eastern District of

14

PETIT JUROR USAGE

12 MONTHS ENDED JUNE 30, 1980

NOTE: Nineteen people are pictured because the Juror Usage Index® in 1980 was 18.83.

SELECTED OR SERVING = 60.9%
I CHALLENGED = 15.2%
l NOT SELECTED, i - 23.9%**
SERVING, OR CHALLENGED

*The Juror Usage Index is the average number of jurors on hand for each jury trial day and is calculated by dividing the total number of
available jurors by the total number of jury tria! days.

**|ncludes those jurors reparted in travel status.
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Tennessee. A distriet with a higher proportion of criminal jury trials is generally less able to
utilize jurors as efficiently as a district with a majority of civil jury trials due to anticipated
increases in both challenges and requirements for alternates, The percentage of civil jury trial
days varied from 85.9 percent in the Eastern Distriet of Tennessee to 16.6 percent in the
Eastern District of Kentucky.

The Juror Usage Index (J.U.L), used to gauge the efficiency of juror usage, is the
average number of jurors available for each jury trial day. The index is calculated by dividing
the total number of available jurors by the total number of jury trial days. As shown in Table
8, the National J.U.L for the twelve month period ended June 30, 1980 was 18.83, which
indicates that, on the average, almost 19 jurors were called for every jury trial day. For the
past six years, the J.U.L. has remained between 19.12 and 19.73. The 1980 figure of 18.83 is
the first time that the J.U.I. has dropped below 19.00, a notable improvement in juror
management. For 1980 the district J.U.L's ranged from 37.86 and 35.40 in Guam and the

Northern Mariana Islands, respectively, to 11.75 in Wyoming.
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COMPARISON OF JUROR UTILIZATION 1974 - 1980

Tables 9, 10 and 11 provide seven year trends for eack: district court in the areas of the
Juror Usage Index; percent selected or serving; and percent not selected, serving, or
challenged. The Jurcr Usage Index, for 43 of the 91 distriets* has shown improvement when
1980 data is compared to 1974 data. The Northern Distriect of Oklahoma exhibited the
greatest amount of improvement with its J.U.I. declining from 27.92 in 1974 to 12.68 in 1980.
Forty-eight districts showed improvement in their percent of jurors selected or serving from
1974 to 1980. The Northern District of Oklahoma again recorded the most improvement,
increasing its percent selected or serving from 33.7 percent in 1974 to 68.7 percent in 1980, an
increase of 35 percentage points. The Eastern District of Oklahoma showed the most
improvement in the category of not selected, serving, or challenged. Its 39.8 percent not
selected, serving, or challenged in 1974 was reduced to 1.1 percent in 1980. Further, 55
districts have shown improvement in this area from 1974 to 1980 resulting in a decrease in the

overall national average from 26.5 percent in 1974 to 23.1 percent in 1980.

* For these comparisons Middle Louisiana was not included since 1974 - 1979 data was under
reported. Since the Federal District Court Urganization Act of 1978 (P.L. 95-409) changed
distriet boundaries in Illinois, a 1974 to 1980 comparison cannot be made. The District of
the Northern Marianas was established on January 8, 1978.
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Table 9
United States Distriet Courts
Juror Usage Indexes
Tor The Twelve Month Perjods Ended June 30, 1974 - 1980
oy - -
1974 | 1975 | 1976 | 1977 | 1978 | 1979 | 1980 Distriet | le74 | 1975 | 1976 | 1977 | 1978 | 1979 | 1980
19,12 | 19.32 | 19,73 | 19.55 | 19.51 | 19.60 | 18.83 Sixth Circuit
22,05 | 19.51 | 21.00 | 21.59 | 20,31 | 22.65 | 18,81 ] Kentucky:
R St Baslern oo evvuaasess | 2236 ) 27,05 ) 23,51 1 23,54 § 23.72 | 21.43 | 21.17
Westerneoovuesseoas | 20,80 | 23.37 | 10,11 | 21.91 | 23.52 | 20,94 | 23,30
Michigan:
12,20 | 15.67 § 17.69 | 24.03 | 17.16 | 16.79 | 17.42 EASLCrN oo sveunvssas | 19.98 | 20.60 | 20,40 | 19.65 | 16.80 | 17.54 | 16.10
15.87 | 17.62 | 18,54 | 16,07 | 18.42 | 18,17 | 15,96 Western. ovsvevaesn. | 1206 | 1470 1 17.51 | 17.15 § 21.00 | 23,53 | 19,30
13,12 | 13,22 | 14.95 | 18,10 | 25,26 | 15.48 | 16,67 ¢ Ohlo:
11,31 | 12,54 | 16,68 | 15,58 | 13,86 | 16.58 | 15.48 NOFthern ovvosiooss | 17,02 { 20,61 | 21,12 | 20.43 | 17.74 | 17.36 | 20.40
18,30 | 18.33 | 31,32 | 25.08 | 24.00 | 22,71 | 22,77 Southern «ooovvuseo | 18,74 | 18,84 | 1000 | 18.50 | 17.19 | 16.71 | 18.38
"""" e S R Tennessee:
Eastern vevvsveses.s | 17,07 | 1692 | 15,38 | 16.43 | 14.27 | 15.34 | 13.37
Middle. o svsouuvanns | 1843 1 1975 | 19,43 | 23,94 | 23.34 | 20.77 | 27.45
14,70 | 16.70 | 19.15 | 21,59 | 15.08 | 17.01 | 15.11 Western.svouvessons | 1579 | 16,82 | 17.07 | 17.26 | 16.87 | 17.30 | 18,13
18.26 | 17,56 | 18,17 | 23,74 | 22,38 | 19,29 | 18,96 Seventh Circuit
23.62 | 20.62 | 22,09 ] 23.04 | 22,37 | 10.83 | 21.36
27.85 | 23,60 |.22.88 | 21.46 | 23.41 | 23.07 | 23.43 | INinols:
21.62 | 18,30 | 20,37 | 21,60 | 24.00 ; 21,85 | 20.12 Northerp «ovesvensssss | 16,75 | 16,87 | 19.86 | 17.47 | 17.88 | 18,37 | 18,05
16,78 | 15,89 | 14,21 | 17.44 | 14,92 Central® v vvveneniones - - - - - 122,44 |16.82
B s Southern® ,.oivveinnes - - - - = [ 19.67 | 17.29
Indiana:
Northern o vuvuvsosee, | 23,53 | 25,73 | 31,26 | 20.93 | 19.83 |19.31 | 17.95
19.77 {1756 | 17,76 | 17:94 | 15,16 | 12.81 | 13.43 SOUtherN »uvuvvssavaass | 16.24 | 1583 | 14,97 | 17,58 | 13,20 | 15.53 | 17.21
16,18 117,97 {18.55 | 18,87 | 19,87 { 19.17 | 16.61 | Wisconsin:
Eostern ovvovivennnes | 19.81 | 17,94 | 17.69 | 15,81 | 15,52 | 14.63 | 14.07
20,15 |'18.83 | 19.21 | 18,11 |20.42 | 22,18 | 20.32 Western,..oeveovanss. | 12,25 | 15,67 | 17,95 | 19,11 | 16.17 |17.89 | 15,68
12.62 {17.34 | 17.68 | 17.80 | 17.13 | 17,04 | 21.32 -
17.25 120,59 | 20.83 | 18.63 | 19,90 | 19.06 | 16.04 Eighth Circuit
30,08 129,38 | 30,85 | 33,99 | 27.81 | 28,14 | 35.37
! EoStern o vovvunasvansn | 22,17 | 21,80 | 21,73 | 20,91 | 23.30 | 21,48 | 20,22
; Western . i oo veveaoveas | 2527 | 2526 | 22,11 '} 23.39 | 23,08 | 22,86 |21.47
18.01 | 17.71 118,34 | 23,21 | 17.04 | 19.25 | 20.66 | lowa:
Northern «ovevveaesss § 14,84 | 1564 | 17.77 '} 14.20 | 2170 | 14,08 | 14.15
19.68 |20.78 119.89 | 24.61 | 26,18 | 23,78 1 21.04 |  Southern ......... 14,93 | 21.84 | 17.45 | 16.91 | 17,15 |20.40 |15.66
15.05 ;14,84 117,58 | 16.62 | 18,21 | 15.58 | 15,40 | Minnesota +vvevsvsensan. | 1852 | 17.55 | 16,32 | 17.62 | 17,97 |18.67 ]17.17
16.49 |15.53 |14.61 | 14.62 | 14.74 | 15.76 |.14.45 | Missouri:
17.65 [18.68 | 18,70 |18.57 {1976 | 20.47 | 21.00 Eastern oooveivsaeaes, | 18,58 | 17,17 | 17,08 | 17.43 | 16.89 |15.03 |13.75
Western...oovoonoaes. | 2476 | 26,67 | 24,60 | 22,85 | 22.85 |16.96 |18.31
gggg }ggg }ggg ;gg?, 16,49 1 15,96 | 16.17 | Nebraskn vsusevesuensoes | 16,74 | 19.88 .| 1704 | 15.43 | 15.34 |18.43 {16.27
. . . 237 1 18.67 11760 | 17.30 | North Dakota. . ... v. | 16.88 | 20.60 | 20.63 | 20.49 | 18.14 |19.03 |19.96
South Dakota . . .. | 22.39 } 24,18 | 24,62 | 22,89 | 22,39 |20.18 ! 18.97
19.83 [18.32 | 23,78 |17.43 | 19,00 | 25,01 |17.28
20,42 {24.95 |21.74 {19.97 |18,10 | 18,53 | 18.65 Ninth Circuit
e = R
! AlaSKA .o vs s vsevanayeans | 22,77 12541 }20.94 | 16.04 | 23.58 |31.98 |20.05
; Arlzond v v viiivenaensea. [ 23,81 122,00 ! 2588 | 21.56 | 24,29 |21.40 |19.04
Callfornia:
13,63 13.05 {1699 [17.30 |17.10 }18.77 .| 21,07 Northern voveevsvonsss | 16,15 {1597 | 16,16 | 16,77 | 15,76 |16.28 |[17.24
12,78 115.84 118,48 117.73 120.95 }20.52 {20.57 ERSterfi oo ovesaressse, | 18,86 [ 20,55 | 23,39 | 22,48 | 20,39 |18.26 |19.80
15.15 115.53 118,47 |15.95 |15.28 | 19,85 | 19,16 Central oovvvvevansars | 20,08 | 20.83 | 19.64 | 19,77 | 20,71 ]19.82 |18,73
SOUthern o uvevvevese.s | 2454 | 23.66 | 20,95 {2273 | 10,72 {21.72 |24.63
18,24 119.38 119.69 119,93 122,19 }20.30. | 18.84 | Hawalt.vvveevosonnans., | 22,01 |19.93 {1540 |20.32 | 12,73 [18.62 [19.74
17,74 120.00 118,81 119,90 119.22 117,74 11670 } Idaho.es'vvovvsvvsoasses | 16,05 {1539 {1551 |16.57 |20.39 }16.61 |18,18
19.02 [18.78 {20.61 |22.73 21,52 | 24.85 |23.19 } Montana ...uveveveeoss. | 17,45 10,78 | 20,45 | 17.16 | 18,37 |18.87 |18.80
Nevada oo vevesnnreanss. | 20,28 {2099 | 2265 |23.24 | 23,47 |22.78 |18.22
17.86 116.85 117,83 {21,02 118,56 |17.77 118,01 | Oregon «vevesveeesnssos {1605 {1628 {1596 [16.02 | 16.15 {17.21 {17.00
22,06 [18.32 {2106 {19.99 {21,67 |{20.48 {20.19 | Washington:
19.60 :21.26 {18.96 |[20.27 |20.60 18,72 |18.47 Eastern «ouoveseasevess {1506 |17.16 | 20,18 !19.41 | 21,54 [17.86 |17.18
Western.ovvoevearesss | 2045 | 19,53 | 16,90 {18.96 |20.31 |21.79. [17.92
16.10 {16.31 }16.88 |15.66 |17.07 | 16,86 |18.3B | Guam «,uuuvypevpovneess |20.07 | 1894 {34.50 |60.00 | 14,35 [19,35 [37.86
3122 128.33 {2250 }26.59 124,00 {37.60 |18.26 | Northern Marianas® +...... - - - - - 146,10 |36.40
16.48 {18.10 |18,16 {17.19 }14,39 |18.83 }21.78
Tenth Circuit
12,71 [18.92 118,38 [18.92 |17.89 |18,18 |18.94
21,06 122,42 {24.97 122.82° |21,82 {25.39 |24.85 } Colorado .v.u'vesvenanrnss | 14.63 115,09 | 16.53 |16.77 | 17.76 [17.26 |14.88
KBNSAS+ « v veuvosesavsss |15.83 119,85 |17.62 |16.87 | 17.48 |16.59 |15.90
19.26- 119,28 119.49 |18,24 118,53 ;19.96 |17.97 | New MeXicO.eesonsrness, |15.93 |16.69 | 19,25 | 17.55 | 16,55 |20.56 |[15.46
13.42 {15.90 119.80 {17.94 |20.52 [19.21 [18.28 | Oklahoma:
15.46 {19.06 122,47 122,81 123.89 22.82 121.63 Northern oo vevesvoess | 27,92 |20.28 | 16.37 | 19,89 | 14,35 }16.89 {12.68
14.20 |21.92 122,87 123,67 126,14 |26.77 |27.86 Eastern «ovvvuanasns. {21,893 [17,57 {14.80 |14.69 [18.59 16,01 |13.54
27.54 {21.78 126,57 |21.43 30,06 }34.74 [25.39 WeStern .o vveeseseve. | 15,53 17,28 113.56 |13.49 | 12,33 [11.70 |13.53
Utah s eesavnnnasannses | 2140 [18.78 | 19,60 |23.40 | 22,70 [19.51 {17.40
Wyoming «oovevsveneeae. {1180 | F1.67 |12.84 | 12,24 |12.82 |14.35 |11.75

Ipata from 1976 to 1979 was under repgrted,
Pursuant to the Federal District Court Organization Act of 1978 (P.L. 95-409), district

3

boundarles in Ilinols were chapged. Only data since passage of that legislation is shown.
The District of the Northern Marianas was established on January 8, 1978,
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Table 10

United States Distriet Courts
Percentage of Jurors Selected Or
Serving On Jury Triels
For the Twelve Month Perlods Ended June 30, 1974 - 1980

District 1974 1975 1876 11977 1978 11979 11580 Distriet 1874 {' 1975 | 1976 | 1877 } 1978 I 1979 | 1980
P e B R ! et P e e et A TR e L THa T SR L T [ S ] S i P B
National Average . .+« .. . | 58.3% | 60.1% | 60.2% | 60.4% | 60.5% | 59.2% | 60.9%) Sixth Cireuit i : f
Distriet of Columbla....... | 54,8 | 63,1 | 58.2 | 563 | 61.8 | 570 | 605 | yentucky: | : ‘
BOSLOPN o s o v envensesss |51.3% | 54.5% | 56.6% | 58,3% | 61.8% | 68.2% | 70.1%
First Circuit Western s s sesaveesasos | 45,7 ; 444 1633 | 539 | 5L0 |50.0 !43.2
. B ! |
MBINE o vvvvaronenoannss] 827 | B22 | 830 | 540 | 741 | 718 | 75.0 M‘;’},’g‘;‘;;, evrvenenennes 68 lesa ez | o4 Tesz | 623 | 06
Massachusetts «.. ..., 62,6 | 66,0 | 684 | 71.0 | G7.7 | 689 ; 66.0 WESLEIM . oo sevnnesooss | BB.8 [ 814 | 724 [81.9 733 : 641 | 73.0
New Hampshire oo vovvvane | 72,2 | 72,2 | 682 | 588 | 53.0 | 64.5 | 747 | guio ; ; .
RhodeIsland .. ,..00vvue. | 80.8 | 784 | 72,5 [ 775 | 829 | 81,7 | 79.1 Northern oo 61,2 | 541 1813 | 544 , 50.9 | 66,4 | 54.2
Puerto RICO cuwevsensesas | 547 | 515 | 35,0 | 43,3 | 44,5 | 49.1 | 51.2 SOULRGTD +vveivrverers [ B85 | OT8 | 67.6 | 680 /704 | 674 1640
Second Cireuit o s e vveanernns |03 50 | 613 [625 [631 | 6Ld | 719
MIAAIC . s v e vsunennases 1534 1538 1532 1489 . 547 | 585 | 485
ConneetieUt v oo v vvennvnas ) 73,6 | 708 | 75,3 | 70.7 | 861 | 74.0 ; 77.9 WESLErn oo v venssnas | 705 66,3 | 70.0 | 69,1 | 68,3 | 65.7 | 69.7
New York: s1.0 | 4 0 J, {
Northern «uovevvensnse | 6.2 64.8 66.1 46.3 B 2 63. . |
EGSLer o1 vvvnvvvesna. | 576 1 60.9 | 59.6 | 53,7 | 55.9 | 59.0 | 54.0 Seventh Circult ! ! {
SOUthernl «uvsuvervanas | 43.4 | 487 | 526 | 542 | 515 .| 524 | 49.2 || jynois i ! i
Western. e vuvonnsas | 647 | 708 | 706 |70.2 | 89,3 | 701 [ 70.0 NOFEHEIT o oo vvvvessres | 64.6 | 63.8 | 58.3 | 63.6 | 62,1 1 56,6 | 60,6
Vermont v.eoeeveoreases | 547 | 550 | 56.4 | 61.3 | 60.8 | 57.3 | 70.8 COntral? o vnrnnnvnes - - - - - 1§57 | 664
IS G - Southern® ....iviivinn - - - - - 1540 1 643
‘Vhird Circuit Indinna: ‘ i |
Northern oo ovveveasass:| 45.6 J 49,2 | 42,8 | 50,1 | 53.1 | 63.5 ‘ 56.8
Delaware.sovoeeonnseass | 563 | 62,7 | 60,5 | 60 | 70, 67,2 1 71,2 SOULHOIT « eeeosvesnves | 631 | 60.6 | 637 | 606 { 80.6 ] 61,2 | 62.4
New Jersey oovvevsevenss 743 | 73.6 | 72,5 68,9 | 645 | 67.0 | %6 {| wisconsin: i i
Pennsylvenia: Fastern «ovivessveooss | 566 | 60,4 1 69.1 | 68.0 | 63.3 @ 70.6 | 69.2
Eastern «ivouvvoeeanae i 51,5 4 56.2 522 | 55,8 | 50.6 | 45.9 | 50.3 WESLCM e e vnvvervsnves | BT7 728 67,9 | 703 | 782 | 714 | 76.2
Middle. ooussposeeanee 782 | 77.0 | 72,0 | 760 | 773 | 752 | G9.1 e | - e %rw—-——
WeSterN oo vervavrsnses | 56,2 | 55,5 | 497 | 56,6 | 57.4 | 53,8 | 64.9 Elghth Cireult I | ‘
VirginIslands v oo veivueas | 494 | 488 | 541 | 48,8 | 54.6 J 59.0 ! 58,2 : :
LLEH
Fourth Circuit I Ar'fz‘:;;mm Ceesersseeas. (553 1547 1559 | 572 | 5L3 | 59.0 T 57,7
WeSterno s s evoenoneoes | 537 | 531 | 63,8 | 587 | 644 i 626 | 66.9
MErYland oo eeuvuveonsane | 676 | 62,7 | 67.8 | 546 | 669 | 59.6 | 65.7 {| yowas i
North Carolina: NOFLhErn oo voveeovsoes | 654 | 6B [ 576 | 65.1 { 455 © 619 | 64.0
Eastern «vessssrseeoes | 625 | 63.4 | 60,4 592 | 60,3 | 624 | 765 SOULHCIN +eevvnernvons | TAL | 40,9 | 67.4 | 69,3 | 68.0 1 6l.4 | 63.1
Middle.oooanoeneness | BT 1 637 696 | 731 | 661 1 7T {761 ) Minnesola seeseveeeeane. ) 569 [ 714 | 877 | 604 | 607 | 599 | 611
Western,oovveiveensee | 747 4.7 78.6 76,3 77.3 75.8 81.2 Missouris ] !
South Carollna +ovvsvres.. | 56,0 | 63.4 69.2° | 710 [ 773 | 72.2 | 74.8 EOSLerN v vvvevansvens + 506 | 59.4 | 552 | 54.9 | 57.4 | 57.3 ! 58.8
Virginia: WeSterne v e vavoseseens | 472 | 455 | 4655 | 48,3 | 584 | 56.6 | 684
Enstern vovovueenaeane 437 [ 484 0 53,9 49,2 | 548 | 625 | 558 || Nebraska «eeeseseersnens | 53,8 | 619 | 52,6 | 57.8 | 56.6 | 49.7 | 50.9
Western...ooovenena,s [ 486 ! 513 1523 576 | 502 1519 [50.8 )| NorthDakotfies.vsesussss | 745 | 577 | 588 | 613 | 656.8 | 553 | 55.6
West Virginia: South Dakota vy svveveonns | 46,3 | 42,2 | 43,5 | 48,7 | 50,3 | 56.9 | 54.4
Northerfl o ovvvovaensss 58,8 | 63,1 [ 390 | 60,5 | 555 | 46,8 |54.0 e
SOUthern vsvvevsvsaes {556 | 443 {514 | 479 {585 |60.7 |68.7 Ninth Circuit
I - R
Fifth Circuit T ABSKA o« 4 v vvesennsoness | 501 | 49,5 | 62,3 | 63,9 | 52.5 | 38.0 | 63.1
APIZONA v v eevnsvenessas | 505 | 539 | 456 | 474 | 49,6 | 59.5 | 63.3
Alabama: California:
Northern vovsvssvsnae. | 60.8 | 71,0 1563 1537 | 568 | 54.6 |53.3 Northern s eveveveseers | 67.6 | 65,8 | 66.8 | 65.9 | 69.3 | 65.6 ; 65.1
Middle's s ssesanennns. | BLO {782 737 (750 [73.3 1730 |72.3 EnStern oo evveserasse. | 584 |'554 | 534 | 53,5 | 59,3 | 594 | 58.4
Southern ...e.vvvees.a | 728 1 73.4 | 850 4808 | 81.0 1685 {762 Comtral sovvevesvsenss | 610 { 62,0 | 624 | 61,3 | 61.7 | 57.5 | 63.3
Florida: SOULHErN +eesevsvrooss | 501 | 636 | 60,8 | 60,1 | 656 | 58.7 | 49.5
Northern ......e0vuv.. | 68,3 1 68.6 1 68.2 | 68.7 1604 |'6L7 [67.5 || Hawallesvooeoosunsnasn, | 544 | 582 | 650 | 58,1 | 675 | 61.2 | 50.3
Middle.svs ovaesenns | 681 | 660 {685 |67.0 |647 1686 |682 [ ydaho..... weserese | 709 § 60,5 | 695 | 59.1 | 49.5 | 61.0 | 60.8
Southern «vvvvevveseso ) 59,4 | 568 | 58.0 | 52,8 [ 566 [ 526 {527 || MONtANR . ereevesereern. | 50.0 | 5.0 | 6547 | 68.3 | 631 : 559 | 51.3
Georgia: Nevada «ueeversesnesvas | 584 | 592 | 56,6 { 49,4 | 548 © 55.1 | 55.7
Northern ....oovvnnns 1645 1894 1578 156,22 | 53,6 1 57.2 610 || OPeEon sveevesverersens | 56,3 | 545 | 542 | 549 | 64.0 | 56.2 | 62.8
Middle.soouuarennann. [57.2 | 656 |604 [64.9 }60.6 |627 [66.2 /| washington: :
Southern v.voveveessus | 57,2 | 728 {740 {768 [ 719 |70.3 |69.7 EBSICMT o vvsvesnessess | 60.7 | 57,6 | 555 | 58,4 | 56.4 | 60.6 | 63.7
Loulsiana; Westerneoieaaveorsens | 537 55.9 59.9 59.1 62.1 57.0 61,8
Eastern vueouvvvvensnss 1564 | 59,6 | 58,9 58,0 60,4 | 568 |SL1 || GuAM ...eeveieeeseenna | 512 | 567 | 32.8 | 205 | 66,5 | 57.1 | 24.9
Middle! vovivoiiuein.. [ 306 1282 1452 385 [4LT | 277 497 II Northern Marlanas® ... ... - - - - - 1182 {280
Western..o,vveenaseny (585 | 6L [57.8 538 [55.0 ' 551 |50.4 ;
Mississippi: ) Tenth Circuit ;
Northern vovvvvennweas | 705 1700 73,5 |64.2 |68.6 {658 587
Southern +..vevevvanns 1592 | 58,0 [53.8 |58.9 |61.0 {551 [53.2 || Colorado vsevevssevasnes | 68.2 | 64.8 | 578 | 64,5 | 59.8 | 60.7 | 62.4
Texas: KAnsas, ooossesevecvsess | 67,5 | 63,5 | 644 | 63.2 | 66.3 | 655 | 68.5
Northern vo.vvoevennss | 63,6 1 65,2 1633 (692 [671 |6L2 [663 [l New Mexicosesvesevessvs | 647 | 50,6 | 647 | 66,6 | 70.3 | 62.8 | 68.9
Eastern ... 72,1 | 661 629 1659 {585 |60.3 {67.2 || Oklahoma:
Southern . 67.1 | 75.0 |658 [67.3 |584 |62.8 |60.6 NOPEhern v evuesenesss | 337 1 52,7 | 70.5 | 68.0 | 72.9 | 66.8 | 68.7
Western. ... .. 69.1 |63.3 |61.7 |613 [57.9 |56.2 [59.5 47.0 | 547 168.9 | 688 | 60.7 | 69.6 | 79.5
CanalZone .vusvueenve.s | 43,6 |54.8 |46.2 |59.3 {479 |[88.2 [51.0 67.9 | 62,3 | 69.6 | 70,8 | 77.6 | 76.3 | 74.5
61.3 | 649 | 64,8 | 521 | 567 } 655 | 73.1
N Wyoming oovvvvevesoasss | 73.8 | 671 | 70.6 [ 68,2 | 674 [ 714 | 72.2

Inata from 1976 to 1979 was under reported.
Pursuant to the Federal District Court Organization Act of 1978 (P.L, 95-409), district
boundaries in Illinois were changed. Only data since passage of that legislation Is shown,

‘The District of the Northern Marianas was established on January 8, 1978,
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Table 11

United States District Courts

Percentage of durors Not Sclected, Serving or Challenged
For the Twelve Month Perfods Ended Junc 30, 1974 - 1980

iy
At '

District 1974 1977 1978 1979 19804 Distriet 1974 1978 19804
Total all districts . .., ..., | 265% 24.1% | 24.0% ) 24.6%] 23.1% Sixth Circuit

District of Columbia........ | 314 28.0 {227 | 28,5 | 25.5 | Kentucky:

Enstern ..vvuevivavans 39.4% 8 28.3% 18.0%
First Circuit Western..... Seeerein 36.2 2 31.9 37.1
Michigan:

Malne vvovianiiieninen, 3.9 33.9 7.8 14.0 9.4 Eastern . ..vivenvnneds 28.8 8.0 204 23.1

Massachusetts «oovivevensy 27.9 16.3 20.0 22,3 23,6 Western....oiveennnns 4.2 8.3 14,2 15.7

New Mampshlre ...... 12,7 23.5 20.1 20.7 9,8 | Ohio:

Rhode Island . vcusens 105 12.7 10.1 6.0 2.0 Northern . ivuvvieneess 31.0 6.6 29.5 35.3

Puerto Rico v vevinns 29.1 43.0 414 38.0 24.2 Southern «voveusnvvnve 20.8 8.5 175 22.7
Seeond Circuit Eestern eovovoennanein 247 24,6 17.1

. Middle .. ovvervrennane 33.6 334 40.6

Conneeticut v . a0t reerans 12.0 8.7 6.8 8.7 5.7 Western.v. e vvunnens 11.8 13.6 12,6

New York:

Northern. . . 25.8 45.6 33.9 38.4 29.9 Scventh Cireuit

LEastern ... 29,4 32.8 29.4 24.0 30.4

Southern . Loe 1440 30.2 334 31.5 35.2 | Ilinois:

WesterRoe v iveennonns 26.9 20.9 20,7 18.5 20,1 Norlher&x ............. 254 27.1 26.8

Vermont +ouvveieesnnnnns 319 25.4 28.6 32.0 19.3 Central® cvvoiisvaansen - - 16.0

Southern® ...ciiiuenan - 17.8
‘Third Circuit Indiana:
Northern coovivvnnennn 34.7 24,6 27.6 28.6

Delaware v vveiveevneann 6.1 154 8.7 13.9 114 Southern v.vvvurvinnnn 22.5 21.7 24.4 23.7

New dJersey «ooveeveeranns 14,2 20.2 25,2 21.9 16,4 | Wisconsin:

Pennsylvania: Eastern o covuenvonnans 23.6 25.7 14.4
Eastern covevvnvavanane 33.4 25.1 30.5 35.1 316 Western.ooeueeisnenas 8.7 5.0 4.7
Middle . .oeveerrcnennen 8.2 8.8 8.9 74 13,1
Westernovivrensrnaraes 27.9 27.1 [234 {267 {109 Eighth Cireult

Virginslands « o .o vvvsnas 214 29.9 1239 17.6 14,8

Arkansas:
Fourth Cireuit Eastern «ovveeeuenrase 19.2 26.9 18.9
Western...oovvuennnne 18.7 103 11.1

Maryland o oo oo aionanans . 1158 313 |15.8 231 | 276 |lowa: )

North Carolina: Northern voueesenenesn 17.3 34.8 13.8
Eastern ovoeiveevoeanss 274 317 25.9 23.6 14.3 Southern «...ouveuinn, 9.5 13.1 20,1
Middle. . 13.0 13.6 15,9 8.1 11,4 |Minnesota .....cuuenenns 184 22.8 24.2
Western . 15.5 12,9 13.2 164 10,1 | Missouri:

South Carolina 25.8 15.8 12.6 154 13.5 Eastern . o.oivvnevnenn 249 22,0 21.5

Virginia: Western, ..ooovvenenss 27.1 247 16.2
Eastern .o.vvvevenonnns 234 14.0 11.9 170 14,7 }Nebraska .o vcvvvvenenenas 31,2 26,7 28.3
Westerive v evrieeennasns 134 5.1 23.3 9.1 12,2 [NorthDakota ...vvvuu'vune 14.2 24.8 13.6

West Virginia: South Dakota ...coveueuns 33.8 28.5 22.5
Northern ..oovvvvvennnn 21.0 14.8 18.5 24.3 16.1
Southern ....vuvenennss 23.6 28.3 194 19.1 15.0 Ninth Cireuit
Fifth Circuit Alaskf s v oveviiviieneain 43.7 25.6 22.6 323 82.5 20.1

APIZONE v o v v vvavonsnnnns 26.3 24.5 15.6 24.3 19.8 16.0

Alabama: California:

Northern ..., 174 26.9 23.6 23.9 22.6 Northern ¢ .covveneenn 20.5 21.5 214 173 21.8 21.6
Middle, ... 84 13.9 145 14.5 8.0 Ensiern covevvvnonsnns 29.2 34.6 37.0 24,9 25.2 28.2
Southern .. 10.4 6.2 4.4 17.7 43 Central ... .. 130,0 277 284 29.5 32.8 25.7

Florjda: Soulern venvuescannss 28.3 20.5 229 18.4 24,2 31,2
Northern 20.6 158 238 20.7 23,0 JHawaii....coovvineinnn, 35.2 8.7 8.3 1.3 4.2 8.3
Middle..oeerrancoonaas 19,2 20.6 21,3 16.1 179 lldaho.......c.vviuvenne 17.7 20,0 22,8 34,7 19.6 18,7
Southern 23.8 34.0 26,0. | 32.0 34,5 |Montama .........00000 30.9 23.3 17.4 22,7 30.9 23.6

Georgia: Nevada ... .ovvuvnennnns 19.1 28.3 388 |304 279 24.3
Northern . . 15.9 18,7 24.0 26.1 24.2 219 JOregon ...v.ivevecenian 24.3 22.6 22,7 19,2 24,1 18,2
Middie.,... 16.5 104 11.8 14.6 15,1 13,5 |Washington:

Southern 22,6 6.4 5.6 10,5 111 7.4 Eastern ... .00 ievan 17.1 20.0 210 18,0 18.1

Louisizna: Westerncooevivionnnns 26.0 21.6 22,1 20.9 18,0
Eﬂsterli 19.4 17.7 17.8 19,7 20,9 28,1 [Guam ... venananen g 33.2 57.9 63,1 30,7 54.7
Middle 44.7 48.8 28.1 17.0 33.2 23,3 | Northern Mariana Istands”. . . - - - j100.0 31.4
Western 30.6 20.9 24.6 23.0 27.1 29.7

Mississippi: Tenth Crreuit
Northern vvevenvavsases 11.8 9.2 16,6 13.3 12.9 18.4
Southern «.ovsenennanss 28.0 26.8 25.0 26,1 30.2 28,5 [Colorado . evovveeennnne 14.8 23.9 18.6 23.2 14.3

Texas: KBnsas. «covvenneconenan 16,5 20.2 214 18.6 17.0
Northern . ovevuvenesnss 19.1 18.5 17.5 20.0 24.4 22,0 |New Mexico.veeuivsevonns 18.2 14.3 15,6 13.4 8.7
Eastern ... 15.0 19.1 26.3 22.5 16,8 |Oklahoma:

Southern 12.7 20.8 26.9 24.2 25.9 Northern «.v.ovevanenne 52.3 12.3 174 11,5 215 15.9
Western . 164 21.6 24,1 26.7 24.6 39.8 18.2 13,1 21,2 9.7 1.1
Canal Zone .. 29.2 34.7 25.9 324 15.6 20,9 12,6 14.2 6.7 8.1 8.9
27.6 214 36.8 30.9 14,2 7.9

15.6 13.9 21,2 18.7 147 13.6
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legislation is shown,
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Data from 1976 to 1879 was under reported.
Pursuant to the Federal Distriet Court Organization Act of 1978 (P. L. 85-409), district boundaries in linois were changed.

‘The Distriet of the Northern Merlana Islands was established
1980 data excludes jurors in trave status.

on January 8, 1878,
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THE EFFECT OF THE SPEEDY TRIAL ACT OF 1974
ON GRAND JUROR USAGE

By law every defendant charged with an offense is to be brought to trial within a

specified time limit. Pursuant to the August 2, 1979 amendments to the Speedy Trial Act of

1974, the original time limit of 30 days from arrest to indictment continues. The former ten

day interval from indictment to arraignment has been merged with the 60 day arraignment to

.41 interval resulting in a 70 day interval from indictment to trial. Altogether, 23 reasons

for delay are applicable to the two time periods. When delays to the time intervals are

approved, they extend the time the defendant is under prosecution since the excludable time is

deducted from the 30 or 70 day period of prosecution.

In 1980, an average of 2.48 defendants were indicted per grand jury session. This is

almost half the number of defendants indicted in 1976 per grand jury session. Grand jury

sessions convened rose to 10,338 compared to 8,404 in 1976, an increase of 23.0 percent. It is

1 1
more efficient to summon grand jurors to hear evidence in at least two cases for a full day's

work, rather than calling them in an hour at a time for individual cases. This is not a

significant problem in large metropolitan courts; however, in a distriet which does not have a

heavy criminal caseload, the. U. S. Attorney cannot wait to present two or three cases at one

grand jury session because of the risk involved in not meeting Speedy Trial time

requirements. Since grand jurors must be called in to hear evidence in a single case, grand

jury sessions in a district with a low criminal caseload wili be "short" and not optimally

efficient.

The first interval from arrest to indictment affects the calling of the grand jury.

Although this time interval can be extended by 30 days (Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3161(b)), only

51 extensions were granted during the twelve months ended June 30, 1980. With a majority of
defendants indicted in 30 days or lesé this time constraint results in more grand juries being

called more often to hear evidence for fewer cases.
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As a result, the national grand jury statistics are affected. Indeed, the number of grand
jury sessions convened nationally has increased 23.0 percent in 1980. The average number of
hours per grand jury session has decreased slightly from 5.33 hours in 1976 to 5.24 hours in
1980. As anticipated, more jurors were brought in for more grand jury sessions in 1980 than in
any of the previous years. This trend is expected to continue.

Further discussion of the effects of the Speedy Trial Act can be found in the Sixth

Report on the Implementation of the Speedy Trial Act of 1974, Title I, September 30, 1980,

published by the Administrative Office of the U. S. Courts.

JUROR UTILIZATION CHECK SHEET

The Juror Utilization Check Sheet, which follows, is the end result of the study of the
various juror utilization problems encountered by the district courts. This is made possible by
the steady communiecation of various distriet courts with the Administrative Office conecerning
juror utilization. The check sheet lists 14 basic positive factors which tend to result in a low
Juror Usage Index. Also shown are the 14 counterparts to these positive factors which haver an
adverse effect resulting in a high J.U.I. Because each of the 95 district courts have variations
in local rules and practices, this listing is not meant to include all possible factors affecting a
distriet's juror utilization performance. Rather, it should be used as the starting point to
isolate and study the individuai aspects of a distriet's juror utilization program. Once a court
has determined the practices or conditions that exist in its jury program, it ean proceed to
isolate those areas which may require changes or modifications to improve the utilization of

petit jurors.
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CHECK SHEET ON JUROR UTILIZATION FACTORS THAT MAY HAVE AN EFFECT ON THE
JUROR USAGE INDEX

POSITIVE FACTORS

ADVERSE FACTORS

O 0O 4d bbb o oo

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

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

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

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

Use of multiple voir dires in the jury
selection process.

Reduction in voir dire panel size.

Use of civil juries of less than twelve
members.

Reduction in the number of challenges
allowed.

Established deadlines for settlements
or pleas.

Extensive and good use of pretrial
hearings in civil cases or omnibus
hearings for criminal defendants.

A predominantly civil trial calendar -
70% or more of all jury trials.

Back up trials set so that a jury
panel for the first case may still be
used if this first 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 criminal cases..

6

7

14

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

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

Each judge using 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 challenges.

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

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

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

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

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

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

O doodt o o odi

O O

NOTE: Factors are randomly listed with no order as to significance.
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Section II
JUROR COSTS

Approximately $33,622,100 was expended to petit and grand jurors during the year
ended June 30, 1980. This figure is a 31.4 percent increase over the $25,594,000 paid to jurors
in 1979. The amount paid to petit jurors was $24,759,200 or 73.6 percent, while $8,862,900
(26.4 percent) was paid to grand jurors.

The accompanying chart shows a breakdown of all juror expenditures into the various

payment categories.

HOW JUROR DOLLARS WERE SPENT

IN THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1980

Total Juror Expenditures: $33,622,100
Grand Juror Expenditures: 8,862,900
Petit Juror Expenditures: 24,759,200

Attendance — 18.3%

Subsistence — 1.9%

Miteage — 6.0%

Other — 0.2%

Other — 4.4%

i — 16.
Attendance — 50.8% Mileage — 16.1%

Subsistence -~ 2.3%
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GRAND JUROR COSTS

A total of $8,862,900 was expended for grand juror activity for the twelve month period
ended June 30, 1980. This figure is a 31.7 percent increase over the $6,730,500 paid during
1979. Grand juror payments are divided into the categories of attendance, mileage,
subsistence, and other miscellaneous expenses. A substantial 69.3 percent of the $8,862,900
was expended for juror attendance fees of $30 per juror per day (excluding federal employees
who do not receive this payment). Of the total amount, $2,036,500 or 23.0 percent, was
expended for mileage and toll payments. Approximately $629,500, or 7.1 percent was spent on
the subsistence of grand jurors. Payments in the final category of other miscellaneous juror
costs equalled 0.6 percent of the total amount expended.

The average cost per grand jury session in 1980 was $857 compared to $687 in 1979.

The average cost per grand juror day inereased from $35 in 1979 to $43 in 1980,

Table 12
United States Distriet Courts
National Grand Juror Payments
For The Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1976 - 1980

1980 over 1979
Grand Juror Percent
Payments 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 Increase | Increase
Total Payments . ... $4,662,200  $4,992,400  $4,645,400  $6,730,500  $8,862,800 $2,132,400  3L7
Attendance ..... 3,578,200 3,799,400 3,536,000 4,925,600 6,141,300 1,215,700 24.7
Mileage . ... .... 846,600 912,700 847,100 1,389,000 2,036,500 647,500 46,6
Subsistence ..... 237,500 280,300 250,900 403,200 629,500 226,300 56.1
Other*......... - - 11,400 12,700 55,600 42,900 - 337.8

* "Other" miscellaneous payments for the comfort and convenience of grand jurors were available for the first time in 1978.
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’ Table 13 !
Table 13 ] United States Distriet Courts {
United States Di'strict Courts { Grand Juror Expenditure Breakdown :
Grand Juror Expenditure Breakdown For the Year Ended June 30, 1980 ;
For the Year Ended June 30, 1980 (Continued) H
i
Percentage of Estimated Total : i
Expenditure for: = Percentage of Estimated Total i
Est. Total : Expenditure for: i
District Expenditures |Attendance | Subsistence | Mileage Other Est. Total ! i
2 0.6 District Expenditures -| Attendance | Subsistence Mileage Other !
PO 0 . £
Total All Distriets ....... | $8,862,900% 69.3 7.1 23. - — 3
55 0.0 Sixth Circuit o
District Of Columbia ....... | 318,800 94.5 0.0 : : Kentueky |
CKYy: i
i
irst Cireuit Bastern . cvovvinnnennen $ 79,200 71.2 0.3 26.2 2.3 i
First Circui . 00 P Western...............| 34,500 80.0 0.0 20.0 0.0 ~:
¢ 1 18,400 64.4 4. . . Michigan:
II\\/I/I:]srs‘sehusetts ceiiiiiiiil] sovB00 77.2 0.0 22.8 0.0 / Eastern . .............[ 225,300 1.4 0.1 28.0 0.5
New Hampshire ......00... 20,900 69.7 3.9 26.4 0.0 i Western............... 42,300 59.6 7.0 32.8 0.6 !
Rhode Island ....... e 35,200 84.8 0.0 14.8 0.4 ; Ohios 1
PuertoRico...ovvvvvvenn. 74,300 48.9 34.7 16.4 0.0 ‘ Northern ........ cenees 195,800 64.4 8.3 27.3 0.0 s
! Southern .............. 101,300 67.1 9.6 23.3 0.0 H
Second Cireuit Tennessee: 3
. Eastern «..o.uvevinn.., 13,800 70.9 0.5 28.6 0.0 !
Connecticit . v vvveenn.. ... | 142,100 78.9 0.0 19.5 1.6 | Middle . «vuurnernnnn.. 74,300 60.9 0.0 39.1 0.0 !
) : Western........ccovu. 51,000 77.2 0.0 22.8 0.0 . -
Negoffﬁgén s 66,300 79.2 0.0 19.7 L1 ' ' |
Eastern ......ovevennnn 531,000 81.3 0.0 18.2 0.5 Seventh Circuit
Southern .....ovevvenne 706,200 83.% 0.0 16.0 0.2 L
Western, .......... [ 130,500 7.7 0.0 18.9 3.4 . 1linois: 5
Vermont +..ceovuveeensnn 35,600 76.8 0.6 21,8 0.8 : Northern .....¢vovvuvun. 306,200 80.4 0.5 19.0 0.1 ;
Central . ...oovnevennn. 62,200 54.3 8.4 36.6 0.7
Third Cireuit i Southern .............. 54,900 54.4 26.2 19.2 0.2
Indiana: ;
33,000 73.0 0.0 23.4 3.6 Northern .............. 58,900 51.6 21.3 27.1 0.0
gmiiseey .| 243,000 79.2 9.2 20.6 0.0 Southern ..............| 145,200 50.2 27.7 22.1 0.0 ‘
.-ln--.----n. Wisconsin: 5
nia:
Perﬁn;sﬂl; . eee. | 297,400 75.4 1.1 23.5 gg Eastern vovoveunnans.. 78,400 56.3 17.5 25.4 0.8 4
2 R 67,200 68.6 2.0 26.2 . Western............... 50,900 41.8 27.8 30.4 0.0 N
Westorn 1200l 1987200 63.8 13.5 22.1 0.6 o : ) ]
Virgin Islands s oo e v v v envane - 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 Elghth Circuit
Pourth Circuit A 20,900 55.6 8,5 34.7 1.2
g L I I A PP ) . . . . i
Maryland . .. | 213,300 63.2 4.2 32.2 0.4 ; ; Western. .....ouuenn... 19,000 45.4 26.1 28.5 0.0 f
e . .‘. ----- . LR ; IO‘Va: 7%
N Carolina: i
o[}‘Ztahste‘li'no. S re e e e e e 28,400 50.6 15.9 33.5 0.0 Northern .............. 30,600 56.2 12.9 30.9 0.0
Middle . oot 23,800 60.7 3.1 35.9 0.3 Southern .............. 19,700 69.1 2.3 28.2 0.4
Western . oo 15,600 66.0 0.0 34.0 0.0 M}nnesqta Ce ettt 98,800 50.4 28.1 21.5 0.0 :
South Carolinc ... .... N 30,100 54.5 15.6 29.9 0.0 Missouri: g
Virginia: - Eastern ........... ..., 61,200 67.4 2,2 30.1 0.3
BASEOMR « v eee e e 100,000 79.7 1.5 95.3 0.5 Western.........v0unt. 33,000 55.3 20.1 24.6 0.0 i
e 59'800 439 96.8 25.3 4.0 Nebraska .. ooovueennnnnn. 48,300 47.1 28.5 24.4 0.0
OSIEIN .. coivntenrnnne ’ North Dakota . ............ 16,200 39.8 22.0 38.0 0.2
West Virginia: 15,000 58.5 9.6 31.9 0.0 South Dakota - . ... 11 110" 541100 362 26.3 34.3 0.2
I R R A L R B A bl A .
00 70.2 2.0 27.8 0.0 ,
Southern . 49,8 Ninth Circuit !
i §
Fifth Circuit ‘ ABSKE . v vte i . 62,200 37.5 25.6 33.4 3.5 :
: ArizZona . ...vvveneni v, 123,400 59.5 12.9 25.1 2.5
Alabama: California: ’ )
.9 14.9 33.2 0.0 2 a:
Northern .....ooronenes T e 118 278 19 Northern ..............[ 128,900 73.4 0.7 25.4 0.5
Middle. ;o eeaneenees T o 164 2001 Lo ; gastern e 72,000 56.0 9.6 29.2 5.2
out’ ’ - entral .. ihiiiiiien ., 349,800 71.0 3.1 25.3 0.6
Flolgfrﬂt-hem L 32,300 60.8 12.6 26.6 0.0 ' Southern .............. 129,400 74.7 0.2 20.2 4.9
NI e 173800 644 115 241 0.0 ‘ Hawaiie.,evuuneeunnen.,, 32,600 65.4 9.1 24.9 0.6
Southern, . . . .. | 280,600 78.6 3.6 17.6 0.2 I8RO . v et veneennnenenns 55,600 41.7 30.3 28.0 0.0
Georaiar persrrre e ? Fl 9 Montana ................ 19,000 40.3 27.0 32.7 0.0
T vvrnenennss | 132,800 64.8 6.9 97.9 0.4 : Nevada «...ovvvunnennn.,. 81,500 82.6 0.3 15.1 2.0
Middle . . ol 50,800 46.4 28.2 25.4 0.0 Oregon .......... Cereean 100,400 48.2 25.6 26.2 0.0
SOUthErn . ...vvneeeeen. | 45,800 41.8 32.7 25.5 0.0 Washington:
Louisianas Eastern ........ Ceesaas 23,900 42.3 18.0 39.1 0.6
Eastorn oo 133,200 71.0 0.2 28.8 0.0 Western...... 50,500 69.1 5.7 25.2 0.0
M e 37300 78.3 0.0 21.7 0.0 Guam ........... v 6,900 88.4 11.3 0.3 0.0
Western . . v oo 93,000 54.6 24.6 20.8 0.0 Northern Marianas ......... 4,300 93.1 0.0 6.9 0.0
Mississippi: ; ireu
Nortggrn B 29,200 50.9 %33 Zligg gg : Tenth Circuit
45.4 6. . . ;
o OUREIR e 61,200 \ . COlOrado v vvsvvsennn... 84,400 46.4 28.0 22.3 3.3
Northern e 94,200 68.3 4.1 27.6 0.0 £ Kansas........... e, 37,200 59.3 10.8 29.9 0.0
Northern ... ... e 37°000 64.0 6.4 27.7 1.9 iy New Mexico.............,. 48,900 46.6 22.3 30.7 0.4
Southern .............. | 168,000 §9.7 1.7 28.2 | 0.4 b Oklahoma:
Southern . St 9e00 9.4 11 24.0 2.5 ; Northern .............. 19,400 74.0 0.0 26.0 0.0
Canrestern . vreves e : 1207 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 i Eastern ,o...vveuaain.. 28,700 45.5 28.2 26.3 0.0
9] b Western............... 52,400 53.6 23.5 22.9 0.0
: [ 50 L2 30,400 66.4 11.1 22.5 0.0
SN Wyoming .......venveen.. 7,600 84.1 6.3 9.6 0.0
{ . * ‘This figure is the total grand juror expenditure for the year ended June 30, 1980 rounded
26 P to the nearest hundred dollars and is more accurate than the sum of the district
B estimates.
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PETIT JUROR COSTS

In 1980, total payments to petit jurors reached approximately $24,759,200, a 31.3
percent increase over the $18,863,500 paid the previous year. Petit juror payments are
categorized as attendance, mileage, subsistence, and other miscellaneous expenses. As shown
below, 69 percent or $17,076,400 was paid for attendance fees amounting to $30 per juror per
day, excluding federal employees. While 21.9 percent, or $5,418,100 was paid for mileage,
only 3.2 percent, or $783,700 was paid for subsistence. Other miscellaneous expenses include
meals and lodging for sequestered jurors, transportation of jurors during the hours of actual
service on a trial, and expenses for the comfort and convenience of jurors. A total of
$1,481,000 or 5.9 percent of the total payments to petit jurors was expended in this category.

The average cost per petit juror per day in 1980 was approximately $41 compared to

$33 per petit juror during 1979. The average cost per jury trial day inereased from $654 to

NP

$770,
Table 14
United States District Courts
National Petit Juror Payments
For The Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1976 - 1980
1980 over 1979
Petit Juror Percent
Payments 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 Increase Increase

Total Payments .... | $15,594,800  $15,282,800 $14,875,400  $18,863,500  $24,759,200 $5,895,700 31.3

Attendance ..... 12,057,700 11,600,800 11,283,000 14,241,900 17,076,400 2,834,500 19.9

Mileage + o o0 o v 2,623,100 2,597,500 2,525,200 3,675,100 5,418,100 1,743,000 47.4

Subsistence ..... 398,200 355,100 358,400 563,900 783,700 219,800 39.0

Other ........., 515,800 729,400 707,800 382,600 1,481,000 1,098,400 287.1
29

Preceding page blank




Co Table 15
: United States Distriet Courts
Petit Juror Expenditure Breakdown
Table 15 For the Year Ended June 30, 1980
United States Distriet Courts (Continued)
Petit Juror Expenditure Breakdown :
For the Year Ended Junc 30, 1980 Percentage of Estimated Total
Expenditure for:
> Percentage of Estimated Total . Est. Total -
Expenditure for: 5 District Expenditures Attendance | Subsistence | Mileage | Other
Est. Total ) ; . .
Distriet Expenditures | Attendance | Subsistence | Mileage [ Other ; | Sixth Cireuit
istri * 69.0 3.2 21.9 5.9 Kentueky:
Total All Distriets ....... | $24,759,200 | Eastern ............... | § 270,800 71.2 0.4 24.8 3.6
Distriet of Columbia........ 228,800 77.6 0.0 11.9 10.5 1 Mig;’]?;ﬁ:n N 127,800 73.8 0.1 24.6 1.5
) L, 4 Eastern ...vvvinneennn. 912,500 69.0 0.6 23.8 6.6
First Circuit _ Western............... 174,800 61.1 4.9 327 | 1.3
i s 48,800 64.6 1.7 30.7 3.0 Ohios
%zls:gcﬁl'xs'e't{s' reeeneene 592,100 74.0 0.0 21.3 4.7 % Northern .............. 322,400 70.4 1.9 24.8 2.9
Massaehusetts ...oooovre e gt 40 392 o7 ! . Southern «............. 175,100 67.9 14 204 | 10.3
e 109,200 82.0 0.0 13.7 4.3 ennessee:
B o e 312,300 47.4 36.4 187 | 25 Bastern ............... 150,400 72.2 0.1 213 | 04
UErto RICO e v v v v svneneons ’ Middle. ovvevnneeeann. 180,700 71.5 0.0 27.7 0.8
nd Cireuit : Western....veveeennnss 182,500 79.3 0.0 20.5 0.2
Connectict . v v veivennens 168,700 7.5 0.0 19.8 2.7 Seventh Circuit
New York: Ilinois:
PPN 99,400 76.3 0.2 22.1 1.4 is:
g:;::ssn e 830:500 79.1 0.0 17.6 3.3 Northern .............. 714,000 77.8 0.3 18.1 3.8
EBSLOM . ovveveienn 1,948,100 68.3 0.0 13.7 18.0 Central ...........u... 129,600 60.7 2.7 32.6 4.0
Sauther . ... . A s8.2 o3 156 | 120 o Southern L.l 94,000 63.5 2.0 32.4 2.1
e . 1 281 36 ndiana:
Vermont «.....iiiiiiinns 83,500 67.0 Northern .............. 133,400 76.8 0.3 17.8 5.1
X . Southern .............. 202,700 64.4 2.1 27.4 6.1
Third Circuit Wisconsin: !
e 36,600 72.8 0.0 23.5 3.7 EBStErn v vvuvvnnnnnn... 116,700 73.8 0.6 20.6 5.0
gzlvf,iv;g:ey. Lt 609:900 71.1 0.1 L 17.2 11,6 Western............... 76,100 69.8 2.9 25.9 1.4
lvania: i ireui
Pe%r:iss);(;lrin [T N 1,417,000 64.5 2.1 20.6 123 Eighth Circuit
Middle....ovvvviennenn 295,100 66.3 2.1 6.3 . )
Western. .. coovuevnens 379,,200 67.3 8.1 20.7 2.9 Arl}(zanstas. 6
Virgin Islands 148,200 75.0 0.0 3.7 | 21.8 BSEErN + v vtvuiinasn.n. 168,600 69.3 L5 27.4 1.8
gin ’ Western..v.vvivennnnns 106,000 73.6 0.0 24.9 1.5
. Iowa:
Fourth Circuit Northern .. ............ 50,400 55.8 1.5 28.3 4.4
. 30.9 2.4 Southern .............. 94,000 69.2 2.3 27.6 0.9
Norin Garotinas T 208,600 630 3 Minnesota ............... 252,200 72.2 3.9 208 3.1
Eastern « oo evannnsnn 135,700 74.6 0.0 24.9 0.5 Mlisosutn: 243,30
Middle e 85,500 63.8 4.5 30.9 0.8 SEErN +ovvvtensiuns ,300 75.9 0.6 20.1 3.4
Middle ... voerennneen 92,100 79.3 0.0 207 0.0 Western....ovvuuansnn. 316,000 76.7 1.8 20.4 1.1
South Carolina O 522,400 55.8 6.8 300 | 7.4 Nebraska o .......oooosns, 135,300 59.2 13,2 253 | 2.3
Virginia: AR ! NorthDakota............. 108,300 56.5 14,7 26.7 2.1
]rg:;ttm e 191,900 73.9 0.1 24.6 1.4 South Dakota v oveveevunnn. 178,800 54.8 12,7 30.9 1.6
WeSterN . v v vrvvnennnnns 80,500 66.9 0.3 25.2 7.8 Ninth Cireuit
West Virginia:
59,600 72.7 1.7 24.6 1.0 ‘
Southem Lol 170,300 73.1 4.7 21.3 0.9 ! AlasKa . .o s vuenier . 63,000 65.1 10.8 15.7 8.4
l} Arizong v vu i i i, 297,500 76.0 3.2 16.4 4.4
. A i California:
Fifth Circuit t Northerm v.vvuveveenn.. 640,900 67.5 1.1 20.3 11.1
Alabamas § Eastern ....vovvinvsnnn 119,700 64.2 4.4 29.8 1.6
TN v e 436,000 49.5 20.0 28.8 1.7 Central vovvuvunununn,.s 888,900 65.0 3.3 24.6 7.1
5,?33’1‘5’" RO 111,200 53.6 8.8 32.9 4.7 ! Southern .. ............ 201,600 75.0 0.3 18.3 6.4
Southern «..onvvesnnnn. 153,200 §0.0 10.6 25.0 | 4.4 5 Hawail.....ooeeseiinnn., 50,800 69.2 8.6 2.0 | 1.2
Florida: oo ! Idaho. ..o iviivinnnnenen. 53,600 63.3 6.8 28,7 1.2
Nort'hern eserereaann 87,300 76.3 0.5 22.2 1.0 L‘E I\ilonta_na et enenaneas 93,800 56.5 15.3 27.0 19
Norther v venveesees 472,600 69.1 3.5 24.4 3,0 . Nevada «vvvvevrvnnnnnnn.s 113,800 74.8 4.7 17.8 2.7
Middle. . ooovaennenne Tt o1 T3 16.5 71 ! OFeEON +\vvuvrvninunsns 167,200 69.4 5.9 22.5 2.2
Georgia: AR ; Washington:

. e 536,800 72.8 0.6 24.5 2.1 s Eastern ......ovvuu.n,. 72,300 70.0 7.5 17.5 5.0
Northern .............. 3351200 - o6 22.0 9.5 Western. .............. 183,500 70.5 5.9 20.3 3.3
SOUhErN «.vvusvvnnenns 143,200 56.1 11 15.0 | 27.8 : Guam ............l00000 7,900 87.6 0.0 10.3 2.1

Lovistanas " . Northern Marianas . ........ 11,400 93.9 0.0 4.7 1.4
Eastern .. cvovevevnnnen 486,500 70.9 1.7 25.8 1.6 ; .
Middle..vieevennnnnnns 27,700 80.0 0.0 ;gzlr gg ! Tenth Cireuit
. 0.3 . . ;
Mls";’ggg Cersineaian, 188,800 66.8 8 COLOPAAD + v e veeennrnns 230,100 67.9 9.9 20.1 2.1
: i Kansas. . c.oveievninenrens 183,700 68.3 4.4 27.2 0.1
Northern .o vivvennsns 84,800 58.2 3,2 37.6 1.0 - New Mexico 271’600 592.0 18
H LECEE IR AN B R B A SR . » 2- .
. Sou.thern J 144,600 64.4 5.8 26.9 2.9 g; A ’ 3 8.2 15
e:;a;them o eeesaeeaees 468,200 80.8 0.5 18.7 0.0 1 i Northern .........0uvu 90,300 75.6 0.1 23.6 0.7
Northerti .. vvoerveeees 208,000 71.4 0.9 26.4 1.3 P EAStern vuvevvnvnnenne. 59,500 58.6 4.6 36.8 0.0
EASLOM rrveereenneees 661.400 0.2 0.4 26.5 2.9 [ Western.....o.vvuunn.. 169,100 74.8 0.7 24.1 0.4
WeStern. . .ovvuunerenns 263,200 75.2 0.3 20.8 3.7 . Uteh oovevvnneeennenns 142,300 68.4 6.5 23.5 1.6
caltestern. aninnenns 5,300 98.1 0.0 1.9 0.0 ;o WYOMINg « e vuninvnnenss 63,300 85.8 3.4 9.7 11
"g * This figure is the total petit juror expenditure for the year ended June 30, 1980 rounded to the nearest
P hundred dollars and is more accurate than the sum of the district estimates.
i
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YEARENDED |

JUROR USAGE PROFILE JUNE 30, 1980 o Section II
% JUROR USAGE PROFILES

L1 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L2 | o
N oo EXPLANATION OF ENTRIES ON DISTRICT JUROR USAGE PROFILES
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS .
" Selected T Not Selected,] . _In USAGE Per Per j
Avaable Seyng | Chetienged | Ssrving or | Travel | INDEX TOTAL bl | Pa ; 1. Places of holding court where petit jurors have been in court and available to serve for
p & i jury trial activity.
E 3 4 5 6 7 $ “ | 5] o . -
12 ! 2. Authorized judgeships on June 30, 1980 (does not include senior judges).
T 100 % 8 % 9 % 10 % 11 % Not Selected, Servinads 16 ’:
i P ’ or Uhatongec Lo 3. Total number of petit jurors in court whether "selected or serving," "challenged," or "not
T 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 é selected, serving or challenged." Also includes jurors in travel status.
17 18 g
S TOTAL CIVIL % CRIAINAL T % TOTAL GIVIL % | CRIMINAL | % | 4. Total number of petit jurors who were selected for or serving on one or more trial juries.
N JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS 1 5. Total number of petit jurors who were challenged - either for cause or peremptorily - and
! did not serve on a trial jury.
; NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS 4 Jury
: Per ' 6.  Total number of petit jurors in court who were neither selected, served, nor challenged.
tal No. O No. No. No.On Per J | p J ’ , g
in EIl%lche Julyc‘)l. 1979 Impaneled | Discharged | July 1,1980 ToTAL Session ggc;r 'f
G ' § } 7. . Total number of petit jurors who were required to travel to the place of holding court on
R 27 28 29 30 31 $ 37 38 39 i; the day(s) prior to trial, or travel home following jury service.
A 8 Percentage of petit jurors who were selected for or serving on trial juries.
N 32 33 34 35 36
D For Natitl)gal tProfile , 9.  Percentage of petit jurors who were challenged.
Sessi Jurors | Hours in Avg.Jurors | Avg, Hours Open Foldou :
Convensd Session Session per Session | per Sesslon At Back Cover ’ f 10, Percentage of petit jurors who were not selected, serving, or challenged.
\_ USAGE STATISTICS S - '
11. Percentage of petit jurors who were in travel status.
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ; ) : 12. It is the average number of jurors available in court (whether selected, serving, or
JURYTRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION : challenged, or not selected, serving or challenged) per jury trial per day. The J.U.L is
YEAR . % Not % Total Number of | Numberof | Average | arrived at by dividing the total number of petit jurors available per year by the total
ENDED 'g?r.?fre; i ch&TJnal Selected, Sec'ﬁcmd dé’é‘;% N‘g;beg"’ Sessions | Hours in ﬁg’;’ge{)grf number of jury trial days per year. If a court's index is 20, an average of 20 petit jurors
JUNE 30 Trials | Trials gﬁgﬁg‘ﬁggg Serving Index Jues Canvened | Session Sesslon are in court per jury trial day.
1976 ' A ‘ ‘ : 13. Total estimated expenditure for all petit jurors' expenses which include attendance,
‘ subsistence, mileage and toll costs, and miscellaneous costs.
1977 ; 40 . S - 1 - 14. Estimated cost per jury trial per day.
1978 15. Estimated cost per petit juror per day.
1978 , L , 16. Total estimated expenditure for those petit jurors who were not selected, serving, or
1 1980 + { ) challenged (Box 10 times Box 13).
N _ 17. Total number of civil and eriminal jury trials. This information is derived from the JS-
10, the Monthly Report of Trials and Other Court Activity.
18. Total number of civil jury trials.
; 19. Percentage of civil jury trials (Box 18 divided by box 17).
§ 20. Total number of criminal jury trials.
s
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21.

22.

23.
24.
25.
26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

. Seetion II
JUROR USAGE PROFILES
(Continued)
Percentage of criminal jury trials (Box 20 divided by box 17).

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

Total number of civil jury trial days.

Percentage of civil jury trial days (Box 23 divided by box 22).
Total number of criminal jury trial days.

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

Total number of grand juries that were in existence for one or more months during the
past year (July 1, 1979 through June 30, 1980).

Total number of grand juries in existence on July 1, 1979.

Total number of grand juries impaneled or brought into existence at some time between
July 1, 1979 and June 30,.1980.

Total number of grand juries which were either discharged by the court or which had
served the 18 month statutory period and ceased to exist at some time between dJuly 1,
1979 and June 30, 1980.

Total number of grand juries still in existence on July 1, 1980.

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

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

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

The average number of jurors that participated in each convened session. It is arrived at
by dividing the number of jurors in session (Box 33) by the number of sessions convened

(Box 32). This number will fall somewhere between 16 and 23 as Rule 6(a) of the Federal

Rules of Criminal Procedure requires a grand jury to consist of 16 to 23 members.

The average number of hours for each convened session. Arrived at by dividing the
number of hours in session (Box 34) by the number of sessions convened (Box 32),

Total estimated expenditure for all grand jurors' expenses which include attendance,
subsistence, mileage and toll costs, and miscellaneous costs.

34

e

38.
39.

40.

41,

Seetion I
JUROR USAGE PROFILES
(Continued)
Estimated cost for each grand jury session convened.

Estimated cost per grand juror per day.

A comparison of selected petit juror utilization data for the year ended June 30, 1976
through 1980.

A comparison of selected grand juror data, 1976 through 1980.

COMMENT: A statement is provided for those distriets reporting various occurrences in the
operation of their jury system which have had an effect on their utilization statistics. This
information is obtained from the JS-11 and JS-11G monthly reports provided by the Clerks of
the United States Distriet Courts. The data in this report are compiled by the Statistieal
Analysis and Reports Division.
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JURCR USAGE PHROFILE

22

20

20
10
18
21
22

4
S

MAINE

HUMBER OF JUFIGR D
g Challenaod
S
s
75.0 | 141 | 9.4
6 1273 16 727
2 -
397 119
80.0 3.8 83.1
70.0  33.9  54.0
72.2 7.8 74.1
47.6  14.0  71.8
72.7 9.4 75.0

19.9

2 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

17.69
24.03
17.16
16.79
17.42

e e o s

5.95

]

o |
o
i

|

4
2

YEAR ENDED

JUNE 30. 1280

JUDGESHIPS L 2 |

18,400

14
14
21
14
20

83
88
123
79
119

920 46

5.93
6.29
5.86
5.64
5.95

COMMENT: Despite improvement in the percentage of jurors selected or serving from
71.8 percent in 1979 to 75.0 percent in 1980, and in the percent not selected,
serving, or challenged from 14.0 percent to 9.4 percent, the J.U.I. for this district

rose to 17.42.

This increase may be partially attributed to last minute changes of

plea, an increase in the percentage of criminal jury trials and trials not beginning
on the same day that the jury selection was completed.

A-3

[PPON S



JUROR USAGE PROFILE
L__]_l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

MASSACHUSETTS

YEAR ENDED

JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L_____l.l 0

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
: Selected : Not Selected . In USAGE Per Per
Total ~ ; J ! DEX Trial J
malible | gy 4 ohalenwed | Seninoor’|  gme | W ToTAL | TRl | o
p
E 14,511 | 9,575 1,510 3,426 - $ 592,100 651 41
15.96
T 100 % 66.0 %| 10.4 %| 23.6 u - % No Sefected. Servinags 139,700
T 211 120 | 56.9 91 | 43.1 909 493 54.2 416 145.8
TOTAL “CIVIL T % GRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % | CRIMINAL | %
\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
- NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
Per
/0.0 . No. No. No.O P
in E’)I(-?sttaé:nqe Julg;’ql, 12)79 impaze]ed Dischg(ged July°1, 1380 TOTAL Sesg?cn Jg;gr
G &
R 17 10 7 5 12 $ 301,800 749 39
A
N 403 7,709 1,741 19.1 4,32
D , For National Profile
Sessions Jurorsin Hours in Avg. Jurors | Ava.Hours Open Foldout
Convered Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
1
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
( HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \\
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR % Grimi % Not % Total ber of bet of |  Average.
ENDED | meer | % mre! | seiected. | ™ ST pioage | Number o "Sogsions. | Hours i | Number of -
JUNE 30 P Trials Triais Chéller?ge A Serving Index s Convened Session Sescion
1976 157 74.5 | 21.6 68.4 18.54 13 210 1,055 5.02
1977 169 58.0 16.3 71.0 16.07 14 230 1,082 ¢ 4.70
1978 116 | 72.4 20.0 67.7 18.42 14 249 1,1731 4.71
1979 107 59.8 22.3 68.9 18.17 17 329 1,557 1 4.73
(1980 2 43.1 | 23.6 | 66.0 15.96 37 403 1,741 | 4.32 )
COMMENT: Despite several notorious cases and the practice of calling in large

numbers of prospective jurors

Massachusetts'

when compared to the 1980

J.U.I. of 15.

for orientation at the start of their term of service,
96 was its most efficient since 1974 and ranked 20th
J.U.I.'s of the other 94 districts.
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JURCR USAGE PROFILE

NEW HAMPSHIRE
L2 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

JUDGESHIPS L2 |

R 7L

YEAR ENDED

JUNE

30, 1980

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selgcrzted Shall 3 Ngt Seiected, T in | Llﬁé«gl(i Per Per
y alnenge ervin T i
Avallable | gopying ° Ghallenged Status TOTAL Doy | Day
[»)
E 3,001 2,243 464 293 1 ES 149,300 829 50
T o 16.67 Not Selected, Servi
: 100 % 74.7 %) 15.5 %| 9.8 % - % or Chatlenged P 14,600
T
39 30 | 76.9 9 123.1 180 100 | 55.6 80 44 .4
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL | ~ %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
' Total No.On No. N, No. Per
inExistence | July 1, 1979 impaneled | Discharged | JulyJ, 1880 TOTAL Seseion i
G o
R 1 1 - - 1 P 20,900 871 41
A
N
b 24 510 118 21.3 4,92
For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors { Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N
, JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR o i % Not o Total i ' A
CENDED | R | B GURT | selecteg, | % S0 | o | umberor | "SITORS" | NSERSTS" | Number of
JUNE 30 Trials Trials Cl?eﬁllg'r?ggrd Serving index iﬁ‘lgg Convened Session Hsoé‘égigg’
1676 51 19.6 17.1 68.2 14.75 2 7 35 5.00
1977 37 16.2 23.5 58.8 18.10 1 11 57 5.18
1978 17 52.9 29.1 53.0 25.26 2 12 61 5.08
1979 28 14.3 20.7 64.5 15.48 2 31 177 5.71
980 ' | :
\_i 39 23.1 9.8 74.7 16.67 1 24 118 4,92 ,/
COMMENT: New Hampshire calls in large numbers of prospective jurors primarily

for orientation and instruction which usually adversely affect juror statistics.

This district's J.U.I. of 16.67, however, still compares favorably to the national
average of 18.83.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

RHODE ISLAND

11 PLACESOF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR

ENDED

JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L_2 |

( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Selected Not Selected, In USAGE Per Per
Total i INDEX T Trial J
waie | g Sy | Onaersed | “Senner | Trav oL | Tl | o
P N
E 3,091 2,445 583 63 - $ 109,200 | 546 35
15.46 -
i 100 % 79.%%|  18.95|  2.0% - % N S Chattenged B 2,200
T
38 22| 57.9 16 42.1 200 134 67.0 66 133.0
TOTAL CiviL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CiViL % CRIMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
K NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
) Per
Total No. O No. No. No.O P
in Exiost%nce July%; 1%79 {mpaneted Dischgrged July% K 1880 TOTAL Sesgon Jg;gr
G c'\
R 6 3 3 3 3 < 35,200 749 35
A
N 47 994 298 21.1 6.34
D . - For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Sassion | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
{ , HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
JURY TR!ALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR % Grimi %Not | o Total berof | Numberof | Average
ENDED | ooy | * Shim Selected, | 50| Usage Number of Nmoena | Mo in Number of
JUNE 30 Trials Trials Challengged Serving Index JoBas Convened Session Seecinn
1976 36 52.8 19.5 72.5 15.68 4 40 212 5.30
1877 25 60.0 12.7 77.5 15.58 3 37 219 5.92‘7
1978 38 39.5 10.1 82.9 13.86 & 43 270 6.28
1979 35 48.6 6.0 81.7 16.58 4 42 260 6.19
\1980 38 421 2.0 79.1 15.46 ) 47 298 6.34j
COMMENT: Only 2.0 percent of all prospective jurors in this district were not

selected, serving, or challenged through the use of the multiple voir dire technique,
the code-a-phone, and the availability of backup cases if a scheduled case did not

go to trial.

management with a 1980 J.U.I. of 15.46.

This resulted in this district's continued efficiency in juror
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

PUERTO RICO

l_i_l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L___7_..l

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total Selected Not Selected, In USAGE Per Per
Available or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Serving Challenged Status Day Day
p
E 5,237 2,682 545 1,269 741 55 312,300 {1,358 60
T 22.77 .
: 100 % 51.2 %]  10.4 %| 24.2%| 14.2 % N S Crananged "% 75,600
T
36 14 }38.9 22 161.1 230 109 (47.4 121 52.6
TOTAL CIviL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total No. O No. No. No.O per
in Ex%énce Julyo1, 1379 lmpagemd Dischgrged Julyc1} . 1380 TOTAL sezziron Jg;gr
R 5 3 2 2 3 D 74,300 1,486 73
A —
N 50 1,018 251 | 20.4 | 5.02
D For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session { per Session At Back Cover
\__ USAGE STATISTICS
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS R
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR o O % Not o Total Avera
Numb % ir % S d J ge
SNDED | iy | M| samies | e e | amberor | esmeleed | o | fumer o
0 i Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session
1976 56 58.9 49.0 35.0 31.32 3 44 270 6.14
1977 59 47.5 43.0 43.3 25.08 3 39 230 5.90
1978 46 50.0 41.4 | 44.5 24.09 5 52 330 6.35
1979 47 53.2 38.0 | 49.1 22.71 5 46 237 5.15
1980
\_ 36 61.1 24.2 51.2 22.77 5 50 251 5.02)
COMMENT: A sequestered jury, changes of plea, cases settled at the Tast minute and

a.high‘percer}tage of jurors in travel status prevented Puerto Rico from showing any
significant improvement in its J.U.I. between 1979 and 1980.
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31
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55
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77.9  16.4

39 .70.9

11

4,154

57.6
53.1
48.4
36.5
29.1

CONNECTICUT

747

16

1,235

10.0
8.7
6.8
8.7
5.7

262

5.7

{29.1

19.3

75.3
70.7
86.1
74.0
77.9

302

19.15
21.59
15.08
17.01
15.11

9

5.74

5
11
10
13
17

B

-~
&

VEAR PMD
GHUHE 6 18

; D N Iy N |
S penpe 15

168,700 559 37
9,600

212 70.2 90  29.8

142,100 661 34

66 377 5.71
102 623 6.11
68 349 5.13
134 751 5.60
215 1,235 5.74

Extensive use of multiple voir dire for jury selection and a predominately

civil calendar contributed to Connecticut's low J.U.I. of 15.11, which ranked 13th
when compared to J.U.I.'s for all other districts.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

NEW YORK NORTHERN
L5 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L3 |

2 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
© Total ) Selgcr:ted Chal g Ngt S?lected, T In | L'Jﬁégf T . L Per Per
$ enge erving or Y
Available Serving 9 Challer?ged Strgkt?s OTA Eﬁ?‘ Jé’é‘;'
P
E 2,635 1,660 185 788 2 ES 99,400 715 38
T ? 18.96
. o o P o , o Not S ted,
! 100 % 63.0 % 7.0 %) 29.9 % 0.1 % o S Crattenged. "o 29,700
T
32 19 | 59.4 13 {40.6 139 57 141.0 82 {59.0
TOTAL CIViL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CiViL % CRIMINAL %
_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
"z NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
Total No. O No. No. No.O Per
inExistence | July1,1978 |  Impaneled 7 Discharged | July T, 1880 TOTAL Session e
G q
5 10 4 6 7 3 $ 66,300 677 | 35
A
N
b 98 1,910 340 19.5 3.47
: For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg, Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS {
4 | HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N
JURY TRIALS ' PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR o v % Not o Total A
N % Criminal > Selected Average
ENDED. oﬁl?rey' Jury Selected. Pl B Number of Number of | Nymoer.of Number of
rials Trlale Challenged Serving Index Jutles Convened Sesslon Sessign
1976 18 83.3 23.0 66.1 18.17 7 72 281 3.90
1977 39 43.6 45.6 46.3 23.74 7 63 269 4.27
1978 33 60.6 33.9 57.0 22.38 6 58 282 4,86
1979 | 35 40.0 38.4 | 54.2 19.29 8 72 308 4.28
\_ 1980 32 40.6 29.9 | 63.0 18.96 10 98 340 3.47 )
COMMENT :

The effectiveness of the multiple voir dire technique was counteracted by

many cases that were settled at the last minute or cases in which the defendant pled
guilty after the jury panel had reported for duty.

being not selected, serving, or challenged.

This resulted in those jurors

Also, this district holds separate

orientation days for jurors which further hinders effective juror utilization.

A-12
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

L_2 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

NEW YORK EASTERN

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JupGEsHips 10 1

( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS ﬂ%ﬁgg ESTIMATED PC;?STS Per\
Selected I Not Selected, In
T v INDEX TOTAL Trial | Juror
i | g | oratonsed | “Senbger”| Tt
P ¢
E 25,937 | 14,005 4,051 7,881 - 21 36 ¥ 830,500 684 32
. d, Servi
T 100 % 54,0 % 15.6 %| 30.4 * =% ot osre‘oerfélelenggévmg$ 252,500
' 1
222 114 | 51.4 108 [48.6 1,214 573 47.2 641 162.8
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL i %
5 JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS _/
.
( NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
; ) Per
V No. No. No.O Per J
in EI?stt%lnce Julr;%‘.?g“fs fmpa?\eled Dlschgrged Julyc;, 1380 TOTAL Session E)J;?,r
G &
R 51 28 23 17 34 WP 531,000 734 37
A
N
b 723 14,284 3,210 19.8 4.44 (F)or Nar:ticlngal tProfile
] H pen Foldou
Sonvened Saceion Houre 0 | paSsaasion | por Sossion At Back Cover
| USAGE STATISTICS
/ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
. % 0, Total ber of | , Average
SRR | vumber | % Criminal | TN | teselected | duer | yymberor | WIS | gl | pmber of
JUNE 30 Trials Trials gﬁ;ngﬁgga Serving Index J J?igs Convened Session i
1976 213 74.2 27.1 59.6 22.09 33 538 2,546 4.73
1977 216 60.6 32.9 53.7 23.04 35 477 2,042 4,28
1978 210 64.8 29.4 55.9 22.37 4Q 573 2,453 4.28
1979 232 56.0 24.0 59.0 19.83 48 686 2,773 4.04
1980 222 48.6 30.4 54.0 21.36 51 723 3,210 4.44 )/
COMMENT :

selected, serving, or challenged.

In this district, a large percentage of jurors (30.4 percent) were not
The J.U.I. rose from 19.83 to 21.36 due, in

part, to the presence of a notorious case that lasted two months and required a

sequestered jury.

A-13

This type of case has an adverse affect on juror usage statistics.
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JUROR USAGE PROFIL £
L..J_.J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

NEW YORK SOUTHERN

YEAR ENDED’

JUNE 30, 1980
JUDGESHIPS 127 |

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
 Tota | Selﬁ;&téd m' fenged Nat Selected, | I UsAGE Per Per
v | g, | Chalensed | Cgeningor)  pavor | TOTAL | | e

P
E 46,026 22,663 7,168 16,194 1 55 1,948,100 992 42
T | ) - 23.43 ,
: 100 % 49.2 | 15.6 = 35.2% - % N S Cranangcd "°% 685,700
T
328 187 157.0 141 [43.0 1,964 945 | 48.11 1,019 |51.9
TOTAL CiviL, % | CRIMINAL T TOTAL CIVIL % | CRIMINAL | %
o JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
Total No. O © No. No. on Per
| in Existance Juiyql,1g79 Impageled Dischgrged Jul'y%,?gao TOTAL Sezgiron Jg;?,r
G q:
R 48 29 19 19 29 W 706,200 750 37
A
N 941 19,193 4,512 20.4 4.79
D , For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Sesgion per Session | per Session At Back Cover
: \_ USAGE STATISTICS
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION - GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR 0. 3 OUN 8.

ENDED | TSy | L™ | seleciea, | Seeted | utor | ey of | Numberof | Numberol | fuerage,
JUNE 3C Trials Triais Csﬁg rlg]r?gg{j Serving Index “}3&222 Convened Session Hs?é'éiaé’ﬁr
1976 373 59.8 31.1 52.6 22.88 48 968 3,772 3.90
1977 417 47.2 30.2 54.2 21.46 53 990 4,210 4.25
1978 353 50.1 33.4 51.5 23.41 49 931 4,081 4.38
1979 354 42.4 31.5 52.4 23.07 47 979 4,329 4.42
\\1930 328 43,0 35.2 49.2 23.43 48 941 4,512 4.79 j)

COMMENT: According to several years of juror data, judges in this district
consistently request large panels of over 100 jurors from which selections must
be made. These panels are usually in anticipation of an increased number of

challenges

‘ and excuses.
It is not unusual for ove
to be not selected

Lo D » serving, or challenged.
Juries also unfavorably influenced juror stat

A-14

Often, it takes several days to select these Juries.
r 30 percent of all available jurors in this district
The occurrence of sequestered
istics in this district in 1980.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

NEW YORK WESTERN
L2 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS 3__1I

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED CQSTS
Selected Not Selected in USAGE Per Per
Total ‘ ' NDEX TOTAL Trial | J
pvalablo | g3y | Challensed | Seribgor’|  ravel | | i | e
p
e | 8130 | 5,697 801 1,631 1 & 320,600 794 | 30
20.12 _
.:. 100 % 70.0 ¢ 9.9 o 20.1 ¢ - 9% Not gregﬁéﬁghggavmggaﬁll , 400
T
72 21 129.2 51 70.8 404 151 |37.4 | 253 162.6
TOTAL - CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL cvIL % | GRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \\
Per
t ¥o) No. No. No.O Per
in EI%?e;nce Julr)\/lon 1%79 lmpaﬁeled Dischoarged July?, 1330 TOTAL Sesgion Jg;?,r
G @\
R 9 5 4 3 6 <0 130,500 683 35
A
N 91 3,704 920 19.4 | 4.82
b ] ; i ) For National Profile
Sessions Jurorsin Hours in Avg.durors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Sesslon Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
—
( HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
JURY TRIALS PETIT JURCR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR " % Grimi o Net %, Total , £ Average
ENDED | 'I0r | % Omnal | sclacieq, | * Seleeied | urer | ymir or | mieret | Namberel | ylmiedy
JUNE 30 Trials Trials gﬁ;}’lg’r?gg& Sorving Index %ﬁgg Gonvencd Session é’é‘{;’gg
1976 55 | 65.5 | 19.3 | 71.6 | 20.37 9 185 | 894 | 4.83
1877 71 73.2 20.9 | 70.2 21.60 5 101 448 4,44
1978 64 75.0 20.7 | 69.3 24..00 6 153 756 4,94
1978 54 53.7 18.5 70.1 21.95 9 179 898 5.02
\_ 1980 72 70.8 | 20.1 | 70.0 | 20.12 9 197 920 | 4.82
COMMENT: A majority of criminal trials, last minute settlements,

notorious cases, and a sequestered jury offset what effectiveness the
multiple voir dire technique would have had on this year's juror

statistics.

percent were not selected, serving, or challenged.

Of the 8,130 jurors available in 1980, 1,631 or 20.1

Although several seven member civil juries were reported, New York,
Western has not adopted a local rule reducing the size of civil juries.
The reduced jury size for these seven cases was agreed to by stipulation
of the parties to the Titigation.

A-15
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YEAR ENDED

-

JUROR USAGE PROFILE VERMONT
] 3 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

JUNE 30, 1980 !

JUDGESHIPS L2 1

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total Selected ) Not Selected, in USAGE Per Per
A %ab, or Challenged { Serving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
vailable Serving Challenged Status Day Day
p
E 1,895 1,342 187 366 - EB 83,500 657 44
14.92
“:' 100 % 70.8 5|  9.94] 19.3 4 -~ 4 Not Sefected: Servinags 16,100
T
25 16 |64.0 9 136.0 127 72 |56.7 b5  143.3
TOTAL CIVIL %, CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL [ %
\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Total No. O No. No. No.O P Per
in Exiosté:ance Julyoh 12’79 |mpage[ed Dischgrged July%, 1380 TOTAL Ses:iron Jg;?,r
G N
q 5 3 2 2 3 $ 35,600 727 38
A
N 49 941 222 19.2 4.53
D , : - For National Profile
Sessions Jurorsin Hours in Avg.Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
I\ USAGE STATISTICS
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
| JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR % % Not % Selected J Total Number of | Number of | Average
ENDED | fuy | Sy | Selected, | 207 | iage | Numberof | 'Sesgions | “awsn | Numberof
JUNE 30 Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Joene Convened Session Seasion
1976 42 31.0 31.2 56.4 16.78 4 42 220 5.24
1977 46. 32.6 25.4 61.3 15.89 4 35 208 5.94
1978 24 4.2 28.6 60.8 14.21 4 32 129 4.03
1979 32 15.6 32.0 57.3 17.44 5 41 150 3.66
(_ 1980 25 36.0 | 19.3 | 70.8 | 14.92 5 49 222 | 4.53 )
COMMENT:  Despite Vermont's practice of conducting separate orientation days for

prospective jurors, this district experienced an improvement in its J.U.I. Also,
the percentage of jurors selected or serving increased from 57.3 in 1979 to 70.8
in 1980.

A-16
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

DELAWARE

L_]____.l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED

JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L__3___l

a NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED CO&TS N
Total Selected , Not Sclected, I USAGE Par . | Per
A .ra | or Chalienged Serving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Tria) Juror
vailable Serving Challenged Status Day ;| Day
P
E 967 689 168 110 - $ 35,600 508 | 38
T ) 71.2 o 17.4 v 11.4 « o 13.43 Not Selected, Serving 4.200 i
| 100 % e -t <t - or Challenged $ ’ |
T
18 13 72.2 5 [27.8 72 51 70.8 21 29.2
TOTAL CiviL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CiviL % CRIMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
( NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS N\
Total No. O No. ~ No. No.O P per
inExistence | July 1, 1879 \mpanled | Discharged | July 1, 1980 TOTAL Session | Jrr
G P
R 3 2 1 1 2 $ 33,000 767 42
A
N 43 780 166 18.1 3.86
D - - For National Profile
Sessions Jurorsin Hours in Avg. Jurors | Avg, Hours Open Foidout
Convened Session Session per Session | oer Hession At Back Cover
_ USAGE STATISTICS
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS | )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR oL Crimine % Not 9 Total Al
ENDED ‘2}"}‘3@’ ” (:‘Jr&rxnal Se!qc?ed, o Seg?cted dggg; Numebgr of "'S‘gr;‘;’f,;gf Nﬁgfﬁg’;: f Nu\:r?lgg(‘r;%f
JUNE 30 Trials Trials csﬁéﬁ?,?ggé Serving Index S““J ?igg Convened Session Hé’:sfgigsf
1976 22 68.2 15.2 60.5 17.76 3 49 198 4,04
1977 24 58.3 15.4 60.4 17.94 3 48 179 3.‘73
1978 14 50.0 8.7 70.5 15.16 4 37 120 3.24
1979 27 22.2 13.9 67.2 12.81 3 47 184 3.91
(1980 18 | 27.8 | 1.4 | 7.2 | 13.43 3 43 | 166 | 3.86
COMMENT: From 1979 to 1980 the proportion of jurors selected for trials increased

from 67.2 percent to 71.2 percent.

The presence of a notorious trial for which

Jjury se]gctiqn Tasted two days and last minute settlements, had negative effects
on the district's statistics; however, this district's J.U.I. remained relatively

unchanged at 13.43.

to 967 in 1980, a 35 percent decrease.

A-19

The total number of jurors available fell from 1,499 in 1979
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

NEW JERSEY
l___3__l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L1 |

( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \\
Toial Selected ‘ Not Selecled, In USAGE Per Per
Available or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
ki Serving Challenged Status Day Day
P N
E 15,5651 11,286 1,712 2,553 - é? 609,900 652 39
T 16.61 _
: 100 % 72.6% 11.0%(  16.4 % - % N S Chatianoed "°P 100,000
T
146 83 56.8_ 63 j43.2 936 420 144.9 516 55.1
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS N
Total No. O No. No. No.O Per
in Exi%fi\ance Juiy% , 1379 !mpa(r:eled Dischgrged July%. 1‘380 TOTAL Sezgon Jg;‘;,r
G q
A L 7 6 5 8 $ 243,000 774 | 39
A
N 314 6,184 1,520 19.7 4.84
D > ’ - . For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours inv Avg. Jurors | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convened Sgssion Session per Sesslon | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
JURY TRMLS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATICN GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR : 9 % Not 0. Total Average
ENDED | gy | SR | selecten, | SIS gt ) number o | 'SERARE" | HaLRR" | Nomoer o
JUNE 30 Trials Trials Challenged Serving index Junes Convened Session Session
1976 198 - 59.6 16.2 72.5 18.55 11 243 . 1,186 4.88
1977 210 | 48.6 20.2 68.9 18.87 11 270 1,483 5.49
1978 138 52.9 25.2 64.5 19.87 14 282 1,382 4.90
1979 125 47.2 21.9 67.0 19.17 14 300 1,404 4.68
1980 |
\_ 146 43.2 16.4 72.6 16.61 13 314 1,520 4.84 j
COMMENT: The occurrence of sequestered juries, notorious cases and jurors

who reported unnecessarily are factors which negatively affect juror sta-
tistics and should be taken into account when reviewing this district's

data.

Despite those factors, New Jersey showed a significant decrease in

its J.U.I. from 19.17 Tast year to 16.61 this year. This decrease can be

partially attributed to the extensive use of the multiple voir dire
technique.

A-20
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

PENNSYLVANIA EASTERN

L_,?i_l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L_.___l]g

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
Tota) SIS | Ghatlonged | Semmgor'|  Teavel | INOEX TOTAL Tral | duror
r rave
Avallable Serving FIPnGEE | Challenged status Day Day
P N
E 32,293 16,234 5,818 10,2174 27 501,4]7,000 892 44
20.32 "
T 100 % 50.3 %| 18.0 %| 31.6 %| 0.1 % N S Cinaianed "B 447,800
T
296 231 |78.0 65 [22.0 1,589 1,153 {72.6 436 27.4
TOTAL Civil. % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CiviL % CRIMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
( . NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Per
\ O No. No. No.O P
in EIiosttaelnce Jm';‘ﬂ, 1?:79 Impa(r)\eled Dischgrged July%ﬁ 380 TOTAL Sesg?o" Jgg?,r
G o .
R 15 9 6 6 9 P 297,400 787 39
A
N
378 7,598 .0 . .
D 1,564 20. 1 414 For National Profile
Sessions Jurorsin Hours'in Avg.Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
/ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
. o o % o A
ENDED | 'ynber | Gmnal| oJily | % eeled | gure | pynieror | tmberet | Mumberal | ety
JUNE 30 - Trials Trials gﬁg}’l’gﬁgga Serving Index E‘Jﬁgg Convened Session Hsilgsrgigﬁf
1976 335 30.1 31.9 52.2 19.21 11 260 1,390 5.35
1977 373 26.5 25.1 55.8 18.11 11 304 1,323 4.35
1978 298 30.2 30.5 50.6 20.42 15 357 1,628 4.56
1979 283 25.8 35.1 45.9 22.18 15 377 1,667 4.42
1980 296 22.0 31.6 50.3 20.32 15 378 1,564 4.14
o « J

COMMENT: This district reported a notorious case, a number of sequestered
juries, including one highly publicized case in which a 16 member criminal

Jjury was sequestered for four weeks.

Highly publicized cases usually adversely

affect juror statistics, but Pennsylvania, Eastern showed a slight improvement
from last year despite these occurrences.
rule that allows six member civil juries but as in previous years, several civil
juries proceeded with 10 to 12 jurors.

A-21

This district also has a local court
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE
.3 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

PENNSYLVANIA MIDDLE

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L5 |

JUROR USAGE PROFILE

PENNSYLVANIA WESTERN
L2 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR

ENDED

JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS (10

minute settlements and pleas.

Sequestered juries and jurors not notified

about cancellations also caused the J.U.I. to increase. . The multiple voir
dire technique generally improves juror utilization but can be counteracted

by such

events.

A-22

f NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total SIIOd | hallenged | Qervimgor’|  Travel | INDEX TOTAL Tral | Jduror
y ving o rav
Avallabie ‘ Se?\;ing aflenge Ch;lliar?ged Statues Day Day
P
c\
E 6,034 4,171 1,062 792 9 P 295,100 1,043 | 49
T 00 o o o o 21.32 Not Selected, Serving
[ 1007 69.1"°| 17.6 "} 13.1 ° 0.2 *° or Challenged 38,700
T
50 36| 72.0 14 28.0 283 173 61.1 170 pB8.9
TOTAL, CIVIL CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
a NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
Per
Neo. O No. No. No.O P
in EIiostélnce July01, 12)79 [mpagemd Dischgrged July%, 1380 TOTAL Sesgiron Jg;gr
G &
R 6 4 2 2 4 W 67,200 921 45
A
N
D 73 1,488 423 20.4 5.79 For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 | HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR 9 ine % Not % Total f berof | A Average
ENDED | oy | S Selected, S Jaroe Number of Nsione | 'Hourein Number of
JUNE 30 Trials Trials Challer?ged Serving index Jugne | Convened Session e be
1976 104 26.9 9.5 | 72.0 17.68 6 60 308 5.13
1877 68 33.8 8.8 | 76.0 17.80 6 57 276 4.84
1978 67 20.9 8.9 77.3 17.13 5 39 177 4.54
1979 63 17.5 7.1 75.2 17.04 6 38 203 5.34
\_ 1980 50 | .28.0 13.1 | 69.1 21.32 6 73 423 5.79 )
COMMENT: This district’'s J.U.I. rose from 17.04 to 21.32 because of last

B N

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected : Not Selected, In USAGE Per Per
Available or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Serving Challenged Status Day Day
p
C'\
E 9,241 5,992 1,979 1,011 259 “b379,200 658 41
T ; : -1 1. :
| 100 % 64.9 %| 21.4 %| 0.0 % p.gw| 'O-0%| [NTSelctd Sennag 47 300
T
102 53 52.0 49 148.0 576 306 53.1 270 46.9
TOTAL | CHVIL % | CRIMINAL % TOTAL ClIViL % CRIMINAL %
\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
f NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total No, O No. No. No.O Per
in Exi%énce July01, 12‘179 lmpageied Dischgrged Julyg. 1380 TOTAL Sezes;?on Jg;c;r
G c‘\
R 13 7 6 5 8 \b 198,200 1,043 51
A
N
190 3,917 1,131 20.6 5.95 -
D : For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg.durors | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR % Cri % Not % d Total : , Average
ENDED | 'WILST | % | sty | Seeced | i | by | thmberel | fumberet | \etate
JUNE 30 Trials Trials Challenged Serving index Jhane Convened Session Sesslgn
1976 129 46.5 35.2 | 49.7 20.83 9 102 608 5.96
1977 123 48.0 27.1 56.6 19.63 9 106 657 6.20
1978 124 63.7 23.4 57.4 19.90 11 125 749 ’ 5.99
1979 130 46.2’ 26.7 53.9 19.06 11 155 944 6.09
K1980 102 48.5- 10.9 64.9 16.04 13 190 ],131 5.95 j
COMMENT: This district reported a number of last minute settlements and pleas

and a notorious case requiring an extra large panel due to the anticipated

number of challenges and excuses.

Western's J.U.I. improved from 19.06 to 16.04.

ment in this district's juror usage statistics.

Despite these occurrences, Pennsylvania,
Practices such as staggered
trial starts and use of the code-a-phone may have contributed to the improve-
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) YEAR ENDED
JUROR USAGE PROFILE VIRGIN ISLANDS JUNE 30, 1980
L_g__..l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L2 |
/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total | Selected ) | Not Selected, | in USAGE Per Per
Available or Challenged | Serving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Serving Challenged Stajus Day Day
P h
E 4,386 2,551 1,185 650 - $ 148,200 1,195 | 34
T 35.37
l 100 % 58.2 %|  27.0%| 14.8 % - % N S Chaiienged - 21,900
T
53 8 | 15.1 45 184.9 124 34 |27.4 30 72.6
TOTAL |  CIVIL % CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIVIL - % | CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS :
!
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS N f
 Total .on No. No. No.O P per
n Exgsénce Julr;lo1,12)79 lmpazeled Dischgrged July%,1380 TOTAL Sesigon J[Ejégr
G
: ] ] ] ] % . S
A
N
D . = e = = For National Profile |
Sessions Jurors in Hours In Avg.Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout ‘
Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover |
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR o % o Total a A
ENDED | 'ber | % Cfimnel | soiecicq, | " Selecled | - jurer | ymber or | MmoRrer | Nambene! | umber o
JUNE 30 Trials Trials gﬁ; }’Ig‘ﬁgga Serving Index “}?‘Jﬁgg Convened | Session ”S‘,’é‘éi;gﬁr |
1976 109 | 61.5 | 24.8 | 54.1 | 30.85 N/A - - -
1977 92 67.4 29.9 48.8 33.99 N/A - - -
1978 75 | 9.3 | 23.9 | 54.6 | 27.81 N/A - - -
1979 83 72.3 1 17.6 59.0 28.14 N/A - - -
\1980 53 84.9 14.8 58.2 35.37 .= N/A - - - )
COMMENT: * The J.U.I. in the Virgin Islands increased 7.23 points from 28.14 to
35.37. This district's predominately criminal (84.9 percent) jury trial calendar
required several large panels of prospective jurors to be called, including one
panel with 250 members. These large panels are in anticipation of the increased
number of challenges and excuses in criminal trials. The predominance of criminal
Jjury trials together with Tast minute settlements and sequestered juries adversely
affected this district's juror statistics despite its extensive use of the multiple
voir dire technique.
No grand jury system was in operation in the Virgin Islands during the twelve .
month period ended June 30, 1980.
A-24
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE
L...l..l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

MARYLAND

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHiPS LI 1

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total Selected Not Selected, in USAGE Per Per
Availabl or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
able Serving 7 Challenged Status Day Day
P N
E 13,223 7,370 2,035 3,651 167 Ep 509,600 796 39
20.66
-:- 100 % 5.7 o 15.4 | 27.6 1.3 ¢ o e oanonaca "2 140,600
T
115 51 144.3 64 [55.7 640 312 |48.8 328 51.2
TOTAL CIVIL, % CRIMINAL % v TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total No, O No. No. No. Or Per
in Ex&t?ance July%. 1379 Im'paﬁeled Dischgrged Julya, 1380 TOTAL Sezgiron Jg;c)),r
G
R 18 8 10 9 $ 213,300 867 44
A
N 246 4,811 1,080 19.6 4,39
D i > : ik For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours In Ava. Jurors | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session { per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION , GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR N B o Crity % Not % Sel d J Total N b § b f Average
ENDED | 5l | " un ™ | Seleoted | S| gung, | Nmborof | 'Sescian | Wouren | humber of
JUNE 30 “rials Trials;” Challenged Serving index Suns Conveneg:i Session Seacine
1976 118 63.6 15.9 67.8 18.34 15 '|7'|’ }741' 4,33
1977 118 62.7 31.3 54.6 23.21 13 167 685 4.10
1978 17 57.3 15.8 66.9 17.94 14 172 763 4.44
1979 118 54,2 23.1 59.6 19.25 15 276 1,436 5.20
\1980 115 55.7 27.6 55.7 20.66 18 246 | 1,080 . 4.39 )

COMMENT: The use of separate juror organization/orientation days and
notorious trials for which up to 150 prospective jurors were called con-
tributed to the 27.6 percent of jurors in the not selected, serving or

challenged category.

jurors reporting for duty although they were not used had a negative
effect on juror statistics as shown in the increased J.U.I. of 20.66.

A-27

Also, last minute settiements, changes of plea and
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YEAR ENDED

YEAR ENDED
JUROR USAGE PROFILE NORTH CAROLINA EASTERN JUNE 30, 1980 JUROR USAGE PROFILE NORTH CAROLINA MIDDLE JUNE 30, 1980
3 e
L5 | PLACES GF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L3 1 L2 1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L° 1
[ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS [ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
Total Sefected [ ced | N LT I i per | jfFer Akl Seleeted | Ghattenged | " Sewineor’ | Travel NoEX o for
Avallable Serving raflenged | Chalienaed Status TOTAL Day | ‘Day . S. | Serving Challenged | _ Status roTat Doy | By
P N
E 3,304 | 2,529 303 472 - $ 135,700 | 864 | 41 E 1,740 | 1,323 195 199 23 $ 85,500 757 | a9
£ 21.04| — = T 100 % o . \ .| 15-40
| 100 % 76.5 % 9.2 % 14.3 % - % of Sefected. SEVG S 19,400 | 76.1 % 11,2 % 11.4 % 1.3% ”°‘§f§§,§’;ﬁg;,§ggv'"g$ 9,700
T
T
41 14 |34.1 27 165.9 157 64 |40.8 93 |59.2 ; 25 9 136.0 | 16 |64.0 113 38 |33.6 75  |66.4
TOTAL CIVIL % | CRIMINAL | % TOTAL GIVIL % | CRIMINAL| % : TOTAL OVIL_| % | CRIMINAL | % TOTAL | GONIL | % | CRIMINAL| %
N JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS - JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
| .
( NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS : [ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
‘ —— ' . — Ber i _ Total No. On No. No. No.O per
in EIfgtaJnce Julr;oh 1%79 imp‘\;geled Dlsc’:grged Julsa ,?380 TOTAL Se':giron Jg;gr : in Existence duly 1,197¢ Impaneled Discharged JU[Y%' 1330 TOTAL Sezglron ‘J[L,’;?,r
G & ¢ 2 1 1 T 1 $23
R 4 2 2 2 2 P 28,400 1,235 | 60 R P 23,800 952 47
N A
N
N 23 475 140 20.7 | 6.09 b 25 504 145 20.2 | 5.80
D laor N?ﬁ?é’a' tProfile Sessions orore P . gor NaFticl)nal Profile
’ . A ) . en Foldou Sin ourg n Ava. Jura Ava. H en d
Sessione | Sosaion Hoursin | pusaasion | aoraossion At Back Cover Convened Session Session | por Sesslon | per Session AF Back Cover
s HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N\ f HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ' N
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION i VEAR JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR " %Not | o Total ~ ' Average Number | % Criminal | 2o Not | o selected Total :
Numb % 5S d J b Numb g cte J N Avi
ENDED | Mmer | ol | odecty | %Seed | i | wumboror | et | MouRT | umoor ! ENDED | GfTus’ | | selcieo, | o) g, | mberor | Siniindt | R | pimber o
JUNE 30 Trials Trials Shallenged Serving Index i Convened | Session TSosion Challenged g ndex Juries Convened Session S"é‘;giggf
1976 54 | 88.9 | 21.3 | 69.4 | 19.89 4 24 154 | 6.42 1976 31 | 77.4 | 12.0 | 69.6 | 17.58 2 9 54 | 6.00
tor7 | 37 | 4.1 | 31.7 | 59.2 | 24.61 3 20 | 129 | 6.45 1977 14 | 786 | 13.6 | 73.1 | 16.62 | 2 16 90 | 5.62
1978 | . 26 | 9.2 | 25.9 | 60.3 | 26.18 4 33 199 | 6.03 | 1978 | 20 | 75.0 | 15.9 | 66.1 | 18.21 2 16 78 | 4.88
1979 | 36 | 80.6 | 23.6 | 62.4 | 23.79| 5 | 27 | 144 | 5.33 1979 3% | 743 | 81 | 771 | 1558 | 3 30 179 | 5.97
980 | ‘41 | 65.9 | 14.3 | 76.5 | 21.04| 4 | 28 140 | 6.09 ) \_'°% 25 | 64.0 | 1.4 | 76.1 | 15.40 | 2 25 145 | 5.8 )
COMMENT: The efficient use of the multiple voir dire in the selection process
and its reuse of jurors is the reason North Carolina, Eastern improved its J.U.I.
This district's J.U.I. improved despite the high percentage of criminal jury
trials (65.9 percent), some last minute settlements, and changes of plea.
A-28 A-29
> {




JUROR USAGE PROFILE
L5 1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

NORTH CAROLINA WESTERN

YEAR ENDED

JUNE 3

0, 1980

JUDGESHiPS L 3 |

2 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS UROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
Selected Nut Selected, in USAGE Per Per
. Total i i INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
e | g | Chelensed | Semmoon] L
P N
£ 2,457 1,996 213 248 - $ 92,100 542 37
14.45 -
! 100 % 81.29%| 8.7 w| 10.1 % - % Nof Selected, Sevina@s™ 9 , 300
-
77 451 52.4 32 |41.6 170 110 64.7 60 35.3
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIVIL % | CRIMINAL [ %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4z NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
) Per
.0 No. No. No.On Per
nExance | July], 1979 impaneled | Discharged | July 71,1980 TOTAL Session | ‘Do
G c'\
R 4 2 2 2 2 P 15,600 1,200 63
A
N
1 19.2 6.23
D 13 e19 8 gor Nati?gal tProﬁle
i Avg.J Avg.H pen Foldou
ggr?\?é%ne% \gjerg;isoirrx1 gg:;?c;g pgx’g Seg‘;s%i pe‘;'gSegs?igsn At Back Cover
& USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ™
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
EAR o Grimi % Not % Total Number of |  Average
ST, | tumoer | Crminat | SN, | % Seleeed | | mbarr | SO | MERETR | umber ot
JUN'? 30 Trials ’:‘ria!s‘ ~ gﬁ;“"gﬁgga Serving Index piires Gonvened Session Seain
1976 96 40.6 14.5 78.6 '14<61 4 14 96 6.86
1977 94 39.‘4 12.9 76.3 14.62 4 23 149 6.48
1978 80 43.8 13.2 77.3 14.74 4 17 99 5.82
1979 55 56.4 16.4 75.8 15.76 4 12 79 6.58
\1980 77 41.6 10.1 81.2 14.45 4 13 81 6,23J
COMMENT: Success in efficient juror utilization is indicated in this

district's low J.U.I.'s over the past several years.

The 1980 J.U.I. was

14.45, which ranked tenth when compared to the Indexes of all other districts.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

SOUTH CAROLINA

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

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L8 i

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total Selected ' Not Selected, In USAGE Per Per
Avallable or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Serving Challenged - Status Day Day
P
E 10,021 7,491 1,071 1,356 103 $522,400 1,085 52
T 21.01 -
: 100 % 74.8 9 10.7 % 13.5 % 1.0 % Not gegﬁéﬁghggavmg$70 ,500
T
144 105 |72.9 39 27.1 477 289 60.6 188 39.4
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL - % CRIMINAL %
" JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
( NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total No. O No. " No. .0, Per
in Exiostaence July%. 1379 |mpaﬁe;ed Dischgrged Julr)\/k%, 1380 TOTAL Sezgon Jg;?,r
G
.I . M
R 2 1 1 1 1 ED3O,1OO 1,204 57
A
N 25 530 188 21.2 7.52
D For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Safssion Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
a HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N
‘ JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR % : % Not % Total ar o amber of | Averags
ENDED | e | | sl | % Seeted | | bl Bt | st | ey
E 30 Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Joand Convened Segsion Sé’; giggr
1976 218 44.0 14.4 69.3 18.79 2 15 107 7.13
1877 - 141 36.9 15.8 71.0 18.57 2 27 190 7.04
1978 128 34.4 12.6 77.3 19.76 2 20 123 6.15
19879 103 42.7 15.4 72.2 20.47 2 22 163 7.41
1980 144 | 27.1°| 13.5 . . , | |
\_ 9 1 74 .8 21.01 2 25 188 7.52 )
COMMENT: Although only 27.1 percent of the trials in this district were

criminal jury trials, several were notorious cases involving extensive voir

dire and sequesterad juries.

These cases, along with many last minute settle-

ments, jurors reporting for duty unnecessarily, and problems due to inclement
weather resulted in an increase in the J.U.I. to 21.01.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

.4 1 PLACESOF HOLDING COURT (with jury tria! activity)

VIRGINIA EASTERN

JUDGESHIPS L8 |

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
Total . Selected - | Not Selecied,’ In USAGE Per Per
. Avallable . or Challenged { Serving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial duror
L TUEEREIE ] Serving s Challenged | Status - | Day Day
P )
E 5,983 | 3,339 | 1,762 881 1 $ 191,900 519 | 32
16.17
T [) o g G o Not Selected, Servi
| 100 % 55.8 %| 29.5 u| 14.7 % - o o Chananacn 9@} 28,200
T
171 104 160.8 67 39.2 370 218 |58.9 152 47.1
TOTAL CVIL | % | OCRIMINAL | % TOTAL _CVIL ] % | CRIMINAL| %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
 Total  No.On No.  { Na. No.On Per
; in.Exgsénce . Jquql.1g79 Impaneled Qéschgrged July%.1g\80” TOTAL s£§?on Jg;‘)’/r
G h
R 18 10 8 8 10 $ 100,000 662 34
—_
A
N 151 2,952 985 19.5 6.52 |
D : S : For National Profile
Besslons Jurorsin.” Hoursin Avg. Jurors | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Crfivened.. . Session Session per Séssjon | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
‘V:JURYfRMLS5“v PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR o o _ % Not N Total : : Ave .
ENDED | 'ofluy | AR | selecieg, | % Selected | gurer | o TRel ¢ | Numberof | Numberof | Average
JUNER0 L -Frals ¢ Trials gﬁgﬁg}%ga Serving Index Suaee || Gonvened | Session Hsogsrzlggr
1976 | . 220 | 51.4 | 12.2 | 53.9 17.68 | 14 | 153 995 | 6.50
1977 163 | 39.3 | 14.0 | 49.2 18.45 17 16 | 720 | 6.21
1978 | 175 41.7 | 1.9 | sa.8 | 16.49 | 16 182 {1,171 | 6.43
1979 147 | 32.7 | 17.0 52.5 15.96 19 | 161 | 1,061 6.59
1980 | 171 39.2 14.7 | 55.8 16.17 18 | 151 |~ 985 6.5 )

COMMENT: Virginia, Eastern's J.U.I.
all other districts.

district requires the
explain why only 14.7
serving, or challenged.

of 16.17 ranked 23rd when compared to

A-32

This may

When civil cases are settled at the last minute, this
parties in litigation to pay juror costs.
percent of the total available jurors were
Virginija, Eastern's J.U.I.
had it not been for the presence of a notorious tria

not selected,
might have been even lower
1 lasting three weeks.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE
LLZ_1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

VIRGINIA WESTERN

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L 4 |

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
~ Selected . Not Selected, In USAGE Per Per
Total ' len I INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
avallable | g, | Chellensed | Servingor ) Trave
P &
E 1,661 840 617 202 2 WP 80,500 839 48
17.30 -
lT 100 % 50.6 «| 37.1 | 12.2 %] 0.1% N S Caancad 2% 9,800
T
50 39 178.0 11 22.0 96 74 77.1 22 22.9
TOTAL CIVIL % | CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIVIL % | CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
Per
X No. No. No.On Per J
in Ezgsttaelnce Jul?% ,9379 lmpageled Dischgrged July 1,1980 TOTAL Session S;?/r
G &
R 2 1 1 1 1 W59, 800 1,869 | 89
A
N 21.0 7.47
D 32 672 239 For Naticl)gal tProﬁle
; i d Avg. H Open Foldou
Someoss Saction oon | o | At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR % Crimi %Not | o Total . | Number of | Average
ENDED | I | | sderes, | M0 g | wmberor | S | S | somber
JUNE 30 Trials Trials gg;’lg‘ﬁggrd Serving Index J uraig S Convened Session Seosinn
1976 32 37.5 13.1 52.3 18.69 18 16 85 5.31
1977 43 34.9 5.1 57.6 15.37 15 29 179 6.17
1978 52 25.0 23.3 50.2 18.67 7 18 99 5.50
1979 43 39.5 9.1 51.9 17.60 2 22 151 6.86
\;1980 50 22.0 12.2 50.6 17.30 2 32 239 7.47 J/
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

WEST VIRGINIA NORTHERN

L4 1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDEL
JUNE 30, 198C

JUDGESHIPS 1%

( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Seletted | Challenged | Servimaor:|  Teavel | INDEX TOTAL Tial | Juro
1dilenge ervi or rav
Available Serving ¢ Chalienged Status » Day Day
p
E 1,521 822 439 245 15 $ 59,600 677 | 39
T 17.28 -
: 100 % 54.0%| 28.9 %| 16.1 % 1.0 % Nt e S eaanaen "% 9,600
T
29 17158.6 12 141.4 88 50 |56.8 38 143.2
TOTAL CIvIL % | CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIVIL % | CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS P
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Total No. O No. No. No.O per
inExistence | July 1, 1979 Imparsled Discharged | July T, 1880 TOTAL Session “Smor
G Py
R 2 1 1 1 1 Pv15,000 1,154 52
A
N 13 289 95 22.2 7.31
D - For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors | Ava. Hours Open Foldout
Convened . Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
N USAGE STATISTICS ]/
/ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS h
JURY TRIALS _ PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR 9 a % Not o Solsct o Tota Nur - A
ENDED | 'Nymber | %Ciminal| sefocieq, | % Selocted | Juror | nymper of | Mumber of | Number of | \umber of
JUNE 30 Trials Tria|§ Cshe; }'Ig‘r?gga Serving Index 555 ﬁgg . Qonve,r-s,ad Sessior Hggsrzigﬁr
1976 6 66.7 39.5 39.0 23.78 72 8 | 47 5.88
1977 17 | 64.7 14.8 60.5 17.43 2 8 49 6.12
1978 29 51.7 18.5 55.5 19.00 2 9 ‘ 65 7.22
1979 30 73.3 24.3 46.8 25.01 2 22 166 7.55
1980 ' ‘
\_ 29 41.4 16.1 54.0 17.28 2 13 95 7.31 »
COMMENT: West Virginia, Northern's J.U.I. of 17.28 was its most efficient ever

achieved and compared favorably to the national average of 18.83.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE
l____4___l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

WEST VIRGINIA SOUTHERN

YEAR

ENDED

JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS ¥2__|

1 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
Selected Not Selected, | in USAGE Per Per
Total ~ i DEX OTAL Trial J
piatable | o, | Oelensed | Seminoor’| Tmel | N o el | e
P
E 4,046 2,780 624 606 36 $ 170,300 | 785 | 42
18.65 -
T 100 % 68.7%| 15.4 4| 15.0%| 0.9 % NoT Sefected, ServingQy 25,500
T
38 16142.1 22 157.9 217 65 130.0 152 70.0
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total No. On No. No. No.On TOTAL Per Jﬁerzc;r
in Existence July 1, 1979 Impaneled Discharged { July 1,1980 Session Day
G c'\
R 9 5 4 4 5 D 49,800 790 40
A
N 63 1,252 462 19.9 7.33 :
D Sor National tProflIe
i i i Avg.J Avg.H pen Foldou
Sy ‘Seseion Houson | porsession | per Session At Back Cover
& USAGE STATISTICS
a HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR " % Orimina %Not | o Selects ife Tota Numt Average
ENDED | fwmber | wopmnall iR | e Sekeied | due | wymberor | fU0En | MELETE! | et
JUNE 30 Trials Trials gﬁ; ﬁ?ﬁg‘éﬁ Serving index thggs Convened Session Sessign
1976 52 53.8 25.3 51.4 21.74 4 32 218 6.81
1977 47 38.3 28.3 47.9 19.97 5 28 191 6.82
1978 59 32.2 19.4 58.5 18.10 7 31 210 6.77
1979 45 40.0 19.1 60.7 18.43 6 75 546 7.28
. . 18.65 9 63 462 7.33
\1980 38 57.9 15.0 68.7 J

COMMENT : ' . '
minute and a notorious case which took four days to complete jury selection.

West Virginia, Southern experienced many cases that settled at the 1af‘t
These

two factors can adversely affect juror statistics, but this district's J.U.I.
showed only a slight increase from 1979 (18.43) to 1980 (18.65).
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VEAR FNDED
JUROR USAGE PROFILE ALABAMA NORTHERN JUNE 30. 163

. O HOLDING COURT (with jury fial activity) SUDGESIPS 0
o e . .. Py
¢ FUA feAY R » |
Lo g T et | { sl b
f PoBorving m g i # i P | ‘
! Challenoe: | ; t ;
v % | | L j ; ‘
e 4,163 1 1,404 | 1,768 | 481 o707 ) 436,000 1,175 | 56
¢ P P | S e e T
) 53.3 | 18.0 . 2206 | 4.1 ; CT g 98,500
i o - NI - HEN . R B B L . R R .
. | i ; 1 } , o

56.3 116.99 | 3

i
i

53.7 . 17.30 | 3

HES 162

SN S £ N

152

120

1ara 106

56.9 117.10 § 4

18.77

' |
A o 1083.3 j21.07 A

COMMENT:  Alabama, nced a notorious case which required an extra
large panel of prospective jurors for the selection process. This case, along
with the large number of Jurors (6.1 percent) reported in travel status adversely
affected the juror utilization statistics. The J.U.I. climbed two points from
1979 to 21.07, while the number of jurors selected or serving dropped to 53.3
percent.

1980
O 1 104

4
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YEAR ENDED

ALABAMA MIDDLE JUNE 30, 1980

JUROR USAGE PROFILE

L_3 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L3 |

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS LUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
. Sulected ~Not Selected, In USAGE Per Per
Total ’ ing of INDEX TOTAL Trial | Juror
pualable | g2y, | Ohetensed | Semineot | Lo
P L
E 1,810 | 1,308 262 145 95 $ 111,200 |1,2648 | 61
20.57
lected, Servi
T 100 % 72.3 % 14.5 %| 8.0 %| 5.2 % N e Ghailangad "o P 8,900
T
33 11 1 33.3 22 166.7 88 42 47.71 46 52.3
TOTAL | CIVIL % | CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIVIC % | CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
/ ) NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS R
- g i ) Per
.On. No. No. No.On Per J
in EIiost?e'nce Juy?/k;‘%m }mpageled ] Dischgrged: July 1, 1980 TOTAL Session g;gr
o 2 1 1 1 1 $ 33,700 | 1,003 | 50
A
N 20.1 | 5.88
D 3 o6z 194 : : For Natiocr’\al tProfile
| Avg,J Avg. Hou Open Foldou
Somvensd ‘Saesion Howsion | porGossion | perGossion At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS '
- HISTORICAL COMPARISONS | A
" JURYTRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION __

EAR Ny & Crirni % 9 o 1 "TOf‘al ) Number of Average
SNDED | tnbsr | o | Gl |wseses| | iR | Nt | Mo | e,
JUNE 30 Trials Trials gﬁ;}’lg‘r?gg{j Serving index Shand Convened | Session | Hours pe

1976 © B0 70.0 15.4 73.7 18.46 1 ;, 14 92 6.57
1977 88 © 59,1 13.9 75.0 17.73 ] 9 154 6.00
1978 68 63.2 14.5 73.3 20.95 1 18 " 10]M 5.61
1979 | 53 | 66.0 | 14.5 |73.0 | 20.52 2 | 21 119 | 5.67
\_ 1980 | 33 | 66.7 | 8.0 |72.3 |20.57 2 33 194 | 5.88 )
COMMENT: Through the-use of the multiple voir dire method of jury selection, this

i i j ilable as
district recorded a large percentage (72.3 percent) of the jurors avai .
selected or serving. Several last minute settlements and a sequestered jury

caused the J.U.I. to remain relatively high at 20.57.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

ALABAMA SOUTHERN
L_2 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial aciivity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS |2 |

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \\
Total Selgc;tedf Chall g ‘ Ngt S?';ected. in | llJr%\g!(E Per Per
n
Available | ¢ OF FIENOEC L Cralionpon | aravel TOTAL Day | Powr
p
E 2,816 2,147 379 120 170 $ 153,200 1,042 54
T 100 % 76.2 1 o or o 19.16 Not Selected, Serving
1 . ° 3.5 % 4.3 % 6.0 % or Challenged $6 ,600
T
54 34 63.0 20 37.0 147 63 42 .9 84 57.1
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
( NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
| Total No. On No. No. No. Per
in Existence July 1, 1979 Impaneled Dischgrged Julyo1 .?SBO TOTAL Sezgiron Jgg?,r
G s
R 2 2 - 1 ] W 20,900 1,229 63
A
N 17 334 92
19.6 ]
D 5.41 For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session | per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR % Crimi 2, Not Total A ¢
ENDED | GfTury | U | solecag, | Seted | uror | 1A o | tumborol | Mumeeror | Averaoe
JUNE 30 Trials Trials ghez; Yllenrggg:i Serving Index S"Jﬁgg Convenad Session Hgg’;gigﬁr
1976 63 168.3 6.9 85.0 | 18.47 2 17 118 6.94
1977 59 |47.5 6.2 80.8 | 15.95 3 44 309 7.02
1978 56 |42.9 4.4 81.0 | 15.28 3 14 81 5.79
1879 48 |39.6 17.7 68.5 19.85 3 14 92 6.57
\_1980 54 |37.0 4.3 76.2 | 19.16 2 17 92 5.41_/
COMMENT; This district had a large proportion (6.0 percent) of available jurors
travelling to the place of holding court one day in advance, or travelling home

the day after service.

In addition, several last
one real estate class action case which resulted i
which had an adverse effe
occurrences, the multi
Southern tc report a s
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minute settlements (especially
n 77 unused jurors)
ct on juror utilization statistics.
ple voir dire technique in selecting jur
light decrease in its J.U.I. to 19.76.

were reported
In spite of these
ors enabled Alabama,
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE
4 | PLACES OF HOLD:NG COURT (with jury trial activity)

FLORIDA NORTHERN

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 20, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L3 1

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED GOSTS
' Selectzd Not Selected, in USAGE Per Per
Total i INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
avaiablo | g O | Chaltensed | Seninect | St
E 2,129 1,224 412 489 4 18.84 D g7 ,300 773 41
’ Jected, Servi
T oo 57.5 %| 19.4 %| 23.0 %| 0.1 ot Sefected, Seime S 1 100
T
41 17 41.5 24 58.5 113 62 54.9 51 45.1 |
TOTAL CIVIL % | CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIvIiC % | CRIMINAL | %
\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Per
Ne) No. No. No.Cn Per J
nEnance | July3.1879 | impaneled | Discharged | July 1, 1980 ToTAL session | Pao’
G @
R 4 2 2 2 2 P 32,300 1,042 51
A
N 193 | 20.4 | 6.23
D 3 03z For Natic!)gal tProfiIe
. . i J Avg. H Open Foldou
§§§3é%’é%‘ Js”és?éﬁ)‘r? *3,22;?3,’3 .?;? Se:rscﬁ pevrgSegs?Igu At Back Cover
USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL GOMPARISONS A
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR or O Petanict % Not W g Totai b £ 1 Numb f Average
ENDED | ‘mber | %Ofminal | oiocigq | % Seeted | dure | Numberof | "Sasaons | 'Howgin | Number o
JUNE 30 Trials Trials gﬁéﬁ‘é’ﬁg‘éa Serving Index :J:Jraies | Convened Session S e
1976 56 | 83.9 20,0 | 68.2 | 19.69 3 15 74 4.93
1977 48 | 77.1 15.8 69.7 19,93 W4 15 38 5.87
1978 35 | 77.1 23.8 60.4 22.19 3 19 102 5.37
1979 32 | 65.6 20,7 | 61.7 | 20.30 4 15 89 5.93
\\1980 41 58.5 23.0 57.5 18.84 &4 31 193 6.2‘5’1)
COMMENT: The multiple voir dire method of jury selection and six member civil

juries improved the J.U.I. of Florida, Northern from 20.30 in 1979 to 18.84 1in

1980.

This district experienced an increase in grand jury activity.

A-42

The four grand
juries in existence more than doubled the number of sessions convened to 31
in 1980, compared to the 15 sessions held in 1979.

R
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

FLORIDA MIDDLE

L_% | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED

JUNE 30,

1980

JUDGESHIPS L2 |

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total Selected Not Selected, In USAGE Per Per
Availabl or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
able Serving Challenged Sfatus Day Day
P
E 11,103 7,569 1,537 1,989 8 $ 472,600 711 43
T , 16.70 .
l 100 % 68.2 % 13.8 % 17.9 % 0.1 % Not gregﬁéﬁghggévmg$ 84600
T —
123 53 43.1 70 156.9 665 313 47 .1 352 52.9
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CiviL % CRIMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
/ . NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total No.O No. No. No.O per
in Exi%t%nce July%. 1879 |mpageled Dischgrged July%. 1380 TOTAL Sezzti'on Jgg}/r
G o
R 10 7 3 4 6 P 173,800 982 49
A
N N
177 3,531 1,112 . .
D 19.9 6.28 For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
( HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \\
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ~ GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR . . % Not 0 Tatal A
ENDED | ymber | HOminel | sdidsea | % Soeed | dure | umhlror | Mamberel | Numberl | (ereds
JUNEBO |  Trials Trials | Seriing of | Serving index Grand | Convened | Session | Hours per
1976 125 79.2 17.9 68.5 18.81 11 148 914 6.18
1977 111 73.9 20.6 67.0 19.90 12 154 941 6.11
1978 130 79.2 21.3 64.7 19.22 | 11 164 974 5.94
1979 130 74.6 16.1 68.6 17.74 12 175 1,992 5.67
k1980 123 56.9 17.9 68.2 16.70 10 177 1,112 6.28 )
COMMENT: This district had several notorious trials, multi-defendant cases, and

last minute settlements.

Such occurrences have an adverse effect on juror usage

statistics, but Florida, Middle improved its J.U.I. to 16.70 through effective
use of multiple voir dire, six member civil juries, and by experiencing a decline
in its percentage of criminal jury trials.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

FLORIDA SOUTHERN

L5 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L___J] 2

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total SeIeed | Challengsd | MSerangor’|  Tiawel | INOEX o i o
5 Aval(gble Serving Challer?ged Statues TOTAL '8’:;! Jg;gr
E 19,271 10,159 2,418 6,647 47 ES 726,200 874 38
T ; 23.19 |
, 100 % 52.7%| 12.5 %| 34.5 % 0.3 % N S Cranange " $250,500
T
168 34 120.2 134 79.8 831 193 23.2 638 76.8
TOTAL CIVIL % | CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIVIL % |- CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
r NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total No. O No. No. , Per
in Bxictence .Julyo1, 12)79 gmpaﬁe;ed Dischgrged( Julf;k% .01380 TOTAL Sezgon Js';‘;f
G N ‘
R 22 16 6 9 13 $ 280,600 744 | 38
A
N 377 7,375 1,759 19.6 | 4.67
D , , : For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convenet Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 | HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR o . % Not Py V . Arane
ENDED | Mher | % Chminal| sofeciey, | v Seleeled| g | umeror | Nmberel | NmbarSt | b
JUNE 30 Trials Trials gﬁéﬁ'é‘;?ggé Serving Index S‘Jggg Convened Seg;sioa Hgg&gﬁr
1876 229 75.1 26.0 58.0 20.61 19 253 1,463 5.78
1977 189 78.3 34.0 52.8 22.73 19 281 1,628 5.79
1978 186 78.0 129.0 56.6 21.52 23 311 1,482 4.77
1979 | 149 |83.2 |32.0 |52.6 |24.85 25 | 375 |1,617 | 4.31
\_ 1980 | 168 |79.8 |34.5 |52.7 |23.19 22 | 377 |1,759 | 4.67 )
COMMENT: Florida, Southern experienced a Targe number of continuances, last minute

settlements and pleas, and jurors reporting because they did not receive notice of

trial cancellation which resulted in large numbers of unused jurors.

In aadition, a

multi-defendant case was reported that required an extra large panel and six days for

jury selection.

The negative effect these types of occurrences have on juror

utilization statistics is reflected in this district's relatively high J.U.I. of 23.19.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE
L4 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

GEORGIA NORTHERN

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS U111

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected Not Selected, in ‘ USSS )E(E L 1l_’clerl JPer
wiithe | g | onatenges | Senimger’| pmel | W o | T | e
P N
E 13,289 8,110 2,267 2,911 1 SP 536,800 727 40
18.01
T
| 100 % 61.0 %f{ 17.1 %; 21.9 % - % Not fre'c?rf;ﬁghggg"'"g 117,600
T
159 93 58.5 66 41.5 738 348 47.2 390 52.8
~ TOTAL CIViL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CiviL % CRIMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
— : : — 5o
7 ! , O No. . No. On, P
nExisionce | July7.1879 | Impaneled Discharged | July T, 1980 TOTAL session | 5"
R 12 7 5 5 7 V132,800 897 45
A
N .
pa 56 20.0 5.11
D 148 2,962 ! ‘ For National Profile
Sessions Jurorsin - Hoursin | Avg.Jurors | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convened- Session Session per Session | per Seasion At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS M
a | HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
"1 JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION | GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR R % Griminal % Not o Total N Number of | . Average
JEAR, | e | ecmna | gl | sstes | | gl o | Nl | el | ety
JUNE 30 Trials Trials Cr?é“ e“[?ge o Serving Index © Juries Convened Session "Session
1976 233 54. 1 20.6 57.8 | 17.83 9 150 | 942 6.28
1977 177 70.1 | 24.0 56.2 | 21.02 10 130 835 6.42
2 : SO L ﬂ . ”
1978 175 57.1 26.1 53.6 19.56 7 98 652 6.65
1979 148 | 41.9 | 24.2 57.2 17.77 iv -8 | 158 956 6.05
\_ 1980 159 | 41.5 | 21.9 | 61.0 | 18.01 12 148 756 5.11

COMMENT: The Northern District of Georgia reported a number of notorious trials and
high publicity cases in 1980. One murder trial required an extra large panel of
prospective jurors. These types of occurrences generally underm1ne_effort§ to.ach1eve
efficient utilization of jurors. Through extensive use of the multiple voir dire
method of selecting jurors, this district's J.U.I. increased only slightly and
remained below the national average.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

GEORGIA MIDDLE

L7 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED

JUNE 30, 1980
JUDGESHIPS |2 |

[ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total Selected | Nol Selected, (n USAGE Per Per
Available: oo Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Serving Challenged Status Day Day
P ) .
E 3,008 1,993 610 405 - O 137,000 919 46
20.19
H 100% | 66.2 %| 20.3 %| 13.5 %] - Not Sefected, Seina®S 18,500
T _ ,
49 28 |57.1 21 42.9 149 76 |51.0 73 149.0
TOTAL CIVIL, 95 CRIMINAL % TOTAL CiViL % CRIMINAL ! %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total No.O No. Mo No.O P per
in Ex%t%nce July%, 1?979 Impaneled Dischgrged Julyﬁ, 1380 TOTAL Sesz'{on JS;?,'
G o
R 4 2 2 1 3 P 50,800 1,451 70
A
N L)
D 35 72l 223 29.8 6.3 For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in . Hoursin Avg.Jurars | Avg, Hours’-T Open Foldout
Corwened Session Session per Session | per Ssssion _At Back Cover
_ USAGE STATISTICS e
r HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION o GRAND JUROR UT}UZA\TfDN
YEAR o Crimina % Not % Taotal Number of ber of | . Average:
ENDED | lymbsr | % Gpmnal | sdlecf, | % Seeeted | et | ymbaror | it | bl | wibero
JUNE 30 Trials Trials 4 Challer?ge H Serving Index - Juries Convened Session. bl
1976 78 47.4 13.5 60.4 21.06 4 70 498 7.11
1977 72| 45.8 |11.8 64.9 |19.99 5 44 336 7.64
1978 52 48.]‘ 114.6 60.6 21.67 4 45 3309 6.87
1979 520 | 46.2 |15.1 62.7 |20.48 4 e 315 6.70
\1980 49 |- 42.9 13.5 66.2 20.19 4 35 223 6.37 )
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

L5 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial astivity)

GEORGIA SOUTHERN

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUYGESHIPS L3 |

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
Total Selected Not Selected, In USAGE Per Per
Available or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Serving Chalienged Status Day Day
P ™
E 2,567 1,789 587 191 - 18.47 8? 143,200 1,030 56
T . -
[ L 100w 69.7 %| 22.9 % 7.4 % - Nt o haianged b 10,600
-
63 44 1 69.8 19 30.2 139 79 56.8 60 43.2
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL | %
K JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total No. O No. No. No.O P Per
in Ex?st?ance Julye(, 1379 Impaneled Dischgrged Julyq . 1380 TOTAL Sesgl{on Jgggr
G &
R 2 1 1 1 W 45,800 2,863 136
A
N 14 338 83 21 5.19
D - : For National Profile
Sesy s Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Conve. wd Session Session per Session ! per Session At Back Cover
_ USAGE STATISTICS |
/ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \\
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR a % Not o Total Ave
ENDED | Wber | % Oumnel| ool | SaEEied | gurer | umhoror | tamoenar | el | ittty
JUNE 30 Trials Trials Challenged Serving index Jurias Convened Session Seasinn
1976 96 | 36.5 9.9 | 74.0 18.96 3 38 227 5.97
1977 77 | 27.3 5.6 | 76.8 20.27 3 20 82 4.10
1978 86 | 46.5 10.5 | 71.9 20.60 5 19 81 4.26
1979 82 42.7 11.1 70.3 18.72 2 20 88 4.40
1980
\_ 63 30.2 7.4 69.7 18.47 2 16 83 5.19/
COMMENT: - This district reported many trials in which juries were sequestered as

well as several last minute settlements.

Nevertheless, with the percentage of

criminal jury trials decreasing and through use of the muitiple voir dire method
improved slightly in 1980 to 18.47.

of jury selection, Georgia, Southern's J.U.I.
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JUROR

L1 | PLACESOF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

USAGE PROFILE

LOUISIANA EASTERN

YEA
JUNE

R ENDED
30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS 13 |

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Totaf 'Sele?ted Challe g ‘ Ngt Sq{l‘lected, Tln | L}ﬁé{?}% o Per Per
(o] ai j TV j
Available Serving 9 Ct?all:angggg S{aat‘{:es TAL Eré?/' Jé'égr
P
E 11,430 5,843 2,363 3,214 10 18.38 55 486,500 782 43
T .
| 100 % 51.1 %| 20.7 % 28.1 %| 0.1 % N S Graiioneed "°$ 136,700
T
216 173 80.1 43 19.9 622 454 73.0 168 27.0
TOTAL CIVIL % | CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL | %
\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total No. O No. No. No.O Per
in Existence July 1, 1979 Impaneled Discharged July T, 1980 TOTAL Seselon J,:‘,’;‘;,r
G A
8 5 3 3 5 GO 133,200 965 48
R
A
N 138 2,791 831 20.2 6.02
D For National Profile
Sesgions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors | Avg, Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session | per Session { per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR A % Not . ‘ '
N o % No! 9, Sel Total Average
SNESy | R | | g | TR g | b i | e | R
Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Jurios Convened Session ‘ Sessign
1976 192 39.6 17.0 58.9 16.88 9 114 627 5.50
1977 231 22.1 17.8 59.0 | 15.66 8 132 822 6.23
1978 150 30.7 19.7 60.4 17.07 10 147 866 5.89
1979 213 | 23.9 | 20.9 56.8 | 16.86 | . 8 116 715 6.16
\ 1980 | 216 19.9 | 28.1 51.1 | 18.38 8 138 831 6.02 )
COMMENT: 1In spite of an increase in the J.U.I. over last year, the district still has

better petit juror usage than the national average.
June 30, 1980 there were several cases which were concluded
including one notorious civil case.

trial.

These occurrences tend to hinder more effective jury management.
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In each month of the year ended
just before the trial began,
The district also reported a notorious criminal

YEAR ENDED
JUROR USAGE PROFILE LOUISIANA MIDDLE JUNE 30, 1980
L1 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L2 |
K NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
o ‘ Not Selected, I USAGE Per Per
wlie | ooty | Crotereed | "Smimea’| pee | WoSK | | o | 7l |
| P "
E 712 354 192 166 - $ 27,700 710 | 39
; - 18.26 :
} 100 % 49.7 | 27.0 = 23.3 4, - % N S Catanaet 2% 6,500
i T |
f 19 11 1 57.9 8 42.1 39 21 53.8 18 46.2
TOTAL CIVIL | % CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIVIL % | CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL'DAYS /
]
a NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
| i Per
§ \ No. No. No.On- Per
) in‘El-iosttégnce Jul?%,?gm ;mpaﬁeled Dischgrged July%,ﬂgao TOTAL Session Jg;?/r
: 4 1 3 2 2 $37,300 | 658 | 31
A
I N 21.4  |5.23
D >’ 1218 298 : : For Naticl)galtProﬁle
ons 1 i , < ] Open Foldou
| Somvened ‘Seckion Hosson | persession | perGossion At Back Cover
4 \_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION _
YEAR ™ o Crimi % Not 0 Total _ ber of |  Average
ENDED | !umber | % Ojmnal| ety | %Soeied | e | b | umberel | bt | helefty
JUNE 30 ‘Trlals’ Trials Cshegrlgngggrd Serving Index ?J?'g < ‘Convened Session Sensio
1976 21 52.4 24.9 45.2 22.50 5 27 140 5.19
1977 17 70.6 28.1 38.5 26.59 4 48 253 5.27
1978 9 77.8 17.0 41.7 24.00 4 57 362 d 6.35
1979 10 50.0 33.2 27.7 37.60 4 57. 279 | 4.89"
1980 161 42,1 | 23.3 | 49.7 | 18.26 4 57 208 | 5.23
COMMENT: Data for 1976 through 1979 were recorded for only the first day
of trial, rather than the entire trial. The effects of this uqder reporting
were inflated J.U.I.s; inflated figures for the percentage of jurors not
selected, serving or challenged; and deflated figures for the percentage of
S jurors selected or serving. The 1980 figures, however,_are based on total
i g trial days and the J.U.I. of 18.26 compares favorably with the national
? ‘ average of 18.83.
A-49
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

LOUISIANA WESTERN

.5 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED

JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS 5 |

f NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total Selected Not Selected, | USAGE Per Per
Available or -} Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX .. TOTAL Trial Juror
Serving Challenged Status : Day Day
P I
E 4,531 2,284 901 1,346 SD 188,800 908 42
T 21.78 -
| 100 % 50.4 %| 19.9 %| 29.7 % - % Nt S Crationged 9% 56,100
T
72 55 |[76.4 17 [23.6 208 128 61.5 | 80 38.5
T TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL |~ % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total No,O No. No. NG.O P Per
in Exi%&ance July%, 1?379 lmpa(rjteled DisChgrged JUIV%. 1380 TOTAL Sesgiron Jg;?,r
G @
R 7 3 4 4 3 P 93,000 1,310 | 63
A
N
71 1,488 478 21.0 6.73 - -
D For National Profile
Sessions Jurorsin Hours in Avg.Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
- HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YF;—’AP‘ b o, y l % Not % Selected J Total b b i Average
ENDED | ity | ™ | elected, | %SG it | wamberor | SRS’ | WU | Number o
JUNE3C §  Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Seasins
1976 69 43.5 21.5 57.8 | 18.16 9 61 387 6.34
1977 65 24.6 24.6 53.8 | 17.19 10 51 334 6.55
1978 70 10.0 | 23.0 55.0 | 14.39 -7 37 | 263 7.1
1979 | g8 17.0 | 27.1 55.1 | 18.83 7 51 | 355 6.96
\_ 1980 72 23.6 | 29.7 50.4 | 21.78 7 71 | 478 6.73) ,
COMMENT: The Western District of Louisiana averaged two to three last minute

settlements or pleas per month which offset the extensive use of the multiple
voir dire technique in jury selection.

-

Y.

A-50

JUROR USAGE PROFILE

MISSISSIPPI NORTHERN

L_i_l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L_z__.l

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total Selected Not Selected, | USAGE Per Per
Available or Challenged Setving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
vaiia Serving Challenged Status Day Day
P ! N
E 1,705 1,001 376 314 14 984,800 942 50
T 18.94 "
! 100 % 58.7 | 22.1 4| 18.4 4 0.8 % Nt S Craianged "2 15,600
T
29 2G 169.0 9 |31.0 90 58 64.4 32 35.6
TOTAL CiviL - % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL | %
& JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Np. O No. N, No.On | P Per
inExistence | July 1, 1979 Impaneled | Discharged | July 1, 1980 TOTAL Session B
G 2 1 1 1 1 & 29,200 1,270 | 60
R P
A
N 23 488 166 21.2 7.22
D - For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurgrs | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Sission Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
" USAGE STATISTICS
e HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR N o :_J . % Not % Selected J Total Number of | Number of Average
ENDED | ity | ™S ™ geleoted. | ° /™| {jsage | Numberof | ‘Sossions | Hoursin' | Number o
JUNE 30 Trials Trials Challenged Serving index Juries Convened Session Setsing
1976 71 52.1 10.2 73.5 18.39 2 9 53 5.89
1977 60 58.3 16.6 64.2 | 19.92 2 20 130 6.50
1978 48 31.2 13.3 68.6 | 17.89 2 18 128 7.1
1979 44 34.1 12.9 65.8 | 18.18 29 221 7.62
\_ 1980 29 | 31.0 18.4 58.7 | 18.94 2 23 166 7.22 )
COMMENT: In spite of this district's use of about two orientation days every month,

its J.U.I. is very close to the national average of 18.83.

to the district's use of the mulitiple voir dire technique.
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This may be due in part
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YEAR ENDED YEAR ENDED
JUROR USAGE PROFILE MISSISSIPP] SOUTHERN JUNE 30, 1980 | JUROR USAGE PROFILE TEXAS NORTHERN JUNE 30, 1980
[L2_1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L3 1 : | L7l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 9 |
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS | NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
‘ Selected | Not Selected, In USAGE T " Per Per : Total Selected [ Not Selected, | In USAGE Per Per
Total , , i c
- Available Seﬁ’ing _Ghallenged gﬁéﬁg’ﬁg‘é& gg:;]fs! INDEX TOTAL Brgl Jg;c;r ; | ; Available Se:’)\lring ’Chanenged gﬁéﬁg}?g‘éé gtr:tvues' | INDEX TOTAL ‘Br:;l Jg;c)),r
p N
E 3,618 | 1,926 576 | 1,032 84 P 144,600 997 | 40 ~E 13,763 | 9,121 | 1,599 | 3,032 1 $ 468,200 611 | 34
. | T
T o, [ 2 '95 v ! L [ o 0 ¢ ]7.97 [
! 100 % 53.24| 16.0%| 28.5%| 2.3 u|% N S et rangen "9g 41,200 o 100% 6.3%] T.6u 2204 0.1 % N S Crationges "°$ 103,000
| T
T i
a1 311 75.6 10 |2a.a 145 17 leo.7 28 19.3 : i 170 113 }166.5 57 |33.5 766 482 162.9 284 37.1
TOTAL CIVIL % | CRIMINAL | % " JOTAL | CIVIL - % | CRIMINAL| % TOTAL CIVIL % | CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIVIL % | CRIMINAL| %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS N\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
' !
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS ‘ ‘f NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
: Per !
\ No. \ No.O P ; __Total No. On No. No. . Per
in Elggnce Jul?%,qgm |mpage[éd ; Disctl\ica)rged July3,1380 TOTAL Ses?i'on Jg;c;,r ; In Existence July 1,1979 Impaneled Dischgrged Julrﬁ,?gao TOTAL Sezg{on J[‘;‘;?,r :
s ] ] - - 1 $61,200 |1,457 | 69 " 12 6 6 4 8 $ 94,200 992 | 49
A . A
N 42 888 239 21.1 5.69 : g‘ 95 1,917 662 20.2 6.97
D » (F)or NaFticlagal tF‘roflle | . For National Profile
- Ava. ] pen Foldou : : Sessions Jurors Hours i Avg, J ) Open Foidout
St | fmown | owsh | hsduos | Amtows || 2PRnde Gover . Somerce | Semmun | Bmn | fwsduer | Amtows || Open Foldout
\_ USAGE STATISTICS * \ USAGE STATISTICS
/ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \ 1 ( HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND-JUROR UTILIZATION *___JURYTRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR [ umoer | % crim %Not | g Total er af of | Average ' YEAR L Number | wcn A Yotal | *
ENDED | mier | %Gl sdcles, | %St | grer | wumbarar | SOt | mbenel | wimberar | ENRED | S| | sdecka | tOus | g ) e |ttt | Nymeerot | e
JUNE 30 Trials Trials Cl?eglvlenr?ged Serving Index Jurles Convened Session Session ; + Trials Trialg Challenged | Serving Index Junes Convened Session S"é‘gigﬁr
1976 | 59 | 32.2 | 30.4 53.8 | 24.97 | 2 15 79 ) 527 ‘ | 1976 161 | 40.4 | 21.2 63.3 | 19.49 | 13 120 760 | 6.33
ors | " 27 3 5.1 61.0 21.92 ) 20 108 5.40 | i 1978 141 39.7 20.0 67.1 18.53 10 94 612 6.51
1979 | 43 | 16.3 | 30.2 55.1 25 .39 9 25 | 131 5.24 : 1979 120 43.3 24.4 61.2 19.96 10 91 610 | 6.70 ‘
T - ‘ N 1980 | 170 | 33.5 | 22.0 . | 7y
1980 M | 24.4 | 28.5 3.2 | 24.95 | 1 42 | 239 o 5.69 ) : ; \ e 66.3 | 17.97 | 12 95 662 | 6.97 )
COMMENT: This district's J.U.I. improved over last year due in part to thg use of the % ; COMMENT: The Northern Dis‘_cm‘ct of Texas showed a dramatic improvement in its
multiple voir dire technique in jury selection. There were several last minute : | J.U.T. oxerjast year. This occurred in spite of this district's practice of
settlements reported throughout the year and, in one criminal case, 102 poterfma] jurors | 3 hOTdH}g orientation and impanelment" days during the year, at least one
were called but had to be dismissed when the trial was postponed due to the illness of ‘ é notorious trial, and a Targe number of places of holding court.
one of the attorneys. | 1 7
oL
B f
A-52 A-53
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

TEXAS EASTERN

L_61 PLACESOFHOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED

JUNE 30, 1980
JUDGESHIPS L4 |

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selg?ted Challenged Ngt Selected, T In , LIJNSSSXE Per Per
e erving o i
Avallable | g4ing % | Challented | status TOTAL Doy | By
P
E 5,209 3,498 824 877 10 $ 208,000 730 | 40
T o o o o 0: ] 8 * 28 S i
: 100 % 67.2% 15.8% 16.8% 0.2 % N S Graianaca "9%34,,900
T
109 87 {79.8 22 |20.2 285 204 |71.6 81 28.4
TOTAL CIVIL % | CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIVIL. % | CRIMINAL | %
e JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
( NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total No. O No. No. No. Per
in Existence July 1, 1979 Impaneled | Discharged Julya,?gso TOTAL Sesaron "5‘;‘)’,'
G N g
q 3 2 1 1 2 $ 37,000 925 47
A
N 40 791 206 19.8 5.15
D : | For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors | Avg. Hours l Open Foldout
Convene¢ Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
( HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \\
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION | GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR % : % Not o , Total A
ENDED | 'gfTuny | * Gun | selocies, | % Selected | guror |\ 18] | Numberof | Numborof | Average
JUNE 30 Trials Trials gﬁ;}’lg"ggg"d Serving Index E‘Jﬁgg Convened Session Hé’é‘sr S;&?r
1976 81 12.3 19.0 62.9 19.80 4 14 79 5.64
1977 89 20.2 19.1 65.9 17.94 3 32 190 5.94
1978 88 18.2 26.3 58.5 20.52 2 28 171 6.11
1979 89 15.7 22.5 60.3 19.21 4 38 T 21 5.55
1080 1 . 109 | 20.2 16.8 67.2 | 18.28 | 3 40 2 .
06 5.15 ,}
COMMENT: This district's J.U.I. improved over last year by almost a full point.

This was undoubtedly helped by it
up to 11 juries were chosen from
civil juries of 12 members were u

of six member juries.
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s very effective use of the multiple voir dire-
a single panel this year.

At times, however,
sed although the district has approved the use

JUROR USAGE PROFILE

TEXAS SOUTHERN

L_61 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS 13 1|

(’ 7 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total Selected Not! Selected, in liﬁé«g)f(i TOTAL _[I_’?rI Jl;err
| avallible | 00 | Ohallensed | Senngor | Trave Ll | e
P N
E 14,666 8,888 1,983 3,795 - fp 661,400 976 | 45
21.63 .
-:- 100 % 60.6 %| 13.5 %| 25.9 % - % Nt e Cranenced 9171 . 300
T T
175 56 |[32.0 119 168.0 673 258 38.1 420 161.9
TOTAL CIVIL, % | CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIVIL % | CRIMINAL| %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \\
: Per
! No. O No. No, No.On Per
in EIiosttaence July°1. 12)7'9 !mpazeled Dlschgrged July 1, 1980 TOTAL Session Jg;gr
G o
R 14 8 6 4 10 D 168,000 908 45
A
N 185 3,727 980 20.1 5.30 _
D Sor Naticlagal tProi‘ilr—:
- : . et J Ava.H pen Foldou
Sonvened ‘Shsbion Session | persession | perGession At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
( HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR % Crimi %Not | o Total ~ berof | Average
ENDED | 6% | % Gfiminal | sdlacug, | " Selected | juror | wymbar ot | mberol | Mymberal | bty
JUNE 30 Trials Trials gﬁéﬁ’é}?gg& Serving index JJSSS X Convened Session Ses sign
1976 200 84.5 18.8 65.8 22.47 10 87 521 5.99
1977 171 1 74.9 20.8 67.3 22.81 13 144 861 5.98
1978 161 | 65.2 26.9 58.4 | 23.89 16 180 | 993 5,52
1979 149 | 77.2 24.2 62.8 | 22.82 16 173 816 4.72
\_ 1980 175 | 68.0 25.9 60.6 | 21.63 14 185 980 5.30 J
COMMENT: The Southern District of Texas reduced its J.U.I. to its 1owgst lTevel
since 1975. This improvement was made despite two notorious trials and two trials

rising out of multi-district litigation cases.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE
L...7__._l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

TEXAS WESTERN

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS |_.._16

( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected Not Selested, In USAGE , Per Per
Available =or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Serving Chailenged Status Day Day
p
E 7,634 | 4,541 | 1,217 1,875 1 $263,200 961 34
T 27.86 Not Selected, Servi
1 0, 0, o [ o 0 s ngg™
' 100 % 59.5 %| 15.9 w%| 24.6 % - % or Challenged 564 , 700
T
96 21 121.9 75 78.1 274 53 19.3 221 80.7
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % "TOTAL CIVILk © % CRIMINAL % g
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS -/
( NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
* Total No. O No. | No. ' No.O Per
In Ex?staence Ju|y3. 1379 |mpa?,e|ed . DSschgrged ,July%, 1380 TOTAL Sezgiron Jg;?'r
G n
R 20 11 9 8 12 f_p 112,500 833 | 41
A
N .
135 2,759 512 20.4 3.79 -
D : For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours In Avg.Jurors | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
-~ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ‘ GRAND JUROR UTILIZATIYON
YEAR o v % Not 0 Total Avera
Numb % Criminal » Selected Jurar g b Numb ge
ENDED | ‘ofvary | — dury Selectec, Ny Jsage | Number of Noona | Niomer ot Number o
JUNE 30 Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Jurles C,onvenﬂc\ed Session Session
« ) \ i
1976 124 "69.4 18.9 61.7 22.87 17 107+ 407 4.03
1977 136 75.0 21.6 61.3 23.67 19 147 744‘ 5.06
1978 118 | 83.1 24.1 57.9 26.14 1 19 102 393 3.85
1979 127 | 81.1 26.7 56.2 26.77 18 142 - 543 3.82
1980 96 | 78. . . . ~ | .
! 78.1 24.6 59.5 27.86 20 135 512 3 79)
A-56
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

CANAL

ZONE

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

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L1 |

K NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total ' Selected Not Selected, In- ?&SSXE TOTAL _ﬁarl JPer
available | gofving | 9% | Sorlonhod | Statue Day | ‘Day
P h
E 584 298 195 91 - 55,300 230 9
25.39 :
! 100 % 51.0 %| 33.4%| 15.6 % - Not Sefected, Servino @S oo
T
9 1 {111 8 188.9 23 5 21.7 18 178.3
TOTAL GIVIL % CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIVil. % | CRIMINAL| %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
’ ) ; Per
tal .0 No. No. No.On Per
in Elgt%nce ’ Julr;(%Jg?Q fmpaneled Discharged { July 1,1980 TOTAL Session Jg;?/r
G n
A
N - - - -
D : (F)or Na;:ticl)(rj\al tProfile
Avg.J Avg.H pen Foldou
ggﬁ%?]%% gggg?o‘f? ggg;?oir? pglg Se:;%i pe\:'gSeg:lgsn At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
K HISTORICAL COMFARISONS \
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR " v % Not % Total | Numberof | Numberof | Average
ENDED | Nmber | % Criminal | scfucfsy | % Seleoed | i | pumberor | 'umberel | el | imbercr
JUNE 30 Trials ‘Trials gﬁé}’:g‘r?ggﬁ Serving Index » JJ?ire]s Convened Session Sessig .
1976 3 100.0 | 29.0 46.2 | 26.57 N/A - - -
1977 3 100.0 34.7 59.3 21.43 N/A - - -
1978 21 95.2 | 25.9 47.9 | 30.06 N/A - - -
1979 25 100.0 | 32.4 38.2 | 34.74 N/A - - - -
1980 | 9 88.9 | 15.6 51.0 | 25.39 | N/A - - -
COMMENT: The 1980 J.U.I. declined by 9.35 points from 1979, partially due to the

decrease in the percentage of criminal q’ury tm:a]s.
that no grand jury system was in operation during 1980.
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This district also reported
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

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

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS | 3% |

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JURGR ESTIMATED COSTS )
Total Selected ( Not Selected, In USAGE Per Per
Avallable or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Serving Challenged Status Day Day
P N
E 3,541 1,529 693 1,312 7 S; 127,800 841 36
T 1 :
: 100 % 43.25| 19.6 o 37.1 of 0.1 g) 23.30) |NolSelecled Sewinags ™47 100
T
62 31 150.0 31 50.0 152 e1 53.3 71 46.7
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS | JURY TRIAL DAYS
K NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total No. O No. No. No.O Per
In Exiostaence July%, 1?)79 Impazeled Dischgrged Julyql, 1880 TOTAL Sezziron Jg;gr
G o
R 3 2 1 2 1 <D 34,500 734 35
A P
N 47 984 257 20.9 5.47 |
D ' For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors { Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION ‘
YEAR o (i % Not o Total ‘ , A
ENDED | Wb | S| ededsy | Sametes| | i | b | tmeenel |t
JUNE 30 Trials Trials Ghallenged Serving Index Jones Convened Session Seasion
1976 40 55.0 32.2 53.3 19.11 6 67 333 4.97
1977 49 65.3 30.2 53.9 21.91 4 101 581 5.75
1978 64 78.1 31.9 51.9 | 23.52 5 72 435 6.04
1979 70 42.9 32.0 50.0 20.94 3 52 271 5.21
1980 . '
\_ 62 5.0 37.1 43,2 23.30 3 47 257 ‘5.47J
COMMENT: The Western District of Kentucky's J.U.I. ranked 86th in the nation.

During the past year, the court experienced two notorious trials and a number
of last minute settlements and {more often) changes of plea.

and the use of "Qualification Days" in which many people can be called but

These factors

not used in a jury trial negatively affected this district's juror statistics.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

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

MICHIGAN EASTERN

YEAR ENDED

JUNE 30, 1980

13

JUDGESHIPS L~ |

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS ESTIMATED COSTS \
JUROR
Total Selected | Not Selected, In USAGE Per Per
Avail‘able or Challenged Serving or Travel | INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
~ Serving Challenged Status - - Day Day
P N
E 21,623 14,353 2,277 4,989 4 599]2,500 679 42
16.10 .
! 100% 66.4 %| 10.5 %| 23.1 % - % Nof Selecied, Serve 210,800
T
187 119 |63.6 68 36.4 1,343 697 [51.9 646  #8.1
TOTAL CiViL % CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CiviL % CHIMINAL %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
K NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total NG. O No. No. No. Of P per
in Ex%taence Julyﬁ. 1379 lmpaﬁeled .Dischgrged Ju|y% , 1380 TOTAL Sesgiron Jg;c)){r
G .
] 17 1 6 7 10 $225,300 912 45
A
N 247 5,035 1,262 20.4 5.11
D : For National Profile
Sessions Jurorsin Hours in Avg. Jurors | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Sesslon “per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
a HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR o ; % Not 0 Total » A
ENDED | 'moer | ®Cfiminal | gojocioq, | % Selected | durer | number of | "lamber of | Number of | Number of
JUNE 30 Trials | Trials gﬁ;‘l"g‘ﬁgga Serving Index i‘;ﬁgg Convened Session Hs?e“s' :igr?r
1976 200 | 76.0 | 25.6 65.2 | 20.40 10 297 | 1,803 | 6.07
1977 235 60.0 22.8 67.4 19.65 20 302 1,697 5.62
1978 199 54.8 20.4 68.2 16.99 18 315 1,903 6.04
1979 207 49.‘3: 26.2 62.3 17.57 19 306 1,812 5.92
_ 1980 187 | 384 .| 23.1 66.4 | 16.10 17 247 | 1,262 | 511 ]

COMMENT: 1In spite of several notorious trials and opehing a new place of holding
court, this district lowered its J.U.I. to 16.10, ranking it 22nd in the nation
which is better than 77 percent of the districts in the country.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

MICHIGAN WESTERN

Li__.l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED

JUNE 30, 1980

4
JUDGESHIPS LI

JUROR USAGE PROFILE

3

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

OHIO NGRTHERN

YEAR ENDED

JUNE 30, 1980

JupgesHIPs L0 |

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \\
: Selected 1Mot Selected, in USAGE Per Per
Total i INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
palable | By | Onelenaed | Seningor’] v Cal | e
P &
E 3,609 2,632 373 567 37 P174,800 935 48
19.30 =
, . , Servi
T 100 % 73.0 % 10.3 %| 15.7 % 1.0% Nt S Geatianaca "¢ 27,400
T
33 14 |42.4 19 57.6 187 54 28.9 133 71.1
TOTAL GIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \\
Total No. On No. No. No.On TOTAL Per | e
in Existence July 1, 1979 Impaneled Discharged | July 1,1980 Session Day
G &
R 4 2 2 2 2 D 42,300 1,143 57
A
N 37 747 223 20.2 6.03
D For Nati?gal tProﬁIe
ors in i J Ava. H Open Foldou
Somete Boseion Gossion | porseamon | porstout At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS ]
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEA o ; %Not | o Total ber of | Average
ENDED | Nber | B Omnal| e | % Sdeeed | e | wbiror | Namberel | tamberer | iy
JUNE 30 Trials Trials | gﬁ;}’lg‘ﬁggg Serving Index ) Jurggs Convened Session Sessinn
1976 36 61.1 16.9 72.4 17.51 | 1 16" 107 6.69
1977 62 53.2 9.8 81.9 17.15 2 15 ' 82 5.47
1978 29 69.0 14.2 73.3 21.00 2 22 138 6.27
1979 33 69.7 23.5 64.1 23.53 3 46 314 6.83
\1980 33 57.6 15.7 73.0 19.30 4 | 37 | 223 6.03 )
COMMENT: The Western District of Michigan's J.U.I. improved by more than four

points this year.

1980.

This occurred despite one notorious criminal trial 1n_Apri1,
This district uses the multiple voir dire technique and has some jurors
and alternates serving on more than one case.

A-64

( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total Selg?ted Ghail d ) Ngt Selected,| . _In | ']Jh?égl(? TOTAL Perl Per
p enge ving 0 yiray i
A"a"a‘?'e Serving arens Cﬁa;ller?geg ;'}’é{an?s Br:)l/ Jg;t:’r
P 5
E 7,628 4,135 777 2,696 20 53322,400 862 42
T 20.40 Not Selected, Servi
I 100 % 54.2 % 10.2 %| 35.3 % 0.3 % or Chaﬁ:zhggév;ng$ 113,800
T
87 57 65.5 30 34.5 374 192 51.3 182 48,7
TOTAL CiviL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total No. O No. - No. No.O per
in Ex%t%nce Julya. 1379 |mpage|ed Dischgrged Juiy?, 1380 TOTAL Sel;?:iron Jg;c))’r
G N
R 16 11 5 6 10 Eb]95,800 898 44
A
N 218 4,422 1,227 20.3 5.63
D For Natio::al Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurars | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convened Sesslon Session per Session ! per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR 0 Cerirni % Not o Total A
SNRED | ey | PR | sl | RS gue, | mberor | et | timberel | o
30 Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session
1976 124 46.0 40.3 51.3 21.12 12 141 782 5.55
1977 128 43.0 37.4 54.4 20.43 10 145 796 5.49
1878 94 42.6 29.5 59.9 17.74 15 134 707 5.28
1979 88 48.9 22.9 66.4 17.36 | 15 1767 877 4.98
\1980 87 34.5 35.3 54.2 20.40 16 218 1,227 5.63 )
COMMENT:

which required 13 days to select the jury.

J.U.T.

The Northern District of Ohio had a notorious organized crime case

The district also had a number of
last minute settlements and changes of plea which result in unused Jurors.,

These factors tend to negatively affect juror statistics as shown in the increased
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

OHIG SOUTHERN

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

" e o e

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L__E__l

( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS N
Total Selected . _~ Not Selected, In USAGE Per Per
Available or " Challenged Serving or Travel . INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Serving ‘ Challenged Status Day Day
p
E 4,173 2,672 537 948 16 $ 175,100 771 42
18.38
T 100 % 64.04| 12.9 o) 22.7 4) 0.44 Not Selected: servinad 39,700
T
56 26! 46.4 30 53.6 227 91 40.1 136 59.9
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CiVIL % CRIMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
{ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total No. O No. No. No.O P per
inExistence | July 1, 1979 mpaneled | Discharged | July 1, 1980 TOTAL Session | 5"
G o .
R 8 5 3 1 7 5& 101,300 858 45
A
N 118 2,260 784 19.2 6.64
D For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover .
\_ USAGE STATISTICS %
/ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR o, : % Not “ g Total Numb f | Numb § | Average
ENDED | 'mbsr | % mnal | sciadeg | Seleced | i |yl or | tmberot | Mumserot | e
JUNE 30 Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index s Convened Session e
1976 95 51.6 20.0 67.6 19.00 7 66 393 5.95
1977 98 49.0 18.7 68.1 18.50 7 -67 459 6.85
1978 57 54.4 17.5 70.4 17.19 9 9] 590 6.48
1979 53 47.2 15.7 67.4 16.71 10 83 555 6.69
56 | 53.6 | 22.7 64.0| 18.38| 8 118 784 | 6.64
_ 1980 J
COMMENT: This district had two notorious trials during the year, including

one highly publicized murder trial.
when reviewing this district's statistics as they had an adverse influence on
the district's performance.
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These cases should be taken into account
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YEAR ENDED
JUROR USAGE PROFILE

TENNESSEE EASTERN
L_ZLJ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L3 _ |

P s o

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total Selgcr:ted Ghall 4 Ngt Selected, T In : Lllr%\g)r(s Per Per
alienge erv A
Avaiiable Serving " ChallgIngggg Str;tvues ot Er;r;\/l Jg;?'r
P
E 3,422 | 2,462 375 585 - $ 150,400 588 | 44
T 71.9 13.37 Not Selected, Servi
[ o o ] 0 ot oelec '
: 100 % .9 %! T11.0 o) 17.1 % - % or Challonged. “9$25,700
86 66 76.7 20 23.3 256 220 85.9 36 14,1
TOTAL CiviL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL. %
. JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
Total No. O No. No, No. O Per
in Existence July 1, 1379 Impaneled Dischgrged Julygl, 1880 TOTAL Sezgliron JS;?,’
G L
R 5 2 3 2 3 $ 13,800 627 32
A
N 22 432 150 19.6 6.82
D For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors | Avg.Hours Open Foidout
Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS l
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR o F % Not L Total A 2
ENDED Sy | S Selected. PSS Jeaoe Number of Sonsione | Howem ﬁuvrfﬁae? of
Triais Trials Challenpod Serving Index Jend Convened Session gé’égigﬁ‘
1976 128 | 36.7 25.5 61.3 | 15.38 5 13 81 6.23
1977 133 | 38.3 23.3 62.5 15.43 5 17 98 5.76
1978 88 | 31.8 24.6 63.1 14.27 7 14 83 5.93
1979 71 28.2 23.8 61.4 15.34 4 14 85 6.07
\ 1980 86 | 23.3 17.1 71.9 | 13.37 5 22 150 6.82

COMMENT: The Eastern District of Tennessee's J.U.I. of 13.37 is the third

best of the 95 districts.

voir dire, the J.U.I. improved by almost two points over last year.
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Because this district reuses jurors through multiple
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YEAR ENDED
JUROR USAGE PROFILE TENNESSEE MIDDLE JUNE 30, 1980
L2 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L3 1
a2 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Selected T Not Selected, In. USAGE Per Per
Total i Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Avaiisble | g 0f | Onaleneed | Sone ot | St Day | ‘Day
P N
E 5,243 2,546 570 | 2,127 i P $ 180,700 946 34
! 100 % 48.5 v 10.9%| 40.6 < - o Sefcted: Serogs 73,400
T
44 18 140.9 26 159.1 191 63 |33.0 | 128 67.0
TOTAL Civil % CRIMINSL % TOTAL CIVIL % i CRIMINAL %
\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
' NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
] - Per
No. O No. No. No. O Per
in E:%tgnce July%, 12979 fmpaneled Dischgrged July 1, 1880 TOTAL Session ‘Jg;‘:,r
G 7 3 4 3 4 & 74,300 885 | 45
R
A
N 84 1,667 521 19.8 6.20
D : Sor Ng;i?gal tProfile
. | . Ava. d Ava. H pen ~oidou
Soseanes Soston o | paression | por Gession At Back Cover
L USAGE STATISTICS
a HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR o %Not | o Total i | Numberof |  Average
ENDED | Ngmber | % Criminal | sofooeq, | v SRCed | yiIo Number of Nansane | Hourg in Number of
JUNE 30 Trials Trials gf; “g‘r?ggg Serving index ?J?igs Convened Session o sign
1976 78 53.8 35.5 53.2 | 19.43 1 16 92 5.75
1977 60 58.3 38.9 49.9 | 23.94 2 17 | 99 5.82
1978 58 67.2 33.4 54.7 | 23.34 2 26 176 6.77
1979 59 50.8 27.1 58.5 | 20.77 3 53 358 6.75
_ 1980 44 59.1 40.6 48.5 | 27.45 7 84 521 6.20 )
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YEAR ENDED

e e et g

JUROR USAGE PROFILE TENNESSEE WESTERN JUNE 30, 1980
L2 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L3 __|
[ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected Not Selected, in USAGE Per Per
Available or Challenged Seyving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Serving Challenged Status Day Day
p
C"\
E 4,624 3,223 817 584 - ‘9182,500 716 39
T 18.13 :
: 100 % 69.7 % 17.7%| 12.6 % - M o Chaiienged 23,000 |
T |
74 20 127.0 54 73.0 255 58 22.7 197 77.3
TOTAL civiL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL T ¢
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS -/
( NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \\
Total No. O No. No. . Per
nExistence | Juy1.1879 | impaneled | Discharged | July 1, 1880 TOTAL Session i
G “
a 5 3 2 3 2 & 51,000 761 36
A
N
B 67 1,433 402 21.4 6.90
For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Ava. Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foidout
Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS L
( HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR Numb % Crimi % Not o Total Average
ENDED | G0y | Tun™ | selected, | Sor ot | Usage | Numberof | 'Seiiono | 'oursin' | Number of
3 Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Tidios Convened Session Sessignr
1976 78 51.3 15.9 70.0 17.07 3 56 353 6.30
1977 69 60.9 13.7 69.1 17.26 3 89 621 6.98
1978 82 64.6 13.6 68.3 16.87 4 67 400 5.97
1979 87 59.8 16.7 65.7 17.30 6 93 569 6.12
\_ 'e80 74 73.0 12.6 69.7 | 18.13 | 5 67 402 6.00 /

COMMENT: Partly due to the occurrence of a notorious trial in August 1979,
this district's 1980 J.U.I. of 18.13 is its highest in the eight years that
this statistic has been recorded.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE ILLINOIS NORTHERN

P2 PLACES(NiHQLDWKQCQURTiwﬁhﬂwywkﬂa@ﬂvnw

s

{ FLMBES OF U 5
; . L i
; Let s : sxlear t § ; e
1 i e '
i ) ,J.”;‘,ﬂ‘wm : o 1o Raienged {riyy
fooTmE Bl ; St
i ] i
\ |
T

. 20,088 | 12,155 | 2,502 |

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1880

JUDGESHIPS | 10 |

TIMATED C 01 i
1 - .
H b \t !
o
: j

v 36
| | 60.6  12.5 192,100 |
197 102 51.8 95  4g.p | | 50.0 556 1500
27 12 15 15 12 306,200 717 35

427 8,750 2,080 20.5  4.87

185 785 31,9 58.3 9.8 21 481 2,729 6.05

163 66.9 268  63.6 17.47 20 388 2,074 5.35

71655 271 ga. 17.89 20 383 1,944 508
DR IT 3304 566 1837 22 gy 2,200 . 5.10

197 48.2 26.9 606 15.05 27 427 2,080 4.87 .

COMMENT: This district reported a three day jury selection for a multi-
defendant case and a notorious civil case requirin
of prospective jurors dye to the anticipated number of challenges and

excuses. Often, these factors have a detrimental effect on juror utili-
zation statistics, but due to the decrease i
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YEAR ENDED ]
JUROR USAGE PROFILE ILLINOIS CENTRAL JUNE 30, 1980 , YEAR ENDED
’ : JUROR USAGE PROFILE ILLINOIS SOUTHERN JUNE 30, 1980
L4 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS .3 ! 4 9
; : L_* | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L2 |
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS LUROR ESTIMATED COSTS | ! ~
— Soese | [Nasmea] | UiaeE — Fer [ pe ) : 4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
N or allenge erving or rave ria uror : ; 5 i - USAGE P
Available Serving Challenged Status Day Day ; AVE%?QI e elg(:wd Challenged Ngte‘rsv?negcéid Trg:/el INDEX TOTAL 1“:,% Ju%r
p & ! Serving Challenged Status Day Day
E ' P 129,600 71| 46 P h
T 2,000 LATe %] 3 "— 16.82 = — E 1,971 | 1,267 350 351 3 $ 94,000 | 825 | 48
100 % 66.4% 17.4 %| 16.0 % 0.2 % Nt S Sationaed °P 20,700 T 17.29 m—— .
.:‘ . : : ; : 100 % 64.3 %| 17.8 % 17.8 %| 0.1 | ™' or Chaiienged b 16,5700
53 32 | 60.4 21 39.6 168 85 50.6 83 49.4 T
@ . 3. 24.6
TOTAL CIVIL % | CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIVIL % | CRIMINAL| % _ 36 28 7.8 8 22.2 ”47 86 754 28 4
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS 5 TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CiVIL % CRIMINAL %
; \__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS W
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS ) “
Total ' . on No. o No. On Por Per | ( NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS 3
in Existence July 71.1979 Impaneled Discharged | July 1, 1880 TOTAL Session J[‘)J;?fr g . _Total B No. On No, Na. No.On TOTAL Per Jﬁ%r
G ) : in Existence July 1, 1879 impaneled Discharged | July 1, 1980 Session Day
N j
W 62,200 ,196 | 58 | G
. : : : : 2 o2 ] R 1 1 - - 1 $ 54,900 | 1,036 | 53
N A
D _ 52 1,073 311 20.6 5'98 For Nationa! Frofile N 53 1,038 348 19.6 6.57
Sesnions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout ' ' D e For National Profile
Convened Session Session per Session | per Segsion At Back Cover Sassions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
N USAGE STATISTICS Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover e
\_ USAGE STATISTICS V
' HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ) . <
_JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION _GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION ] [ , HISTORICAL COMPARISONS v , )
YEAR Number | Griminat % Not | <. Setected uror Total Nurbor of | Number of | Average ! JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION _GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED £ ) Selected, | U Number of | e i ; Number of | ; YEAR o (rpi; ¢ Not o Total Ave
JUNEGO | ‘Tl | - friae | Servinoor | sarving | ndex | Grand | Goneneu | Sesson | Howrs por 3 ENDED | 7oy | ™ S ssg}'ﬁﬁ%‘é} i N%ﬁfggéof nene | e ﬁ:@r’giz’:
. JUNE 30 Trials Trials Challenged | Serving index Jurios Convened Sessipn e aibe
1976 = _ . - - . - - - ;
' , - 5 1976 - - - - - - - = -
1977 ‘ g '
= - = - = = - e - ? 1877 - - - - - - - - -
1978 l ~
= - = = - = - ~ ~ , 1878 - - - - - - - - -
1979 43 58.1 | 25.6 | 53.8 | 21.56 5 37 223 6.03 X
' ' ' ' 1979 26 61.5 22.0 | 56.4 20.67 3 37 217 | 5.86
1980 , - " v
. . . 6.82 52 311 5.98
- 53 39.6 | 16.0 | 66.4 | 1 4 / \_ 1980 36 22.2 17.8 | 64.3 | 17.29 1 53 348 | 6.57 |
COMMENT: Because the "Federal District C izati " (P, L. : ot - .
95-409) and P. L 95—573er§a1ignéztgggndggggg ?Qgimﬁaglggr?ﬁ Orfo]a;{.gtor(*?ca[f SOMngNTt CStaFSt’CS.fOE.O”]X Ehef1?3;8:clw<()PyEar35a£89;))rovzidgdeuS to the 'Federa]
/ Pk - . Lo . strict Court Organization Act o .L. - an .L. 95-573 which re-
comparisons have been provided for years preceding 1979. Since April 1, 1979, | 1 . . : : : . . .
thepstatutory places 011)’ holding cou?r/‘t for‘pthis digtrict are Peom’g Quincy b aligned boundaries in th1-s d1str1c’g effgct]\{e APP” 1, 1979. Cur:rent]y, the
Springfield, Rock Island, and Danville > ’ [ stitgtory places of holding court in this district are Alton, Cairo, East St. Louis,
> > . i and Benton.
Through use of the i i i i i ict' ULILd . e sz . L - . .
pointgh from 21t26 Tg1$;%etgo% g;m]er,] {'8;38 district's J.U.1. improved by 4.74 This district experienced a turnaround in its percentage of criminal jury trials,
? ) ’ ) L fram 61.5 percent in 1979 to 22.2 percent in 1980. This factor, along with
A-74 R effective use of the multiple voir dire technique, enabled I11inois, Southern
to lower its J.U.I. to 17.29.
; A-T75
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE
L% _{ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED

INDIANA NORTHERN JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L% 1

( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COS8TS
Total Selected Not Selected, In USAGE Per Per
Avallable or - Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
' Serving Challenged Status Day Day
P
C'\
E 3,446 1,958 503 985 - R P 133,400 695 | 39
T 100 % 56.8 % 14.6 %| 28.6 % Y Not ffgﬁ;ﬁghggg‘””g$ 38,200
T
54 ' 30 [55.6 24 44 .4 192 121 63.0 71 37.0
TOTAL | CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL o CRIMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total No., O No. No. No.O per
inExiostaence July°1,12479 lmpaﬁe!ed Dischgrged July3,1gso TOTAL sJQii'on Jg;gr
G &
R 4 3 1 1 3 <O 58,900 1,370 71
A
N
43 834 241 19.4 5.60 —
D : ; For National Profile
Sessions Jurersin Hours in Avg.Jurore | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convened R Sesslon - Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 “ HISTORICAL GOMPARISONS A
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GBRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR ber | % Crimi %Not | o selected J Total N Average
ENDED | ooy | ™ S Seleated, | S| amoe Number of Sessione. | Hourein, Number of
JUNE 30 Trials Trisls Chalionged Serving Index T Convened Session 1. Sessign
1979 83 91.6 | 37.1 42.8 31.26 4 59 340 5.76
1977 84 58.3 24.6 59.1 20.93 4 . €0 364 6.07
1978 57 50.9 27.6 53.1 19:93 6 51 287 5.63
1979 54 64.8 | 23.9 63.5 19.31 4 43 | 218 5.07
\_ 1980 54 4.4 | 28.6 |56.8 | 17.95 | 4 43 | o 5.60 )
COMMENT: The percentage of criminal jury trials fell by 20.4 percentage points
from 1979. This decrease contributed to the district's improved J.U.I. of 17.95.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

4

INDIANA SOUTHERN

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

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L_° I

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
Selected Not Selected, in USAGE Per Per
A Total or Challenged | Serving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Available Serving Challenged | Status Day Day
P y
E 4,045 2,523 560 a59 3 SD 202,700 863 50
17.21
T o o o o Not Selected, Servi
: 100% 62.4%| 13.8 %|  23.7%| 0.1% * or Chatlenged B 48,000
T
50 314 62.0 19 | 38.0 235 107 45.5 128 54.5
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
1 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
) Per
Total No. O No. No. No.O P
inExistence | July . 1879 mpaneled | Discharged | July 1, 1080 TOTAL Session B
G c\
R 4 1 3 2 2 D 145,200 |1,513 | 75
A
N 96 1,936 696 20.2 | 7.25
D , For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
a | HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ; GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR — o i % Not % Total ber of |  Average
ENDED | Gfity | * Selected, S | Usage Number of Soscone | Houren Number of
JUNE 30 Trials Trials Sl er?ged Serving Index Jurles Convened | Session Session
1976 57 50.9 | 16.4 63.7 14.97 5 89 615 6.91
1977 60 51.7 21.7 60.6 17.58 4 57 349 6.12
1978 ”42 26.2 24.4 60.6 13.20 4 50 303 6.06
1979 49 32.7 23.5 61.2 15.53 4 66 478 7.24 -
\1980 50 38.0 23.7 62.4 17.21 4 96 696 7.25 J
A-T7
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

WISCONSIN EASTERN

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

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L% 1

[ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JuRoR ESTIMATED COSTS
Tota Selected Not Selected, In~ USAGE Per Per
Available or Challenged 1 Serving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Serving | _ Chailenged Status Day Day
2]
('\
E 3,349 2,319 549 481 - 1407 P116,700 490 35
T ) . ) g ul Not Seleck i
: 100 % 69.2 %| 16.4 %| 14.4 % - % * o Challenged o' ©»800
T |
40 22 95.0 18 [45.0 238 158 66.4 80  [33.6
TOTAL JCVIL | % CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIVIL. | % | CRIMINAL| %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS W,
- NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Total No.On ~ No. N . No.O Per
in Exic;énce kJ,uly°1,1n@7,9 ‘ 1mp5ngled D.isch;rged‘ July%,1880 TOTAL Se'ZiFon ‘JS’;‘;'
G c'\
R 3 2 1 1 2 V78,400 1,352 68
A
N
D 58 1,158 | 364 20.0 6.28 For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors | Avg.Hourp Open Foldout
Corwened Sesslon Sesslon . | per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
, HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR % Criff %Not | g Tota! | Number: berof | A
ENDED | 'wmber | % Oriminal | gejogteq, | % Selected | Juror | nymber of | fumberf | Numberof | \jmber or
JUNE 30 Trials Tria!g gﬁ;‘l’lg‘ggga Serving Index JGJﬁgg‘ Convened . | -~ Session Hggggigg' .
1976 38 | 71.1 | 16.7 69.1 | 17.69 3 61 | 363 | 5.95
1977 58 | 62.1 16.1 68.0 | 15.81 4 84 | 524 6.24
1978 A= 37.5 25.7 63.3 | 15.52 4 73| 411 5.63
1979 46 \4@3,’.5‘ 13.9 70.6 | 14.63 3. 64 | 346 5.41
1980 | 40 wﬂls;o 1 14.4 69.2 14.07 3 i 58 | 364 | 6.28 J
COMMENT: This district reported an improvement in its J.U.I. despite

several last minute settlements and a sequestered jury.
juror costs were assessed to the parties involved in a case which was
This procedure may have contributed

settled the morning of the trial.

In April 1980,

to the 1980 J.U.I. of 14.07 which ranked eighth when compared to the

other 94 di

stricts.

~
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

WISCONSIN WESTERN

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

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L 2 |

2 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
Total Selected , Not Selected, USAGE Per Per
Available or Challeaged Serving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Serving Challenged Status Day Day
P
c'\
E 1,835 | 1,399 334 85 17 D 76,100 650 | 41
T 15.68 .
| 100 % 76.2 %| 18.2 %| 4.7 %| 0.9 % N ananaen "°% 3,600
T L]
35 14 140.0 21 |60.0 117 48 41.0 69 159.0
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL %
u JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Total No. O No. No. No.O P Per
in Exi%tznce July%, 1g79 Impaneled Dischgrged July%,1380 TOTAL Sesg‘;on J[‘)J;?,r
G
R 2 1 1 1 1 $ 50,900 |1,85 | 95
A
N 27 534 166 19.8 6.15
b For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
a HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR 0 (it % Not o Total Av
ENDED | 'Wmber | % Criminal | gejogioy, | % Selected | duror | nymber of | Mumber of | Nemberol | wumber of
JUNE 20 Trials Trigls c?r?:;;llg\r?gg& Serving index ‘jﬁgg Convened Session Hé’é’s' §a§§r
1976 17 58.8 | 11.5 67.9 17.95 1 21 105 5.00
1977 8 87.5 4.7 71.3 19.11 2 20 115 5.75
1978 24 50.0 5.0 78.2 16.17 2 32 226 7.06
1979 28 75.0 8.4 71.4 17.89 2 27 162 1 6.00
\_1980 35 | 60.0 | 4.7 76.2 15.68 2 27 | 166 6.15

COMMENT : :Wisconsin, Western's improved J.U.I. of 15.68 was partially due to the
decrease in the percentage of criminal jury trials from 75.0 percent to 60.0 percent.
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The percentage of jurors not used decreased from 8.4 to 4.7 percent.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

ARKANSAS EASTERN

Li,._i PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activily)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L% 1

[ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS . ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected Not Selected, In USAGE ‘ Per P
Availabl or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juron
valianie Serving Challenged Status Day Day
p e -
c-\
E 4,225 2,439 905 838 43 20,29 D 168,600 807 40
T T - : - e
, 100" 57.7 21.4 -] 19.9 1.0 o e oer ™94 33,600
T I - T T
87 54 62.1 33 37.9 209 126 60.3 83 39.7
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL 5 TOTAL CIvIL % CRIMINAL
\_ JURY TRIALS L JURY TRIAL DAYS
/~ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Total No. O No. No. No.O ] per | Per
in Exic‘stince Julyo‘l, 1%79 Impaneled Dischgrged July(‘)l . 1380 TOTAL Sezgon Jgg;r
G q'\ ‘
R 2 1 1 1 1 b 20,900 L1,306 63
A e e S SRR B
N 16 331 118 20.7 r; 38 r\\
D - : For National Profile N\,
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout )
Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover y
\_ USAGE STATISTICS Ve
— o } T
{ HISTOBICAL COMPARISONS
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR . Cpind % Not . Total Av
ENDED | MWber | % mnal | sdaiee, | - Seeee | gura | woporor | umberet | Namaenar | ety
JUNE 30 Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juans Convened Session Sencinn
1976 88 72.7 19.9 55.9 21.73 2 21 115 5.48
1977 100 | 70.0 | 17.8 | 57.2 20.91 3 28 158 5.64
1978 77 | 79.2 26.9 51.3 23.30 3 21 144 6.86
1979 74 | 47.3 19.9 59.0 21.48 T 19 131 6.89
\ 1980 87 | 37.9 19.9 57.7 20.22 2 16 118 7.38 )
COMMENT: Arkansas, Eastern reported numerous continuances and last minute settlements.

These occurrences had an adverse effect on juror utilization statistics as shown by

the decrease

in the percentage of jurors selected or serving to 57.7.

this district did experience a modest improvement in the J.U.I. to 20.22.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE
l__6__l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

ARKANSAS WESTERN

-_— T T

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L2 1

[ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
Total Selacted Not Selected,: In USAGE ] Per Per
Av (I)Iabl or Challenged Serving or Trayal INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
allaple Serving Challenged Status Day Day
P
C'\
E 2,684 1,796 589 299 - P 106,000 848 | 39
T 21.47 Not Selected, Servi
: 100 % 66.9 %| 22.0 %| 11.1 % - % ® o Chalenged oD 11,800
T
47 38 180.9 9 19.1 125 104 83.2 2] 16.8
TOTAL civiL | % | CRIMINAL] % TOTAL "ClVIL % CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
O Tot .0 No. No. No.O P per
InExiotence | July 1,878 Impaneled | Discharged Juny?,jgeo TOTAL Session | 5ror
G -
R 2 1 1 1 P 19,000 1,583 | 72
A
N
D 12 265 68 | 22.1 |5.67 For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurars | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened * Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover _
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
_JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION  GRANDJURORUTILIZATION - ‘
YEAR ber | % oriminal | _%Not | o Total - Numi "Average
ENDED %}’5‘3&' % %r&twna[ Selected, ’ Se(l;?cted dg;g; Number of | hé%rgggngf : Nﬁ&?ﬁﬁ,‘,’-’ Number. of
JUNE 30 Triais: Trlal‘(s gﬁ;}’lg‘ﬁgga Serving Index ?J?igg Convened Sesgioj Hé):srgig:r | '
1976 47 | 38.3 6.1 63.8 | 22.11 1 10| 44 | 4.40
1977 | 39 | 23.1 17.2 | 58.7 | 23.39 1| 1w | 57 | 5.70
1978 42 | 16.7 | 10.3 | 64.4 | 23.08 2 | 1 59- 5.36
1979 44 | 36.4 7.5 | 62.6 | 22.86 N 10 | 48 | 4.80
\_'980 47 -] 191 1.1 | 66.9 | 21.47 2 | 12 | e | 5.67 )

COMMENT: This district experienced a 43.8 percent decline in the number of criminal

trials.

With extensive use of the multiple voir dire method of selecting jurors,

Arkansas, Western recorded improvement in the category of percent of jurors selected
or serving which increased to 66.9 and in its J.U.I. which dropped to 21.47.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

IOWA NORTHERN

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

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS 15|

4 | NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED CO3TS
Total Sefgtr:ted ‘Ghailenged Ngt S:/e'lected, T In | llJSAG)f(E Per | Per
¢ . erving or DE Tri
o Available Serving Challenged S,trgtvues TOTAL br;?/l JE‘)J;?;
E 1,203 771 151 166 115 $ 50,400 593 | 42
T 100 % 64.0 12.6 13.8 R
A . o . o . o, . o o] '
] 4 & 9.6 % oreCer?aﬁengggvmg$ 7,000
T
15 10 |66.7 5 |33.3 85 61 71.8 24 [28.2
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CiviL % CRIMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ] ESTIMATED COSTS )
Total No. On No., P
inExistence | July 1, 1979 impancled | Disoharged | July T, 9980 TOTAL seseion “5’5‘5,’
G
R 2 2 _ ’ i D 30,600 [1,226 | 62
A
N
b 25 494 135 19.8 5.40 .
Sessions Jurors in H i A Tt 501' Na':tl?\'?al profe
urs in Y '
Convened Session Sgssion , p;/lg Seg;%i &‘;gég:sulgsn A?eBgcl? Cg\lljér
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
JURY TRIALS . PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION - GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR ) T '
Number % Criminal % Not % Selected J Total Aver
ENDED of Jury Jury Selected or Usaoe Number of | "aimber of | Number of nber ¢
J Jury cted, 3 ge umber s H i Number of
JUNESO | rals | frials | Sernect ) sewing | index | Grand | Gonenc | SEition | Hours per
1976 22 50.0 21.9 |57.6 17.77 4 32 211 6.59
1977 31 38.7 19.5 | 65.1 14.29 4 45 313 6.96
1978 17 35.3 34.8 |45.5 21.70 S 2 16 95 5.94
1979 | 14 | 35.7 21.0 |61.9 14.08 4 26 167 6.19
\ 1980 | 15 | 33.3 | 13.8 |64.0 14.15 2 25 | 135 5.40 )
A-85
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YEAR ENDED

IOWA SOUTHERN JUNE 30, 1980

3.1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

JUROR USAGE PROFILE

JUDGESHIPS %% _|

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS = )
Total Selected ; ' Not'Selecled, n USAGE Per Per
Available or Challenged Serying or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
alianie Serving Challenged Status Day Day
p
c\
E 2,505 1,581 414 502 8 P 94,000 588 38
T , 15.66 NoT Solecled SarT
: 100 % 63.1 %| 16.5 %| 20.1 % 0.3% * or Chailonged - 18,900
T
28 15 53.6 13 46.4 160 111 69.4 49 30.6
TOTAL CivIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CiVIL % CRIMINAL 9,
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
e NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
Total No. O No. No. No.O P Per
in Existence July%, 1979 ;mpageged Dischgrged July%JgBo TOTAL Session J[‘)‘;gr
G Y
D
R 1 ] - - 1 ¥ 19,700 788 43
A
N 25 462 133 18.5 5.32
D : , S . For Nationai Profile
Sessions Jurorsin Hours In Avg.Jurors | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session | per Sessian At Back Cover
USAGE STATISTICS
\
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION B GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION ’
YEAR b % Criminal % Not % Selected J Total b Numb § Average
ENDED | Gy | P Sun"® | selectes, | S e | Numberof | Soncicne” | MHours'n' | Numbor of
JUNE 30 Trials, Trials Challenged Serving Index e Convened Seasion Sossion
1976 53 | 67.9 | 15.2 | 67.4 | 17.45 | 3 41| 30 7.34
1977 43 | 60.5 | 12.8 | 69.3 | 15.91 2 16| 104 6.50
1978 30 | 66.7 | 13.1 | 68.0 | 17.15 2 18 | 112 6.22
1979 35| g9 | 216 [ 614 | 2040 | 2 | 20 |18 6.40
1980 6.4 15 | , |
\_ 28 416.4 20.1 63.1 15.66 1 25 133 5.32 )
COMMENT: Iowa, Southern experienced two notorious trials which required large panels

of prospective jurors to be called. Despite these trials, this district reported a
dramatic improvement in its J.U.I. which declined from 20.40 in 1979 to 15.66 in 1980.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

MINNESOTA

L_3__l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED

JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L_61

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected Not Selected, in USAGE Per Per
?ab or - Challenged | Serving or Traval INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Avg fable Serving ; Challenged Status Day Day
P
C'\
E 6,904 4,215 970 1,670 49 P 252,200 627 37
T 17.17
| 100 % 61.1 %| 14.0 % 24.2 %| 0.7 % Nt S Crattonged 2P 61,000
T
73 44 160.3 29 39.7 402 231 57.5 1 171 42.5
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Oy ) Per
Total o) “No. No. No.O P
inExiosttaence Jul')\ljo1.1379 [mpageled Dischgrged July3,1880 TOTAL Sesgfon Jg;c;r
G ¢
R 5 2 3 1 4 P 93,800 1,475 72
A
N
D 67 1,379 428 20.6 6.39 For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convened Sesslon Session | per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR | "o Cri % Not % Total Number of | Number of |  Average
ENDED | GiTuR | " Sun | geleoted, | %SGR | i, | Numberof | "Sogoione | Waursn | humber of
JUNE 30 Trials Trials Ghallengged Serving Index Judles Convened Session Session
1976 97 | 48.5 | 16.6 | 67.7 | 16.32 2 52 | 261 | 5.02
1977 87 | 62.1 21.1 60.4 17.62 2 70 349 4.99
1978 79 | 54.4 22.8 60.7 17.77 3 54 | 310 | 5.74
1979 65 | 53.8 24,5 59.9 18.67 64 343 | 5.36
\_ 1980 73 | 39.7 | 24.2 61. 1 17.17 5 67 | 428 | 6.39 /
COMMENT: Numerous last minute settlements, changes of pleas, and the calling of

large panels of jurors for orientation days where no juries are selected for trial

tend to have a negative effect on juror usage.
large percentage (24.2) of unused jurors.
its J.U.I.

to 17.17.
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This may account, in part, for the
Minnesota, however, managed to improve
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE
l____2__l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

MISSOURI EASTERN

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS 5 |

JUROR USAGE PROFILE
l__3__l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

NEBRASKA

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L3 |

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \1
Total Selected | | Not Selected, 3 USAGE 1!_3e;rl JPer
avilable | g o | Ohallensed | Servmgor’]  Tavel | INOEX TOTAL | T | e
P
c'\
E 6,337 3,729 1,234 1,360 14 1378 P 243,300 | 528 38
T 0 o [ o P ‘ Not Selected, Serving
| 100 % 58.8 *| 19.5 *| 21.5 *| 0.2 * %" or Challenged $ 52.300
T
137 104 | 75.9 33 | 24.1 461 386 83.7 75 16.3
TOTAL CIVIL % | CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIVIL % | CRIMINAL| %
\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
K NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
i ! Per
' No.O . No, No. No.On: Per
in EIiosfﬁgnce Julyql.1g79 impaneled DiSChgrged July(;,1980 TOTAL Session JS';‘;'
G Fon
R 3 3 - 1 2 W 61,200 805 41
A
N =t
D 76 1,479 416 19.5 5.47 For National Profile
i Ava.J H Open Foldout
St ‘Seseion Hostion | por Session | porSession At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
~1JURY TRIALS _ PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ___GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR 0 %Not | o Total Number of |  Average
ENDED | 'iber | % Cmnal | sdlcieq, | % Sefeted | guner | ymbarof | umberel | Numberer | yumtat’y
JUNE 30 T r{ ‘als Trials gﬁ;}’lg‘r?gga Serving index JJ?igs Convened Session Ses slgn
1976 121 52.1 20.3 55.2 17.08 6 111 585 5.27
1977 138 44.2 20.0 54.9 17.43 6 102 514 5.04
1978 100 | 42.0 | 22.0 | 57.4 | 16.89 1 73 420 | 5.75
R
1979 109 | 31.2 ] 21.3 57.3 15.03 5 67 | 375 | 5.60
\1980 137 24.1 | 21.5 58.8 13.75 -3 76 416 5.47 )
COMMENT: Despite several last minute settlements and orientation for large panels of

Jurors where the large majority remained unused, this district, through the extensive
use of the multiple voir dire method of jury selection, improved the J.U.I. to 13.75.

Missouri, Eastern had only three grand juries in 1980 compared to five in 1979.
Nevertheless, the number of sessions convened increased 13.4 percent to 76.
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4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total P | Chattenged | "Gormra | el | Toaex TOTAL Tial | durg
en vin
Available Serving | ¢ Challenged | Status Day Day
P
E 3,140 1,599 516 888 137 : S 135,300 701 43
T 6.27
| 100 % 50.9 %| 16.4 | 28.3 %| 4.4 % ™ or Chaienged "2 38,300
T
40 35 87.5 5 12.5 193 150 77.7 43 22.3
TOTAL CiviL % | CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL | %
\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
" Total No. O No. Nd. | No.o Per
_in Exic,s,staence Julyo1, 1379 Impaneled D]schg\jrged me?,@ao TOTAL Ser,giron JS;?,’
G @
R 3 2 1 ] 2 P 48,300 1,558 77
A
N 31 628 194 20.3 6.26 l\
D , , - For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in - Avg.Jurors | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR : % Not o Total . Avera
Numbe % Crimi % Selected J T erage
ENDED | offuy | ™ n™ | seleclsa, | S0 g | namberor | TS | Nl | plmbet
J 30| Trials Trials Challenpad Serving Index Juries ’Convened Session S esslgn
1976 63 130.2 31.8 52.6 17.04 | 1 15 103 6.87
1977 62 |29.0 22.6 57.8 15.43 2 16 | 112 7.00
1978 - 50 ‘24‘.0 26.7 56.6 15.34 1 13 89 6.85
1979 48 |35.4 30.6 49.7 18.43 | 3 21 141 | 6.71
\_ 1980 40 |12.5 28.3 50.9 16.27 3 . 31 194 6.26
COMMENT: Nebraska reported a number of Tast minute settlements which tend to have

an adverse effect on juror utilization statistics.

Due to a substantial decrease

in the percentage of criminal jury trials, however, the J.U.I. improved to 16.27.

This district experienced a rise in grand jury activity with a 47.6 percent rise 1in
the number of sessions convened over last yezr.
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YEAR ENDED

JUROR USAGE PROFILE MISSOURI WESTERN JUNE 30, 1980

L% _| PLACESOF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L6 |

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JURGR ESTIMATED COSTS )
Avaiiable Serving B & Chéilgr?gg:j S{gl\’:s TOTAL Er;?) Jé’é?,'
P
N
E 7,909 5,413 | 1,209 1,280 7 $ 316,000 731 40
T ) § 18.31 -
| 100 % 68.4 %| 15.3 %| 16.2 %| 0.1 % N S Gratanaed "% 51,200
T
71 31 | 43.7 40 |56.3 432 107 | 24.8 325 | 75.2
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CivIL % CRIMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Total No. O No. ~ No. NG: per
in Existence July%. 1?379 fmpaneled Dtschgr‘ged Julyc{,?gao TOTAL Sepsgli’on Jgggr
G @
R 4 3 1 - 4 P 33,000 767 | 38
A
N
5 43 863 317 20.1 7.37 ’\
. , ‘ For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hoursin . Avg.Jurors | Avg,Hours Open Foldout /
Cenvened Sesslon Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS V
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS | )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION k GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR " %Not | o Total ber of '
Numb % b ota A
ENDED | oftlry | *Jun™ | selecen, | Sreted | glig | umberar | "Roge! | Mmherel | aamber
JUNE 30 Trials Trials Cﬁ; Yl é‘r?gg& Serving Index i‘;ﬁgg Convened Session Hggggigﬁr
1976 70 67.1 29.0 | 46.5 24.60 6 46 290 6.30
1977 | 59 | 50.8 26.3 | 48.3 22.85 3 53 374 7.06
1978 57 | 66.7 | 24.7 | 48.4 | 22.85 4 63 427 - | 6.78
1979 44 | 47.7 | 17.7 | 56.6 | 16.96 | - 6 | 65 429 6.60
\_1980 71 | 5.3 | 16.2 | 68.4 | 18.31 4 43 317 | 7.37 J
COMMENT: Missouri, Western reported several notorious trials where extra large

panels of jurors were called in anticipation of challenges and excuses. Despite
this, the proportion of jurors selected or serving rose from 56.6 percent in 1979
to 68.4 percent in 1980. Notorious trials tend to have a negative effect on juror
efficiency and account, in part, for the increase in the J.U.I. to 18.37.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE
L4 | PLACESOFHOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

NCRTH DAKOTA

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L2 |

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Totat Selected Not Selected, ln USAGE Per Per
Availabl or Challenged Serving or - Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
vailabte Serving Chalienged Status Day Day
P &
E 2,116 1,176 496 288 156 P 108,300 |i,022 51
T g o 9 [ o ] 9 * 96 Not Selected, S i
: 100 % 55.6 %| 23.4 | 13.6 %| 7.4 % * or Ghalenged B 14,700
T
29 8 127.6 21 72.4 106 39 36.8 1 67 63.2
TOTAL CWIL | % | CRIMINAL | % 1 ° TOTAL CVIL | % | CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total No. O No. "No. No.O P Per
in Ex%t?ance Julyc%. 12!79 Impageled , ,Dischgrged July%,‘lgao TOTAL Ses?;{on Jg;‘;r
G @
R 1 ] - 1 - P 16,200 1,800 | 92
A
N
D 9 176 46 19.6 5.11 For National Profile
Sessions Jurorsin Hours in Avg.durors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout g
Convened Session Sesslowu per Session | per Sesslon At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 A HISTORICAL COMPARISONS h
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION _GRAND JURORUTILIZATION
YEAR % | %Not | o selected | 4 Total | y ¢ ber of |  Average
ENDED | 'offury | " Juny"™ | golected, | *2Giete | it | Numberof | 'Seiating Nowgin | Number o
JUNE 30 Trjals Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session
1976 24 '58.3 23.5 59.8 | 20.63 2 8 44 5.50
1977 24 79.2 23.2 61.3 20.49 2 11 63 5,73
: 7
1978 3 64.5 24.8 56.8 | 18.14 2 12 65 5.42
- —
1979 27 74 1. 23.4 5.3 19.03 3 1;5 89 "§ 93
\_ 1980 29 | 72.4 | 13.6 55.6 | 19.96 1 9 46 5.11 J
COMMENT: This district experienced one notorious case and numerous jurors in travel

status due to inclement weather.

the J.U.I. to 19.96.

These occurrences help account for the increase in
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

SOUTH DAKOTA

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

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L3 1

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS LUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
'fota! " Selected Not Selected, | In USAGE Per Per
Available or Challenged | Serving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
a Serving o Challenged _Status Day Day
P N
E 3,574 1,946 650 803 175 19.97 5) 178,800 999 50
T .
: 100 % 54.4 %| 18.2 %| 22.5 %| 4.9 % N Ghanianged "°$ 40,200
T T
50 21 142.0 29 58.0 179 103 57.5 76 42.5
- TOTAL - CiViL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL { %
\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
( NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total No. O No. No. No.O P per
in EI?st%nce fJuly°1, 12)79 lmpa(rzeled Dischgrged July?, 1380 TOTAL Sesggon Jg;‘;’
G o
R 4 2 2 2 2 P 54,100 2,576 134
A
N 21 403 132 19.2 6.29
D . : : i - For National Profile
- Séssions Jurors in Hours in Avg, Jurors | Avg, Hours Open Foldout
. Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
( HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
JURYTRIALS  ° PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR a4 1 % Crimi % Not % Sel J Total Nui b b § Average
ENRED, | o || ghen | T et g | et | S| Pl | tumoer ol
JUNE 30 Trials | - Trials Challenged | Serving index Judeg | Convened | Session Sessinn
1976 64 73.4 36.3 43.5 24.62 2 36 206 | 5.72
1977 | 42 | 59.5 | 31.9 | 48.7 | 22.89 4 24 {132 | 5.50
1978 43 |, 62.8 | 28.5 | 50.3 | 22.39 2 | 2 93 | 4.43
1979 29 | 65.5 | 25.9 |59 | 20.18 2. 41 96 ]5.65
QQBO 50 58,0; | 22.5 54.4 19.97 4 21 . 132 6.29 Y,
COMMENT: South Dakota reported a 72.4 percent rise in the number of jury trials.

Despite the use of the multiple voir dire method of selecting jurors, the J.U.I. improved
only stlightly to 19.97.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

ALASKA

L__Z_l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED

JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L2 |

/ NUMBER OF JURCR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total Selected Not Selected, - n USAGE Per Per
ol or Challenged | Serying or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
 Avallable Serving Chailenged Status Day Day
P &
E 1,484 936 175 299 74 20.05 ‘b63J000 851 42
T ) o 4 . : T Selected, Servi
, t00% | 63.1 %| 11.8 %| 20.1%| 5.0% M or Chalienged B2 ,700
-
20 2 110.0 18 190.0 74 25 133.8 49 166.2
TOTAL CIVIL. T CRIMINAL % - TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL %
\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
" NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
al on | Na No. No.On P per
in El'?sttaence Jult'lqi. 12!79 lmpazeled Dlschgrged Julyo1 , 1380 TOTAL sesgon JS:;'r
G ‘ @
R 3 1 2 1 2 P62,200 2,488 | 119
A
N 25 524 189 21.0 7.56
D : . : : For National Profile
Sesslons Jurors in Hoursin | Avg.Jurors | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
-~ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR 9 % Not 9, ~ Total Number of | Number of | Average
ENDED | ‘iTuy | S Seleoted, | * SC ) goig Number of | “Segglons | Hoursn | fumber of
JUNE 30 | Trials Trials Challengged Serving - Index e Convened Session | FOUS Pe
1976 18 | 88.9 | 25.6 62.3 | 20.94 | 1 21 76 | 3.76
1977 20 ) 85.0 22.6 63.9 18.04 2 25 135 - 5.40
1978 14 78.6 . 32.3 52.5 23.58 2 21 131 6.24
1979 | 14 | 85.7 | 52.5 | 38.0 | 31.98 | 1 14" | 106 | 7.57
\_ 1980 | .20 | 90.0 | 20.1 63.1 | 20.05 | 3 25 189 | 7.56 J
COMMENT: It is frequently necessary for jurors in this district to spend

several days in travel status due to weather conditions or infrequent airline

flights to certain villages.
highest proportions of criminal jury trials in the nation.

Despite these

In addition, the district also has one of the

problems, Alaska substantially improved its J.U.I. over last year and now has a
lower Index than over one-quarter of the courts in the nation.
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vEAR ENDED
JUROR USAGE PROFILE ARIZONA JUNE 30, 1980
8
L_3 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS LS |
e NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS s ESTIMATED PC;?STS Per\
‘ Selected Not Selected,’ n us :
Total 1 e i svel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
pveiiabte | goltng | OMEY | Siiloned | Status
':: 7,902 5,000 1,554 1,268 80 $ 297,500 717 38
19.04 .
T [ | ©3a] 97 1804] 10 o1 SIS SETTOE 47,600
T |
95 71 7.4 88 192.6 415 70 116.9 345 183.1
TOTAL CIVIL % - | GRIMINAL % TOTAL cviL % CRIMINAL %
\_ | JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
s NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS _ A
) er
E v N . ‘ No. N.Q A Pel" J
in E};ﬁs%lnce ‘Julr;%'.%’ls 'lmpazeled : Dischgrged .July(;.1380 TOTAL Session g;‘)’/r
G ' | &
R 5 1 4 2 3 P 123,400 | 1,064 | 53
A !
N 116 2,322 642 20.0 5.53 : |
D gor Na;:ti?gal tProflle
Session " , s , . pen Foldou
Comvansd s Hoursin | Do oo At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS | N
JUBY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION __GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION _
BE : % o Total of 1 Number of Average
SEAR, | rumper | opminal| (B, | oecied | e | urberor | (IR | AT | pmose
JUNES3O | Trals | Trials gﬁ;}’lg‘ﬁgga Serving Index ijﬁgs , Cﬂonvened‘ Sgss;on 1 S;é ss‘ion
1976 174 | 95.4 | 24.5 45.6 | 25.88 7 105 664 | 6.32
977 | 170 | 95.9 | 15.6 57.4 | 21.56 | 7 142 820 | 5.77
1978 106 | 93.4 | 24.3 49.6 | 24.29 | 8 138 - | 824 | 5.97
1979 gr | 94.0 | 19.8 59.5 | 21.40 5 128 671 | 5.24 |
_ 1980 95 | 92;6 16.0 63.3 | 19.04 5 116 - 642 5.53 )

COMMENT: The district had'a number
There were also several
The district of Arizona, however, was a

last year.

points.

of highly publicized ¢
last minute settiements and changes
ble to improve its J.U.I. by over two
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

CALIFORNIA NORTHERN

L_?__l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED

JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS |12

U —

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS . ESTIMATED COSTS )
Total Selected " | Not Selected, in USAGE Per Per
Available or Challenged Serving or Travel - INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
. Serving Challenged Status Day Day
P
E 15,277 9,948 2,010 | 3,309 10 $640,900 723 42
T 17.24 .
' 100% 65.14| 13.24| 21.6 o| 0.1 4 No Selected, Servingd 138,400
T
106 55 51.9 51 48.1 886 504 |56.9 382 43.1
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL | %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total No. O No. No., - No.On per
in Existaence ‘ July%, 1%79 Impaneled Dischgrg(‘ad July'o1,1380 TOTAL Sezglron JS;?,r
G N
5 12 5 7 6 6 $ 128,900 772 | 39
A
N 167 3,304 951 19.8 5.69
D For National Profile
Sessions Jurorsin Hoursin Avg.Jurors | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session . .} per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR o o %Not | o Total ‘ | Avera
Numb % C ! % el verage
SNOED | Sy | TR | eabeted, | R0 guege | numbsrol | esions | et | fumaer
Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries ngvenec% Session Ses sign
{1 .
1976 119 54.6 21.5 66.8 | 16.16 | 11 | 148 805 | 5.4
1977 120 | 60.0 | 21.4 65.9 | 16.77 9 140 779 | 5.56
1978 133 | 56.4 | 17.3 69.3 | 15.76 | 10 | 431 | 734 | 5.60
1979 .10‘7 48,6 21.8 65.6 16.28 . 8 163 | 898 5.51
- .' 7 -
1980 T 3. . . . /
\_ 106 48.1 21.6 65.1 17.24 12 167 ... 951 5}.691
A-97
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YEAR ENDED |

‘ | YEAR ENDED
CALIFORNIA EASTERN JUNE 3C, 1980 | JUROR USAGE PROFILE CALIFORNIA CENTRAL JUNE 30, 1980
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 6 ; 1 17
L2 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L= | | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS | |
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \ b NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS ﬂ
(' , Selected Not Selected, nei | TNDEX TOTAL Tia | duror Total Selopted Challenged Ngtersv%egcfﬁd" Travel NOEX TOTAL Tral | e
Avgcl)!gtl)le 'or] Challenged csféﬁg’r?ggé g{g{fé Day Day Available Serving “ Challenged | = Status Day Day
Serving i . P
$ 119,700 900 45 | 22,723 | 14,375 2,280 | 5,846 222 $ 888,900 733 | 39
’ 2,634 | 1,539 320 743 32 . $ 19, | ; - B s A
i o .3, .0, 7 .0 . Not Selected, Servi
T 100 % 58.4 % 12.2 % 28,2 % 1.2% 19- NOtc?relCerf;ﬁcejhggavmg$33=800 | I 100 % " i k " ° gref?ﬁéﬁenggcrivmg$ 228,400
' : | T
T 8 26 81.2 133 34 25.6 99 174.4 | j 240 71 129.6 169 70.4 1,213 468 38.6 745 61.4
32 : ]8; RIMINAL °/ TOTAL CIVIL % | CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIVIL % | CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CivIl. % | CRIMINALT %
TOTAL | Cn{;thY TR’;’ T © : "~ JURY TRIAL DAYS _ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
o ;
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \\ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
' | No.on Per szgr Total No.On | No. - No.  No.On TOTAL Per Jﬁer
] Ezicgtaelnce ‘ Julr;'lof 3379 lmpﬂgéled ‘ Discr#]g'rged | July%‘dgao TOTAL Session Day _ inExistence | July 1, 1979 " Impaneled Discharged | July 1,1980 Session D;@r
n S L] ot 2
' G
23 C'\
G : ) ) ) ) $72_000 1.385 | 67 B o 29 13 16 13 16 D 349,800 | 784 | 40
R A
) 4,92 N 446 8,687 2,464 19.5 5.52
N 52 1,067 256 20,5 . For National Profile D ‘ , gor Naticlmal Profile
D , . » , Open Foldout . Sessi .| i Hoursin J Ava.H pen Foldout
Sessions = ‘éuror,‘soir? I ggg;?(jg é\;’?‘s‘é‘ég%?, &V,Qéﬁgsﬁ{,";, Atp Back Cover ' Cgr?\fe?tg% Slgs?s',?og‘ Sggg?or? égrg Selers%?w peVrQSesosukr:sn At Back Cover
Convened ess ’ : . \
9 USAGE STATISTICS . - USAGE STATISTICS
e HISTORICAL COMPARISONS | A | HISTORICAL CGMPARISONS
' IALS ' PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION " GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION , JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
JURY TRIALS - | o ' Average YEAR | | N %Not |4 Total ;

YEAR | Number | % Criminal | (%NOt | %selected | duror | Totdl "meens | megie! | number of | ENDED | GiTier | % Giminal | oJh oy, | % Selected Ussge | Numberof | Numberof | Mumberor | fverage
J%J'\I{J%EBDO qlir“J:!;y’ : ,‘:frl";?’s Sse"’,'v'ﬁﬁgegz Sea?vring lf:‘?egf ?Jggg | Convensd | Session | Hggggigﬁr : JUNE 30 Trials Triais (?i?ar:/l’en;?ggrd Serving Index ?Jggg Convened | Session Hs"é’srilggr
121 : Challenge 7 ,’ |

7 | 87,7 | 34.6 53.4 | 23.39 | .3 50 | 182 | 3.64 : 1976 206 | 82.0 | 27.7 62.4 | 19.64 | 26 123 | 2,226 | 526
1976 5 : , . * . . : ‘ , , ——
; N N . ; . 225 78.7 8. . 19. ' : '
1977 |6 30 | 90.0 | 37.0 53.5 | 22.48 | 2 |- 40 146 | 3.65 1977 |- o185 28.4 61.3 e ?3 405 | 2,083 .4
T 3 | s11 | 29 59.3 | 20.39 5 | 43 | e | 406 | 1978 1777 718 | 29.5 61.7 | 20.71 7 327 | 1,647 | 5.04
1978 37 . . . . ; ; 1 : — L. -, - :
AR KT - 504 | 18.26 5o s aer 1979 | 193 | 67.4 32.8 7.5 | 19.82 |28 | 376 | 2,015 | 5.3
1979 1= =47 =t 78 25 .7 . . o 7 . , - ‘ i : : :
| C M e ‘ 1 i i - 240 70.4 25.7 63.3 18.73 | 29 446 2,46 ‘
\_ - COMMENT: The district's J.U.T. mproved for the second Year in a row, dropping
by more than a full point. This district provides for separate juror orientation
f days which tends to adversely affect its overall J.U.1I.
g
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE
L_._]__l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

CALIFORNIA SOUTHERN

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L_Z__l

( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected Not Selected, In USAGE Per Per
Av ?labl Cor Chatlenged Serving or Travel - INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Waliabis Serving Challenged Status Day Day
P N
E | 5,591 2,767 | 1,081 | 1,743 - $201,600 888 | 36
T 24.63
| 100 % 49.5 %| 19.3%| 31.2 % - % N S Graionged "2 $62 ,900
T
53 9 {17.0 44 183.0 227 74 |32.6 | 153 |67.4
TOTAL CIviL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CiVIL % CRIMINAL %
_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
" Total No. O No. No. No.O P per
in Ex?stet‘ance July°1, 1%79 [mpageled ] Dischgrged July3.188‘0 TOTAL Sesigon Jlgzri?/r
G &
R 10 6 4 4 6 P 129,400 654 33
A
N |
198 3,902 1,088 19.7 5.49
D — : For National Profile
Sessions Jurorsin Hours in Avg.Jurors | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convened Sessijon Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 ‘ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR % % Not %S J Total b N f | Average
ENDED | ‘oivoy | C.;’&T;"a’ Selested, ’ eé?f’“”d Usage | Number of "Sencone | Mowrsin Number of
JUNE 30 Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Setsioy
1976 146 90.4 20.5 60.8 20.95 14 177 796 4.50
1977 105 | 91.4 22.9 60.1 | 22.73 13 168 827 4.92
1978 102 | 94.1 | 18.4 65.6 | 19.72 | 13 154 676 | 4.39
1979 79 | 848 | 242 | 587 | 21.72 | 12 163 | 808 | 4.96
\_ 1980 53 | 83.0 31.2 49.5 | 24.63 10 198 11,088 | 5.49 /

COMMENT: This district reported large numbers of jurors impaneled for orientation alone.
In addition, California, Southern experienced several notorious cases and last minute

pleas.

decline in the percent of jurors se
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These occurrences contributed to the substantial increase in the J.U.I. ang the
lected or serving to its lTowest level since 1973.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

HAWAII

L1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS | 2|

( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total Selected | Not Selected, tn USAGE ‘ Per Per
Available or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Serving Challenged Status Day Day
P L
E 1,362 807 426 127 2 $50,800 736 | 37
T 19.74 . -
: 100 % 59.3 % 31.3%  9.3%| 0.1 % N Cranianged > 4,700
{
T
21 5 123.8 16 76.2 69 14 20.3 55 79.7
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL |'. % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COS8TS \
Total No.O No. , .0 per
in Ex%faence Julyo1. 1%79 |mpacn’gled Disc{lqwgrged Jui??. 1380 TOTAL Sezgon Jg;?,r
G
4 o
R 2 2 2 2 d 32,600 906 49
A
N 36 668 192 18.6 5.33
D For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR g % Not o Total . A »
Numb % Criminal % Selected J 7 verage
SNOED, | W | M| e | | g | e | R U
NE 3 Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index J(]ries, Convened Session ‘ Sessign
1976 . 20 65.0 8.7 65.0 15.40 3 33 198 6.00
1977 20 75.0 8.3 58.1 20,32 3 60 371 6.18
1978 11 36.4 1.3 67.5 12.73 4 47 212 4,51
1979 | 18 | 77.8 4.2 61.2 | 19.62 4 31 148 | a.77
1880 | '
\_ 21 76.2 9.3 59.3 19.74 4 36 192 51.33 )
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

IDAHC

.3 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L2 !

be completed resulting in substantial numbers of unused jurors.

part, for the increase in the J.U.I. from 16.61 in 1979 to 18.18 in 1980.

A-102

a . ‘tedNUMBER OF Ju:aj:egi;s _ s ESTIMATEDP(zfl)STSJP%\
e || gy | cnatensed | Tenhgel’| qmel | WoSX || o | fla | e
Z 1,236 751 213 244 28 . S 53,600 788 | 43
T 100 % 60.8%| 17.2%| 19.7 % 2.3%| Nt S Granionged "¢$10,600
!
20 10 |50.0° 10 |50.0 68 27 139.7 41 60;3
\_jéML ] mﬁbRYT;;LScmMWM_ % TOTAL" 33&YTmASDNﬁ?MmN$ %
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED GOSTS Per\
e | 80 | e | oisdiSrand |l 5o roraL | oo, | dute
G 1 | - 1 - 1 $ 55,600 1,986 | 96
A
l';‘ 28 | 578 169 20.6 6.04 = Na,};?gg"ﬁpmf“e
Soveoms | SR | Hamn | AR | seston, AL Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
a HISTORICAL COMPARISONS - )
:JUR?TRMLS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION — GRANDJUROR:TLiizf e
T | | k| | e | MRS EEF
JUNE 30 Trials | 17 Trials Challer?gga Serving index Joans , S?ﬁ.ion
1976 25 || 68.0 | 20.0 69.5 | 15.51 | 3 29 182 | 6.28
1977 31 51.6 | 22.8 59.1 | 16.57 3 3 240 7.50
1978 22 || 545 | 3.7 49.5 | 20.39 3 | 16 108 | 6.75
1879 fm wmpi \\ 5001 19.6 61.0 | 16.61 T 22 141 | 6.41
\_ 1980 20 ?;\ 50.0 19.7 60.8 | 18.18 1 28 169 6.04 )
COMMENT : Idaho réported many trials which were vacated before ju;ﬁiielgggaggsfogld

g Sty -
A R s g s

S it .

e

JUROR USAGE PROFILE
L2 | PLACESOE HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

MONTANA

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

2
JUDGESHIPS ||

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
. T?taﬁ Seljt;ted Challenged | Ngte ﬁ/?lectid, _In USAGE Per Per
- vallable Serving Challenged S INDEX TOTAL Egil Doy’
E 1,880 964 286 443 187 593,800 938 50
T " 18.80
100 % 51.3 o, 15.2 9, 23.6 o 9.9, ) Not Sel
, i ; " > or Cratienged "°$22,100
T
23 14 160.9 9 139.1 100 75 175.0 25 25.0
TOTAL CIVIL . % CRIMINAL | o TOTAL CIVIL . % CRIMINAL %
\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS '
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total No. On No. No, P
fnExistence - v July 1, 1979 Impaneled Dischg,ged Ju,'y?"?gao TOTAL Seggiron J Sﬁ;r
G =
R 2 1 1 1 1 $19,000 1,900 | 90
A
g 10 212 59 21.2 5.90
Sessions Jurors in Hours i Avg.J 50" NaFti?nal profile
rsin A
Convened Session Session pr—YrgSegrs?gg ;ﬁe\;gésgsljiroi Atp gl;ckogg‘l}lér
\ USAGE STATISTICS
Q HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
E\F\J%/?E% rg;xm?gr % %ﬁ?}inal Se:/'l:e,:?e} 4 | % Selected duror Num)tgl of | Number of | Number of NAveéagaf
-cted, i sage Sessi Hours | umber o
JUNE 30 Trials Trials Csﬁ;;’lgnnggg& Serving Index ﬁfﬂgg Cor?\?e%ré% Sgg;?or? HSOeusfgi gﬁ'
1976 32 62.5 23.3 54.7 20.45 1 9 66 7.33
1977 v54 59.3 17.4 68.3 17.16 1 8 55 6.88 '
1978 38 60.5 22.7 63.1 18,37 2 7 52 1 7.42
1979 28 32.1 30.9 55.9 18.87 2 7 45 6.43
1980 23 39.1 23.6 51.3 18.80 2 10 59 5.90"
COMMENT : Primarily due to incTement weather, Montana reported a Targe percentage of

Jjurors (9.9 percent)
selected or serving to 51.3,.

18.80.

in travel status.

This resulted in
The J.U.I., h
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N a decline
owever, remained virtually unchanged at

in the percent
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE
L_?..._l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

NEVADA

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L°_ 1

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
Total Selteed | chatenged Ngtegz?’ecﬁd' Travel NoEX TOTAL Tl | duror
Available Sorving 7 "® Chall(ag‘r?ged Status Day Day
P
E 2,864 | 1,595 507 695 $113,800 764 | 40
r - 19.22 .
| 100, 55.7 %] 17.7 % 24.3%| 2.3 ! o Grationged b 27,700
T
38 16 [42.1 22 157.9 149 65 143.6 84 |56.4
TOTAL | CIVIL % | GRIMINAL | %% TOTAL CIVIL % | ORIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total No.O No, No. No.O Per
in Ex%&ance Julyc%, 1379 | mpage]ed Dischgrged July% , 1380 TOTAL Sezglron Jgggr
G
" 6 3 3 2 4 $ 81,500 586 | 30
A
N 139 2,697 603 19.4 4,34
D : For National Profile
Sesslons Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
~ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR o o ertoal | % Not | o Total ~ A
ENDED '3%"}‘;?3,’ * %r&rp;nal Selep?ed. © Segscted d:;g; Num%gr of i\!sl.ggggrngf N,f,‘g‘u?gri,? f Nu‘r,:‘;eae?eof
JUNE 30 Trials Trigls ] gﬁ;}’lg‘r?gga Serving Index i’;ﬁg\g | Convengd Session Hs"é’é?,;@ﬁ'
1076 55 | 89.1 | 28.3 56.6 | 22.65 4 89 421 | 4.73
1977 a1 | 73.2 | 38.8 49.4 | 23.24 5 139 760 | 5.47
1978 26 | 76.9 | 30.4 54.8 | 23.47 5 10 | 508 | 4.62
1979 42 | 76.2 | 27.9 55.1 | 22.78 | 5 10 | 483 | 4.3
_ 1980 38 | 57.9 | 24.3 55.7 | 19.22 6 139 603 | 4.3 )
COMMENT: Nevada summons prospective jurors for orientation only which results in some

jurors being present and paid for services not used.
improvement in the J.U.I. of more than three points.

Despite this, Nevada showed an

Grand jury activity increased with the number of grand jury sessions rising by 26.4
percent from 110 in 1979 to 139 in 1980.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE
l_i._i PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

OREGON

YEAR LNDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L9 1|

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
Total Selected Not Selected, in USAGE ‘ Per Per
A ?Iabl or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
vailaple Serving Challenged Status Day Day
p
E 4,183 2,620 706 760 97 S 167,200 680 | 40
17.00 :
T 100% 62.6 %| 16.9 %| 18.2 %| 2.3 %|’ N S Cmtionaed 2B 30,400
T
40 12 130.0 28 70.0 246 120 .148.8 126 51.2
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS ' JURY TRIAL DAYS
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
tal No. O No. No. No.O P Per
in Existence | Juy 3970 Impaneled | Discharged July 31880 TOTAL Session Baor
G
o 3 - 3 3 $ 100.400 1,521 | 74
A
N 66 1,359 409 20.6 6.20
D , For National Profile
Sesslons Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
- HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR o/ H ooN 12 T tl A
ENDED | mber | % Ommnal | sdleciea, | " SSected | urer | wumberor | "Samceral | Mimeenol | umbet o
JUNE 30 ,‘,‘/JTrIals Trials gﬁéi’ug’r?ggﬁ Serving Index ?&ggg Convened Session ”9?55’2;8,‘?’
1976 83 36.1 22.6 54.2 | 15.96 5 50 245 4.90
1977 - 81 54,3 22.7 54.9 | 16.02 5 67 336 5.01
1978 61 63.9 19.2 64.0 | 16.15 5 72 409 5.68
1879 49 67.3 | 24.1 56.2 | 17.21 3 | 63 406 | 6.44
L1980 40 70.0 18.2 62.6 | 17.00 3 66 409 6.20 J
COMMENT: Oregon reported three notorious cases, including a hijacking and a drug case

involving 17 defendants.
cases due to the anticipated number of excuses and challenges.

Larger numbers of jurors are called in for these types of
In spite of these

occurrences, Oregon showed improvement in both the percentage of jurqrs not selected,
serving, or challenged and the percentage of jurors selected or serving.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE
L3 1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

WASHINGTON EASTERN

YEAR ENDED

JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L2__|

[ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
‘ Selected Not Selected, in USAGE Per Per
Total Serving Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial | Juror
pvailable | goonng | CMENeneed | o eed | Status Day | Day |
P N
E 1,804 1,150 288 326 40 5972 ,300 689 40
17.18 pryr
.:. 100 % 63 . 7 % ] 6 . O % ] 8- ] % 2 . 2 % 7 Not (?regﬁ;ﬁdehggdvmg$ 'l 3 , 'I OO
T
21 7 133.3 14 66.7 105 63 60.0 42 40.0
TOTAL CIVIL % | CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIVIL % | CRIMINAL| %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
" NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
) Per
.0 No. . No. Nn,On Per
in Elggnce Jull)\/ml. 1%79 [mpapglégj Dlschgrged July 1, 1980 TOTAL Sessijon an;?,r
o 2 1 1 1 1 G 23,900 | 1,992 | 105
A
N 12 227 49 18.9 4.08
D : gor Na;i?gal tProﬁle
i Avg.J Avg. H pen -olaou
S ‘Saskon Houeon | pocaession | per Gession At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
a HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N
JURY TRIALS. PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION " GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR e % Not 5 Total ¢ | Numberof |  Average
SNDED | Mmool motmnal | oJuifly | eSelsted | e | yumboror | Mmberal | Mumberel | aiumbet
JUNE 30 Trials Trials gﬁ; }’l'é‘nggga Serving index J J ?‘igs ConYened Session 5 essign
1976 31 74.2 20.0 55.5 20.18 2 13 93 7.15
1977 23 65.2 21.0 58.4 19.41 2 13 78 6.00
1978 27 74.1 18.0 56.4 21.54 1 12 61 5.08
1979 19 68.4 19.3 60.6 17.86 2 12 50 4,17
K1980 21 66.77 18.1 63.7 17.18 | 2 {]2 49 4.08 )
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

WASHINGTON WESTERN

I_g._l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial acuivity)

e om0

YEAR ENDED

JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L2 1

[ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Belected Not Selected, in USAGE Per Per
Avallable or Challenged Serving or ¢ Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Serving Challenged Status Day Day
P h
E 4,855 3,001 874 876 104 591 83,500 677 38
T 17.92
: 100 % 61.8 %| 18.0 % 18.0 %| 2.2% N S Chaiengsd - 33,000
T ‘ .
65 14 |21.5 51 78.5 271 106 }39.1 165 60.9
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL %, CRIMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
( NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total No. O No. No. No.O - per
in Existence JUW%, 1579 Impageled Dischgrged Julyq o1 980 TOTAL sezgal'on Jgg?/r
G N
o 2 2 - - 2 $ 50,500 871 | 40
A
N 58 1,260 455 21.7 7.84
D = = For National Profile
Sessions Jurorsin Hours in Ava.Jurors | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 , HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JURCR UTILIZATION
YEAR o ; % Not o Total ' Average
- Numb % Crl | % Selected J Numb f | Numb H g
ENDED | e | % Omnel | sl | Seeeed | e | bl | Nmberel | Nmemer | ity
JUNE 30 Trials Trials Ghallenged Serving index Jiand Convened Session Sesslgn
1976 82 90.2 21.6 59.9 19.90 4 54 376 6.96
1977 73 82.2 22.1 59.1 | 18.96 2 53 373 7.04
1978 61 | 85.2 20.9 62.1 20.31 4 55 419 7.62
1979 | 72 | 875 | 25,6 | 57.0 | 21.79 | 4 60 478 | 7.97
k1980 65 78.5 18.0 61.8 17.92 2 58 455 7.84 )

COMMENT :
J.U.I. by 3.87 points.

Through use of the multiple voir dire this district was able to improve its
This occurred despite a number of notorious trials.
sence of notorious trials usually adversely affects juror statistics.

The pre-
The decrease in

the percentage of criminal jury trials may account, in part, for the improved J.U.I.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

GUAM

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

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L___l.l

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total - Selected - Not Selected, In~ 1 USAGE Per Per
Available ar Challented | " :Serving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Serving Chailéenged Status Day Day
2]
E 265 66 54 145 - $ 7,900 1,129 30
T 100 % 20.9%| 20.4% 54.7 % _ | 37.8| [Norsaestea Sevmogs; 30
-
2 1 150.0 1 50.0 7 4 |57.1 3 ({42.9
TOTAL civiL | % CRIMINAL | % TOTAL | CIVIL % CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
{ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \\
Total No, O No. No. No.O P Per
in Exlqstence . Jul«yoi. 1379 lmpaﬁeled Dischgrged Julyol, 1880 TOTAL Sesgon Jg;c;,r
G
R 2 1 1 1 1 $ 6,900 627 | 32
A
N
11 217 72 19.7 6.55 -
D - , ; For National Profile
Sessions Jurorsin Hours In Avg.Jurors | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS . )
i ___JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
i YEAR o ¢ %Not | g Total , oA
; ENDED | R | SUn | selected. | % SSRE | Giel | numberor | 'SauEne’ | BT | Numbe?or
L JUNE 30 | Trials ‘Frla’s Ghallenged Serving Index Judias Convened Session Sessign
1976 9 66.7 57.9 32.8 34.50 2 '8 30 3.75
1877 2 50.0 | 63.1 20.5 | 60.00 2 15 59 3.93
1978 3 33.3 30.7 66.5 | 14.35 1 7 24 | 3.43
1979 4 25.0. | 30.5 57.1 | 19.35 1 11 55 5.00
\_ 1980 2 | 50.0 | 54.7 24.9 | 37.86 | 2 1 72 6.55 )
COMMENT: Guam reported only two jury trials during the entire statistical year of

or challenged.

1980, one civil case in March and one criminal case in February.
jurors available, only 66 were selected, whereas 145 jurors were not selected, serving,

As a result, Guam's J.U.I. for 1980 was 37.86,
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

I_1_l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

NORTHERN MARIANA ISLANDS

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L1 _ !

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \\
Total Selected Not Selected, In USAGE Per Per
Avall:ble or Challenged | - Serving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
- Serving Challenged Status Day Day
p
E 354 92 151 111 - $ 11,400 1,140 32
T 35.40 -
: 100 % 26.0 o 42 .60, 31.4 o - o, Not ?regﬁéﬁghggavmg& ,600
T
4 - - 4 1100.0 10 - - 10 100.0
. TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL - GIVIL % CRIMINAL %
& JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Totai No. O No. No. No.O P per
in Exlostazance . July%, 1?)79 Impaneled Dischgrged Julyc;, 1380 TOTAL Ses:{on JS;’,’
G N
R 1 - 1 - 1 $4,300 717 | 33
A
N 6 131 15 21.8 2.50
D For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hoursin Ava.Jurors | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
( HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION .
YEAR o ari % Not 9 ~ Total Average
ENDED | wjoer | 3mnel| ooty | %deeted | durer | bl | Mumberel | mberot | Nitetty
JUNE 30 Trials Trials csﬁéﬁg’r?ggé Serving Index %ﬁgg Cpnvened Session Hgé'srgigsr
1976 - - - - - - - - -
1877 - - - - - - - - -
1978 = - 100.0 - - N/A - - -
1979 4 . 100.0 63.4 18.2 46.10 - - - o
s, ‘ ’ . :
QQSO 4 100.0 31.4 26.0 35.40 1 6 15 Z.SOJ

COMMENT: = The Northern Mariana Islands experienced only four criminal trials during

1980 for a period of ten jury trial days.
percent) were challenged, 111 jurors (
jurors (26.0 percent) were selected for service.

J.U.I. of 35.40.

Almost half of the jurors called (42.6
31.4 percent) were not selected and only 92
These figures account for the high

J f This.is the second year that Northern Mariana Islands reported jury
trials since the district was created on January 8, 1978.
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JURORUSAGEPROF&E

COLORADO

| S— J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial actmty)

YEAR ENDED

JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS LO__1

( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS LroR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected Not Selected, In ] USAGE - T Per Per
Availabie or Challenged Serving or Travel tNDEX TOTAL Tnal Aurar
va A_jaervmg i Chalienged Status Day Dy
g 4,880 | 3,044 1,055 698 83 ED 230 100 702 47
T e e ae [ias | 1 8 Romiiseencs o
! B | 1 ] 7 oref‘ihdl!{exngédv ”q$32 900
T e P ,,_,__,Mv,-’,__._, -
97 37 138.1 60 61.9 328 187 |57.0 141 143.0
TOTAL | CIVIL . | CRMINAL | - TOTAL GIVIL . | CRIMINAL| ©
\. JURY TRIALS - | JURY TRIAL DAYS
/  NUMBEROFGRANDJURES | |  ESTIMATED COSTS
T total | Ne.G No. No. No.O | Cper | e
in Exlost?ance Julyql. 1?)79 Impaneled Dischgrged July%JgBO ; TOTAL Sesglron ‘%‘;‘;r
==
G 4 2 2 2 3584,400 1,507 75
R
S S ST R HE [ o]
A S
N 56 1,132 418 20.2 | 7.46 AN
D B For National Profile AN
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors | Avg.Hours Cpen Foldout /
Convened Session Session per Sessien | per Session At Back Cover /,_/
\_ USAGE STATISTICS L
— B " T T e T e e e e —\‘
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS -
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR P 5 , Total Average
Numb % | Selected J Number of | Number of g
ENDED | lymber | Gl | saanfeg | S | e | wyrberor | Mmbenal | Nemeenel |
JUNE 30 Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Todios Convene_d Session b
1976 107 62.6 57.3 16.53 1 49 334 6.82
1977 101 72.3 64.5 16.77 2 44 332 7.55
1978 96 69.8 59.8 17.76 3 62 420 6.77
1979 130 74.6 60.7 17.26 4 50 370 7.40
9 61.9 . .
\¥1980 7 62.4 14.88 4 56 418 7.46 /)
COMMENT: Colorado's Local Rule 11 provides for jury costs to be "assessed equally

against the parties and their counsel,
of in advance of the actual trial."

ments that can result in jurors being paid but not serving.

Colorado's 1980 J.U.I.
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of 14.88 ranked eleventh among the 95 district courts.

when a civil action is settled or "disposed
This rule may discourage last minute settle-
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE
L4 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

KANSAS

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS L2 |

K NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total Belected Not Selected, In USAGE — Per Per
Available or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Serving Challenged Status Day Day
P N
E 4,213 2,885 579 717 32 gz”183,700 693 44
T . . . . 15.90 T Sel '
: 100 % 68.5 % 13.7%| 17.0 =%| 0.8 % N Crananaed 231,200
T
69 33 147.8 36 |52.2 265 136 |51.3 129 48.7
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL L
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS -/
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Total No. O No. No. No. per
in Exisénce July% . 1%79 ]mpageled Dischgrged July% ,?580 TOTAL Sezzli'on Jg:;r
G
a 7 4 3 3 4 $ 37,200 1,200 | 59
A e
N 31 629 189 20.3 6.10
D For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg, Jurors |- Avg, Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS /
4 | HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N
JURY TRIALS PETIT HLIROR UTILIZATION ’ - GRAND JUBOR UTILIZATION
YEAR , % Crimi % Not Total A
Numbs 3 I % Sel J , verage
ENDED | LS | Gmnal| oy | Saeted| due | o | mberol | Nmberel | \tar
Trials Trials Challenged |  Serving index Judes Convened | Session Seagibe!
1976 104 | 59.6 20.2 64.4 | 17.62 3 33 241 7.30
1977 76 | 53.9 21.4 63.2 | 16.87 6 4z 289 6.88
1978 80 70.0 18.6 66.3 17.48 5 56 359 6.41
1979 55 60.0 19.6 65.5 16.59 5 25 174 6.96
¥1980 69 ;’5'2.‘2 17.0 68.5 15.90 7 31 189 6,10J
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

NEW MEXICO

L_.ﬂ'__l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury triai activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS l___l4

42 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS LUROR ESTIMATED GOSTS
3 ervin rav:
Available Se?\;ing allenge Challer?ggrd Status Day Day
P iy
E 4,870 3,354 757 423 336 E; 271,600 862 56
T = :
I 100 % 68.9 4| 15.5 o 8.7 o 6.9 +|15.46 Mo o Cranonged 2$23,600
T
78 48 161.5 30 38.5 315 231 73.3 84 26.7
TOTAL CiviL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \\
Per
Tofal No. O No. No. No.O P o
in Exiost?ance Julyo1, 1%79 ;mpage;ed Dischgrged Ju!y%, 1380 TOTAL Ses?i'on Jg;gr
@ 4 2 2 2 2 & 48,900 1,630 | 81
R
A
N 30 602 185 20.1 6.17
D For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Feldout
Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
o HISTCRICAL COMPARISONS \\
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR % Gri %Not | o Total : ot | Average
ENDED | oifay | Sy | Solected, | ¥ Sl g | Numberof | "SoEing | Niourin | Number o
JUNE 30 Trials Trials gﬁ;}’]g‘ﬁggg Serving Index ?Jﬁgg Convened | Session Sogsr:iggr
1976 84 52.4 14.3 64.7 19.25 5 61 - 325 5.33
1977 86 50.0 5.6 66.6 17.55 5 43 228 5.30
1978 84 53.6 13.4 70.3 16.55 5 29 154 5.31
1979 75 64.0 19.0 62.9 20.56 4 31 149 4.81
\1930 78 38.5 8.7 68.9 15.46 4 30 185 - 5.17 )

COMMENT: The number of jury trials did not change significantly, but the type of

jury trials showed a change from being predominately criminal to predominately civil.
This positively affected New Mexico's J.U.I.
jurors were not used despite three notorious trials,

Only 8.7 percent of all prospective

A-115

n



JUROR USAGE PROFILE
l___]___l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

OKLAHOMA NORTHERN

YEAR ENDED

JUNE 30, 1980

2
JUDGESHIPS 1273

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Selected Not Selected, In USAGE Per Per
Total { ; ) ] INDEX OTAL Trial J
Avallable | oo | Chelleneed | SonO St | Siatue ! Day | 'Day.
: 2,244 | 1,542 345 357 - 90,300 510 | 40
T _ 12.68
| 100 % 68 . 7 % ]5 .4 o ]5 . 9 % % Not osreg;;ﬁghggévmg$] 4 ’400
T
52 39 {75.0 13 125.0 177 133 |75.1 44 | 24.9
TOTAL CiviL % CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CiviL % CRIMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
s NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
v — Per
otal No..O No, f No. No.On Per
In El?s&ance July%, 1?379 lmpaneled Dischgrgéd Julyﬁ , 1980 TOTAL Session Jg;‘;’/r
G 2 1 1 1 1 $ 19,400 970 | 44
R
A
N 20 437 160 21.9 8.00
D : For National Profile
Sesslons. Jurors in Hours In’ Avg.Jurors | Avg,Hours Open Foldout
_ Conyened Session Sessjon per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
' HISTORICAL COMPARISONS “ )
,  JURYTRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION , GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION ..
YEAR % : % Not % . Total | Numberof | Number of * Aaverage
ENDED | SfTosr | *Sin | selectes, | ST g | Numberof | Soaclons | Wouren | tumberof
JUNESO |, . Trials | Trials Shallergaq | Serving Index Juflgs | Comvened | Session | g g
1976 45 | 533 | 12.3 70.5 | 16.37 | 2 0 | 303 | 7.58
1977 39 )., 53.8 | 17.4 69.0 | 19.89 | 2 25 165 | 6.60
1978 | 21 | 429 | 11.5 729 | 143 | 2 | 17 126 | 7.06
1979 | 25 | 60.0™ 21.5 66.8 | 16.99 2 20 | 152 | 7.60
1980 52 | 25.0 15.9 68.7 | 12.68 2 20 160 8.00 )
COMMENT: This district's J.U.I. of 12.68 ranked second nationally despite the

occurrence of three notorious trials.

Contributing factors to the improved J.U.I.
were the increase in the number of jury trial days and the decrease in the percentage
of criminal jury trial days.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

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

OKLAHOMA EASTERN

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIP

stZ_/§J

[ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JuROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected Not Selected, In USAGE Per Per
Available or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Serving Challenged Status Day Day
]
C'\
E 1,246 991 229 14 12 P59,500 647 48
T ; . 13.54 - :
| 100 % 79.5% 18.4 %) 1.1%  1.0% N o Ghanenged " 700
T
26 6| 23.1 20 176.9 92 36 |39.1 56 160.9
TOTAL CiVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIViL % CRIMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
o NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Total No, O . No. No.O Per
in Exgtaence July%, 1?379 Impageled Dischgrged July%, 1 380 TOTAL Seztseiron Jgggr
G d
s 2 1 1 1 $28,700 1,511 | 75
A
N
19 384 132 20.2 6.95 -
D For National Profile
Sessions Jurorsin Hours in Avg,Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session 1 per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
" HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ™
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR Number- | % Criminal % Not o Sel d J Total 5 1 Nur ’ Average
ENDED | G Juy " | Selected, | S| s | Numbor of | 'Secglons | “iawen | Number o
30 Trials Trlals Challenged Serving Index Jurles Convened Session Sescinn
1976 48 50.0 19.2 68.9 14.80 2 9 47 5.22
7 40 52.5 13.1 68.8 | 14.69 2 - 23 151 6.57
1978 24 70.8 | 21.2 60.7 | 18.59 2 14 93 6.64
1979 | 42 71.4 | 9.7 69.6 | 16.01 2 18 117 6.50
\_ 1980 | 26 76.9 1.1 79.5 | 13.54 2 19 132 6.95 /

COMMENT: Through use of the multiple voir dire technique, Oklahoma, Eastern was able
to decrease its J.U.I. to 13.54, which ranked sixth in comparison to all other
districts in 1980.
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YEAR ENDED

JUROR USAGE PROFILE OKLAHOMA WESTERN JUNE 30, 1980 a UTAH YEAR ENDED
- 3 2/3 | JUROR USAGE PROFILE JUNE 30, 1980
l_]__.l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS = 2| {
‘\; L2 1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L__13
/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total el P Y Lo S oTAL Por T Per | [ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
S A tlienged erying or rave! ' | Selected Nol Selected, n USAGE 3 P
o e | s | DT clalstsd | sl il | oaffee | O | Sonmer | Tam | %) | om | Oh | wm
4,694 | 3,497 779 $169,100 487 | 36 P = ; -
E s , 418 - by , i X
% E 2,889 2,112 536 228 13 P142,300 857 49
T 100 % 74.5 % 16.6% 8.9 % - | 1393 | [T Seeete S ™9 15,000
l or Challenged T 17.40 Not Selected, Servin
T | | 100 % 73.1 %) 18.6 % 7.9 %| 0.4 % or Challenged > 11,200
107 75 |70.1 32 29.9 347 211 160.8 136 39.2 T =
TOTAL | OMIL % | CRIMINAL | % ~ TOTAL GIVIL % | CRIMINAL| % 38 15 139.5 23 60.5 166 105 (63.3 61  [36.7
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J TOTAL : CIVIL, %7 | CRIMINAL % TOTAL § CIvik % CRIMINAL | %
\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS Y,
( NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS |
T o ,K\N"" T wo T voon —— i 4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
fn Existence July1 /1979 Impaneled Discharged | July 1, 1980 Session Day ‘ Total No. On - No. No, . No, On TOTAL Per Jﬁfgr
G ~-in Existence July 1,1979 Impaneled | Discharged | July 1,1980 Session Day
R 2 1 1 1 1 $52,400 1,191 58 G -
A ; R 3 1 2 1 2 $ 30,400 1,048 | 51
N 44 902 300 20.5 6.82 b A
D , E— MU : : For National Profile : N 29 599 154 20.7 5.31 \
_Sessions, | Jurorsin Hougf.,in Ava.Jurors | Avg,Hours | Open Foldout D ‘ For National Profile
Convened Session Sesgjon per Session | per Session At Back Cover ; Sessions " Jurorsin Hours in Avg. Jurors | Avg, Hours Open Foldout
\_ USAGE STATISTICS Convened Session Session | per Session | per Sesslon At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A |
JURY TRIALS _ PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION " ] 4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A N
YEAR ' o mprieat | % Not % Total’ i berof | Average ' JURY TRIALS . PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ‘ GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
ENDED | MNymber | %ofminal ) seacted, | % S%RCted | GuIeL | Nerons®! Sewons | "Houe Hours oot YEAR 1 Number | % criminal | % Not | 9 Selected | Ju Total | Number of | Number of | Average
JUNE30 | Trials Trials | Servingor | serving Index ran Convened | Session | Hours pe ] ENDED | o Criminal | selected, | © O%ieC foe | Numberof | ‘sotaiace | THoursin | Number of
: Challenged Juries . i JUNE 30 f Jury Jury Serving or or Usage Grand Sessions Hours in Hours per
— NO—— ‘ : Trials Trials 1 Challenged Serving Index ‘ J,” ries Convened Session Session
1976 12 | 47.3 12.6 69.6 | 13.56 1 -4 93 6.64 : : , ‘
1977 | 1004 26,0 | 14.2 70.8 13.49 || 2 w21 150 | 7.14 : 197 2 °9.7 21.4 64.8 19.60 4 26 | 9 381
—— " ‘ S | 1977 47 | 48.9 | 36.8 52.1 | 23.40 | 2 65 300 | 4.62
1978 85 | 29.4 6.7 77.6 12.33 2 35 255 7.29 , - — —
— IS R 1978 47 87.2 30.9 56.7 | 22.70 4 - 26 | 129 4.96
1979 79 | 27.8 8.1 76.3 | 11.70 | 2 4 | 326 | 7.4 f R L
AR B I F e 1979 45 77.8 14.2 65.5 | 19.51 2 21 107 | 5.10
\1980 107 | 29.9 | 8.9 74.5 13.53 o2 44 300 6.82 ) —— - - A
‘ i \_ 1980 | 38 60.5 7.9 73.1 17.40 3 29 - 154 5.31 )
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YEAR ENDED
JUROR USAGE PROFILE WYOMING JUNE 30, 1980
.2 | PLACES OF HOLDiNG COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L1 |
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
Toal Selected : Not Selected, in USAGE Per Per
A -!‘ bi or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
vaiiablo Serving | Challenged Status Day Day
p
c'\
E 1,798 1,300 253 244 1 D 63,300 414 35
11.75 .
"" 100 % 72.3 % 14.1%| 13.6 % - % N Crananaed g 8,600
T
41 20 }48.8 21 |51.2 153 109  |71.2 44 128.8
TTTOTAL || CNIL % | CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIVIL % | GRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
( NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \\
. Total ' No.O No. No. No.0 Per
in Ex&t&nca July01,12379 lmpageled Dischgrged ,Julyg1,1880 TOTAL Se'Z?,?on Jgggr
G ‘ ' n
R 2 1 1 1 1 5; 7,600 447 22
A
N 17 346 112 20.4 6.59
D . : For National Profile
Sessions’ Jurors in Hoursin | Adg.Jurars | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convened Sassion - Session . | per Session | per Seasion At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS i
~ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ) |
_JURYTRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION - GRAKD JUROR UTILIZATION :
YEAR 9 i % Not o . Total I N ¢ | Average f
ENDED | T | %O | sdeces | %S| e | ubor | tmaenet | tumberer | el ¢
JUNE 30 Trials Trials Challenged | Serving Index Jugdes | Gonvened |= Sassion - vbll '7
|
1975 32 |, 46.9 13.9 70.6 12.84 '} 1 5 36 | 7.20 1
1977 39 46.2 | 21.2 68.2 12.24 | 1 -5 37 7.40 ]
1978 26 42.3 19.7 67.4 12.82 2 8 ' 55 6.88
1979 | 18 55.6 14.7 71.4 | 14.35 | 1 19 144 7.58,
\1980 , 41 51,2 3 13.6 72.3 11.75 | 2 B 17 , 112 | 6.59 )
COMMENT: This district's J.U.I. of 11.75 ranked first compared to all
other districts in 1980. This figure is Wyoming's lowest Index since 1975.
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YEAR ENDED
JUROR USAGE PROFILE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA JUNE 30, 1980
L.__.l__l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS Ll?._.l
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected Not Selected, in USAGE Per Per
pulldble | gpor | Cllonaed | Serungor | Tl | INDEX [ I
P T ' N
E 9,838 5,950 1,380 2,508 - W 228,800 437 23
T 18.81
e 100 % 60.5 “| 14.0 | 25.5 % 2% N S Crananaen "% 58,300
T [
114 38 ]33.3 76 66.7 523 267 51.1 256 48.9
- TOTAL CIvH % | CRIMINAL | TOTAL CIVIL. % | CRIMINAL | ¢
\. JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
( NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \‘\
Tota No.On No. lo. .0 ' Per
in Exi?atténce ,Ju!yo*i. 187’9 ;mpaﬁe;ed D;‘scﬁ\grged Juli;f%. 1‘380 TOTAL &:‘eggon Jg;c;,r
G N
R 25 15 10 10 15 $ 318,800 454 | 23
f
A
N 702 13,773 3,121 | 19.6 4.45 :
o For National Profile
Bessions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors | Avg. Hours Cpen Foldout y
Cenvened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS | [/
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR % Grimi % N o Averag
ENDED | oS | el | seiectes, | " SSREIe | girer | numberor | 'mberal | Mimeerat | alimic? o
JUNE 30 Trials Tiials ch alll:r?gg 4 Serving index Jiane Convened Session S?esgignr
1976 | 193 - 70.5 28.0 58.2 21.00 18 | 497 2,464 4.96
1977 1150 74.7 28.0 56.3 21.59 23 681 3,269 4.80
1978 147 74 .1 22.7 61.8 20.31 26 838 4,161 4.97
1978 =125 63.2 28.5 57.0 22.65 23 705 3,373 4.78
\¥1980 114 66.7 25.5 60.5 18.81 © 25 702 3,121 4.45 Y,
COMMENT: = This district's predamninance of criminal jury trials necessitates the
practice of calling in large panels of prospective jurors due to the anticipated
number of challenges and excuses. This factor, along with a sequestered jury
and many continuances can adversely affect juror utilization statistics. The
District of Columbia, however, showed improvement over last year in its J.U.I.
(18.81),percent selected or serving (60.5 percent) and percent not selected,
serving, or challenged (25.5 percent).
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CHALLENGE FOR
CAUSE:

EMPANELMENT

DAY:

GRAND JURY:

INDICTMENT:

JURY PANEL:

JURY POOL:

LOCAL RULES:

MULTIPLE
VOIR DIRE:

NOTORIOUS CASE:

APPENDIX A
GLOSSARY OF TERMS

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

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

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

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

A . group of prospective jurors chosen from the larger
jury pool for the voir dire examination in a case.
Jurors not selected to serve in that case return to
the jury pool.

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

court's jury term.

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

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

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

A-124

— T

oo

PETIT JURY:

PEREMPTORY
CHALLENGE:

PLEA:

PRELIMINARY
EXAMINATION (OR
PRELIMINARY
HEARING) :

PRE-TRIAL
CONFERENCE:

SETTLEMENT:

STAGGERED TRIAL
STARTS:

VOIR DIRE:

N

APPENDIX A
GLOSSARY OF TERMS
(Continued)

Persons selected according to law, impaneled and

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

The examination made of prospective jurors in court
prior to the empanelment of a jury in a particular
case. Its purposes are (1) to determine their

qualifications to serve in a particular case, including

questions of competence and bias, and (2) to elicit
information about the jurors which is needed by the
parties and their attorneys for the informal exercise
of peremptory challenges.

A-125

.



New York, Southern (July 24, 1973)

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

APPENDIX B

List of U. 8. District Courts That Have ‘ :
Adopted Rules Reducing the Size of Civil Juries v : Vermont (October 17, 1972)

District of Columbia

tracted litigation an additional juror, or jurors, may be selected who

(April 16, 1971)% % "In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six members. In pro-
1
; will participate in the deliberations and verdict." (Effective July 1, 1973)

"In all civil cases tried in this Court the jury shall consist of six (6) mem-—

bers, except in cases of eminent domain.”" (Effective June 1, 1971)
THIRD CIRCUIT

FIRST CIRCUIT

5 ' Delaware

Maine (November 29, 1971) |
"In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six members except that

. . N "
". . . In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members. : the parties may stipulate that the jury in any such case shall consist of
any number less than six. (Effective 1-1-73, applicable to all civil trials
Massachusetts (October 8, 1971) f commencing on or after that date, without regard to the date upon which the

action was filed)."
"In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six members. This

rule shall become effective November 1, 197L1." New Jersey (May 28, 1971)
New Hampshire (July 27, 1971) i "In all civil jury actions, except as may be otherwise expressly required
. , by law, the jury shall consist of six members." (Effective September 1,
"(a) (1) 1In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six members 1971)
and the clerk shall select by lot the names of six persons to be drawn
initially." (Effective September 1, 1971) , Pennsylvania, Eastern - (April 13, 1971)
Rhode Island (Filed September 20, 1971) , ""(a) Except as provided in (b), juries in civil cases shall consist, ini-
] . T tially, of eight (8) members. Trials in such cases shall continue so long
"(a) Six-man juries. In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of 3 as at least six (6) jurors remain in service. If the number of jurors falls.

six members. The jury in a criminal case shall consist of twelve members, : below six (6), a mistrial shall be declared upon prompt application there-

except as provided in Rule 23(b) of the Federal Rules of Criminal Pro- ‘ fore by any party then on the record. (b) Trial by a jury consisting of
cedure." (Effective September 27, 1971) 5 twelve (12) members may be had if written demand therefore (with notice to
] all parties) is filed with the court not less than thirty (30) and not more
Puerto Rico (January 19, 1972) i than sixty (60) days following service of the last pleading directed to the
—_ ) " : issue triable of right by the jury. (c) This rule shall become effective
"Tn all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members. : on May 1, 1971. All civil jury cases pending in this court on the effec~

tive date hereof shall be tried in accordance with sub-division (a) unless
demand for trial by jury consisting of twelve (12) members is made within

SECOND CIRCUIT
fifteen (15) days following the effective date of this rule.'" (Effec-

Connecticut (October 17, 1972) S tive May 1, 1971)
"Wumber of Jurors. The jury shall consist of six members in the trial of ‘E Pennsylvania, Middle (July 6, 1973)

all civil cases." (Effective October 1, 19872)
"(a) Juries in civil cases shall comsist, initially, of .at least eight (8)

New York, Northern (July 3, 1973) j Tembers. TFiais in s?ch caizs ;hall Eontigug so logglis itlleasF s%g)(6)
. : jurors remain in service. the number of jurors falls below six s @
"In all Civil Jury Cases in this DiStriCtdcoﬁr;i the jury Shalligzgs;itzgf ) 3% mistrial shall Ee %eclared upon prompt apglication therefore by any party
i b . . The challenges permitted shall remain as prov K i then on record. Effective July 6, 1973
;Tg.éé)lg?g z;z Rule 47(b) ofgthe Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.” f >
(Effective August 31, 1973) | ; Pennsylvania, Western (May 27, 1971)
New York, Eastern (July 3, 1973) ) "In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six members. This Rule
. " i shall be applicable to all civil actions tried in this District on or after
"A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons. e September 1, 1971." (Efféctive September 1, 1971)

(Effective August 1, 1973)
Virgin Islands (February 16, 1973)

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

#Date of Court Order, if known. ",f ‘ (Effective March 1, 1973)
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FOURTH CIRCUIT

Maryland (June 10, 1971)

"In civil cases in which trial by jury has been demanded pursuant to F.R.C.P.
38, the jury shall consist of six jurors, plgs such number Pf alterniie o
jurors, as the court may deem necessary. This rgle shall agply to a” cas
tried on or after the date of this order, effective August 20, 1973.

North Carolina, Middle (October 14, 1971)

"(a) Number of Jurors in Civil Jury Cases. In all civil jury cases the
jury shall consist of six (6) members.'" (Effective January 1, 1972)

South Carolina (March 14, 1978)

"In all civil cases tried in the United States District CouFts for Fhe Dis-—
trict of South Carolina, the issues may be submitted to.Jur%es of"slx (6)
or twelve (1l2) jurors, at the discretion of the presiding judge.

Virginia, Eastern (May 22, 1972)

The number of peremptory

" i in ivi se shall consist of six.
The jury in any civil ca Hosentive Tuiy

challenges shall be as provided by law (28 U.S.C. 81870)."
1, 1972)

Virginia, Western

There is no local rule, "however, unless counsel object it”is the policy of
this court to use (7) seven member juries for civil cases. Joyce F.

witt, Clerk of Court.

West Virginia, Northern

"(e) 1In civil actions in which trial by jury has been demandeq pursuant to
Rule 38, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the jury shall consist of.51x
jurors, plus such number of alternate jurors as the Court may determine

necessary."” (October 1, 1970)

West Virginia, Southern (February 15, 1974)

"In civil actions in which trial by jury has been demanded pursuant to Rule

38, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the jury shall consist‘of six jurors',I
plus such number of alternate jurors as the Court may determine necessary.

(Effective July 1, 1973, amended February 15, 1974)

FIFTH CIRCUIT

Alabama, Northern (October 8, 1974)

"Rule 4. Size of Civil Juries.--Except as otherwise d%rected ?y a Judge of
the court, the jury in all civil jury cases shall con51s? of six members.
This rule does not preclude the impaneling of alter?ate jurors under Ru%e
47 (b), Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, nor does it prec1?d§ the parties,
with the consent of a Judge of the court, from entering additional §t}pu—
lations with respect to such jury under Rule 48, Federal Rules of Civil

Procedure."

Alabama, Middle (July 12, 1971)

"In all eivil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members."
(Effective August 15, 1971)
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Alabama, Southern (August 25, 1971)

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

Florida, Northern (December 1, 1977)

"Rule 22. 1In all civil cases tried by jury, the jury shall consist of six
persons plus such number of alternate jurors, if any, as may be directed
by the Court to be called and impaneled to sit as alternate jurors."

Florida, Middle (June 27, 1972)

"Rule 5.01(a) TIn all ecivil cases tried by jury, the jury shall consist of
six persons plus such number of alternate jurors, if any, as the Court may
specify." (Effective July 1, 1977)

Florida, Southern (February 8, 1971)

"Rule 15A. (Effective June 13, 1972) A jury for the trial of civil cases
shall consist of six persons plus such alternate jurors as may be impaneled."

Georgia, Northern

"All civil actions shall be tried to a jury of six members and challenges
shall be in accordance with Title 28 U.S.C. §1870."

Georgia, Southern

"Rule 9. All civil actions shall be tried to a jury of six members and
challenges shall be in accordance with Title 28 U.S.C. §1870, when a party
files a written demand therefore at or befeore the time of the pretrial
conference. All other civil cases shall be tried to a jury of twelve men-
bers." :

Louisiana, Eastern (April 20, 1971)

"In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six (6) members."
(Effective May 1, 1971)

Louisiana, Middle

In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of

"Rule 16A. Jury Cases.

six (6) members."

Louisiana, Western (April 9, 1971)

"In all civil jury cases, jurisdiction for which is based on 28 U.S.C. §1332,
45 U.8.C. 851, and 46 U.S.C. §688, the jury shall consist of six members,

with three peremptory challenges allowed to each opposing party. One al-
ternate juror, in lengthy cases, will be impaneled, with one peremptory
challenge allowed to each of the opposing parties." (Effective April 15, 1971)

Mississippi, Northern ' (September 27, 1972)

"The District Judges for the United States District Court for the Northern
District of Mississippi do hereby adopt a local rule of court to provide

that in all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six members, with three
peremptory challenges allowed to each opposing party. In its discretion the
court may impanel two alternate jurors, with one peremptory challenge allowed
each of the opposing parties.'" (Effective January 1, 1973)
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Texas, Northern (Filed May 29, 1980)

"Miscellaneous Order No. 21 (June 1, 1980) Order concerning civil jury
composition. It is ordered that effective June 1, 1980, in all civil
jury cases in the Northern District of Texas, except as may otherwise
be expressly required by law or controlling rule, at the discretion

of the presiding Judge, the jury may consist of six members or twelve
members. Peremptory challenges shall be allowed for jurors and
alternate jurors as provided in Section 1870 of Title 28, United States
Code and Rule 47(b), Federal Rules of Civil Procedure."

The Judges of the United States District Court for the Northern District
of Texas have voted by majority vote that the Chief Judge of the District
promulgate the above order to be effective as above set forth.

Texas, Eastern (December 3, 1973)

", . . in all civil jury cases, except as may be otherwise required by law,
the jury shall consist of six members; however, it shall be optional with the
Presiding Judge to require a twelve-member civil jury trial rather than six

members." (Effective January 1, 1974)

Texas, Southern (July 27, 1973)

"A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six (6) persons, plus
such alternate jurors as may be impaneled." (Effective July 30, 1973)

Texas, Western (May 1, 1971)

"In all civil jury cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required by
law or controlling rule, the jury shall consist of six members." (Effective

July 1, 1971) (As amended July 1, 1971)

SIXTH CIRCUIT

Kentucky, Eastern (January 6, 1976)

"Order. It is ordered, effective immediately, in all civil jury cases in
this District, the jury shall consist of six (6) members plus such alternates
as the Court may deem proper under the circumstances of the case."

Kentucky, Western (April 24, 1972)

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall comnsist of six (6) members."
(Effective May 1, 1972)

Michigan, Eastern {September 1, 1979)

"In all civil cases, the jury shall consist of six persons, unless before
a verdict is returned the parties stipulate in writing with the approval
of the court that a verdict may be returned by a jury of fewer or more

than six persons."

Michigan, Western (July 17, 1974)

"A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons plus such
alternate jurors as may be impaneled."

Ohio, Northern (March 24, 1972)

"In all civil trials, juries shall consist of six members."
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Ohio, Southern

"Rule 3.12A A j i i
. jury for the trial of civil cases shall i
x consist of si
gizzsgs, ?lus such.alternate Jurors as may be impaneled, unlessoth:lfoégz
a jury of eight (8) or twelve (12). (Effective February 22, 1978)

Tennessee, Eastern (October 13, 1971)

"In all civil jur
: y cases except as may be otherwi i
the jury shall consist of not less than six (6) mzib::grﬁSSIy required by law,

Tennessee, Middle (March 23, 1972)

”It iS therefore ORDERED th rom aIld a ter ay 1 a I l:lv[l ur
N N n 1 j

Tennessee, Western (January 6, 1978)

"

Rule 18 ; - ; .
of eight (8) momenroril Cases. porhes In elvil cases shall consist, initially
. . . S 1n such cases s i ?
six (6) jurors remain in servieo. hall continue so long as at least

SEVENTH CIRCUIT

Illinois, Northern (May 18, 1971)

"In all jury cases, ex

. » €Xcept as may be otherwise expressly requi
controlling rule, the jury shall consist of six membersy" %gerd By taw or
tember 13, 1971) . fective Sep-

Illinois, Eastern (December 10, 1970)

-~

"In all civil 3 ;
Jjury cases the :
September 1, 1971) Jury shall consist of six members." (Effective

Illinois, Southern (January 21, 1971)

1" . ..

lig 2ilcigzzoiii§s (ciVIl)ﬁ except as may be otherwise expressly required by
rule, the 3 ; :

May 1, 1971) g s jury shall consist of six members," (Effective

Indiana, Northern (February 1, 1975)

"Rule 25 Civil Jur ivi
: y Cases. 1In all civil jury e i i
six (6) members, unless otherwise provideg b; l:i?ﬁ, £he Jury shall consist of

Indiana, Southern (March 3, 1975)

" ) I
Rule 31 In all civil cases the jury shall consist of six (6) jurors."

Wisconsin, Eastern (July 26, 1971)

"In all jury cases exce
Pt as may be otherwise expressly requi
a . r d
controlling rule, the Jury shall consist of six memberz " q(Ef?. b¥ ey
tember 1, 1971) . setive Sepr

Wisconsin, Western (August 28, 1973)

"In all civil jur j
Yy cases the jury shall consist i
alternate jurors as may be impaneled." °f six members, plus such
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EIGHTH CIRCUIT

Lowa, Northern

"To better serve the interests of judicial economy and to avoid the calling of
alternates in all civil jury cagses the parties shall be bound by the verdict
of not less than six jurors." (Effective November 30, 1971)

Iowa, Southern (amended July 20, 1973)

"To better serve the interests of judicial economy and to avoid the calling
of alternates in all civil jury cases the parties shall be bound by the ver-
dict of not less than six jurors."

Minnesota (November 12, 1970)

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

Missouri, Eastern (July 30, 1973)

"(g) (1) A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons, plus
such alternate jurors as may be impaneled."

Missouri, Western (July 1, 1972)

"Unless otherwise specially ordered by the court in a designated civil action
or consolidated actions, the juries shall consist of six members in all
civil cases, including but not limited to complex cases."

Nebraska (January 17, 1972)

"In all civil jury cases the juries shall consist of six members." (Effec-
tive March 1, 1972)

North Dakota (January 1, 1977)

"Rule VIII ¢ 1. In all jury cases, including condemnation cases, except as
may be otherwise expressly required by law or controlling rule, the jury shall
consist of 12 persons, or at the discretion of the presiding Judge, it shall
consist of 6 persons, plus such alternate jurors as may be impaneled. (Jan-
vary 1, 1977 Order signed by Judge B. Van Sickle: '"Pursuant to the provisions
of Rule VIII C. of the Local Rules of the United States District court for

the District of North Dakota, as amended January 1, 1977, all civil juries

to be impaneled in the Southwestern and Northwestern Divisions of the Dis-
trict shall consist of six persons, plus such alternate jurors as may be im-
paneled. Peremptory challenges shall be exercised as provided by 28 United

States Code, Section 1870, and Rule 47(b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Pro~
cedure".

South Dakota

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six persons." (Effective
July 30, 1973)

NINTH CIRCUIT

Alaska (October 1, 1973)

"(A) In all civil cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members." (Effec-
tive October 1, 1973)

A-132

Arizona (October 1, 1971)
"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members."

California, Northern (November 18, 1971)

"Rule 245~1 1In all civil actions in which a party is entitled to a jury
trial, the jury shall consist of six members and such alternates as the judge
may determine."

California, Eastern (October 22, 1971)

"In all cases in which a jury is demanded in civil cases, trial of a cause
shall be before a jury consisting of six (6) members.'" (Effective November
5, 1971)

California, Central (March 8, 1971)

“In all cases in which a jury is demanded in civil cases, trial of the cause
shall be before a jury consisting of six (6) members." (Effective March 15,
1971)

California, Southern (March 19, 1971)

"In all cases in which a jury is demanded in civil cases, trial of the cause
shall be before a jury consisting of six (6) members." (Effective April 15,
1971)

Hawaii (March 31, 1971)
"In all civil jury cases for which jurisdiction is based on 28 U.S.C. Section
1332, 45 United States Code, Section 51, and 46 United States Code, Section
688, the jury shall consist of six members." ' (Effective April 12, 1971)

Idaho
"Rule 12.1 Cdivil Jury, The jury in a civil case at law, or in a non~-criminal
case in which a right by jury is otherwise granted by statute, shall consist
of six jurors unless the parties stipulate to a lesser number," (Effective
July 1, 1974)

Montana (Filed July 14, 1971)

”(d)(l) A jury for the trial of civil cases shall coneist of six persons plus
such alternate jurors as may be impaneled."

Nevada

"A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six (6) persons, plus
such alternates as may be impaneled." (Effective November 15, 1973)

Oregon (May 1, 1976)
"Rule 22 (c) In all civil cases tried to a jury, the number of jurors shall
be six. The parties shall be entitled to the challenges available under 28
U.S.C. §1870 and Federal Rules of Civil Proc.' 47(b)

Washington, Eastern

Y"Rule 17 (a) A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six jurors."
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Washington, Western (May 22, 1972)

"A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six jurors plus such
alternate jurors that may be impaneled." (effective July 1, 1972)

Guam
"In all cases in which a jury is demanded in civil cases, trial of the cause
shall be before a jury consisting of six (6) members, unless otherwise order-

ed by the Court." (Effective September 1, 1973)

Northern Mariana Islands

"(e)(l) A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons plus
such alternate jurors as may be impaneled."

TENTH CIRCUIT

Colorado

"(c) Except as is otherwise expressly prowided by law, in all civil cases
the jury shall consist of six members unless the parties stipulate to a
lésser number."

Kansas (March 11, 1971)
"In all civil jury cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required by law
or controlling rule, the jury shall consist of six members." (Effective June
1, 1971)

New Mexico (February 1, 1977)

"Rule 21.

civil jury cases.
of the Court."

Six Member Juries., The jury shall consist of six members in all
The number of alternate members will be at the discretion

Oklahoma, Northern (August 7, 1973)

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members. The
challenges permitted shall remain as provided in 28 U.S.C. 1870 and Rule
47 (b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.'" (Entered August 7, 1973)
Oklahoma, Eastern (April 14, 1972)
"(3) In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members. The
challenges permitted shall remain as provided in 28 U.S.C. 1870 and Rule 47(b)
of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.'" (Effective July 1, 1972)

Oklahoma, Western

"(c) In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist 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." (Added, effective August 1,
1973.)

(February 25, 1971) (amended August 21, 1972)

Wyoming

"In all civil jury cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required by
law or controlling rule, the jury shall consist of six members." (Effective
September 1, 1972)
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE
13%6_1 PLACES OF HOLDING COUL.: " (with jury trial activity)

NATIONAL

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1980

JUDGESHIPS 1916 |

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS N
Total Selected Not Selected, In USAGE Per Per
Avallable Se?vrlng Challenged gr?élvlg]r?ggrd gtrgtvt?s! INDEX TOTAL Br;? Jlg;?/r
P N
E 605,547 368,710 92,110 140,145 4,582 E; 24,759,200 770 41
-:' 100 % 60.9 15.2 ¢ 23. 1% 0.8 % 18.83| It 3e§ﬁ;ﬁghgggvlng$ 5,719,400
T
7,289 3,871} 53.1] 3,418 |[46.9 32,159 16,510 {51.3 15,649 (48.7
TOTAL CIViL % CRIMINAL Y TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL %
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
( NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
Total .0 No. No, . per
in E.x%gnce Julg%. 1?379 Impazeled Dlschgrged Jull;'c; .?gao TOTAL Sezggon Jg;c;,r
g 699 387 312 288 411 48,862,900 | 857 | 43
A
N 10,338 206,627 54,163 20.0 5.24
D , For National Profile
Sesslons Jurors.in Hours in Avg.Jurors | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session . per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
( HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \W
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
YEAR % Crii % Not o Total r b Average
ENDED | ‘siToy | *Sim ™ Selected, *or | Ussge | Numberof | 'Seiciong Noure i’ Number of
JUNE 30 Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index N Convened Session Session
1976 | 8,709 59.1 24,1 60.2 19.73 604 8,404 | 44,765 5.33
1977 8,374 54.5 24.1 60.4 19.55 641 8,849 | 47,094 5.32
1978 7,181 55.6 24.0 60.5 19.51 659 8,929 |46,739 5.23
1879 7,083 51.8 24.6 59,2 19.60 674 " 9,790 |50,891 5.20
\1980 7,289 46.’9. 23.1 60.9 18.83 699 10,338 {54,163 | 5.24 /
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