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FOREWORD 

The petit juror reporting system was instituted in July 1970 pursuant to a Judicial 

Conference Resolution of March 1970. The grand juror reporting system went into effect in 

July 1974. The Administrative Office of the United States Courts has published an annual 

report on petit juror utilization in the United States district courts since 1971. Grand juror 

information was first included in the 1975 report. The presentation of information on the 

entire jury pl'Ogram is useful to the Federal Judiciary and to those taking an interest in the 

improvement of juror service and the utilization of those citizens reporting for jury duty. 

This report presents a compilation of grand and petit juror statistics derived from the 

JS-llG and J~-ll monthly reports submitted by each district court during the year ended June 

30, 1980. Comparison statistics from prior years are also provided. 

Section I presents juror utilization data in various summary tables and ac(!ompanying 

text. Section n contains information on jqror expenditures for each district court as well as 

national figures for juror costs. Section III provides individual profile pages for each of the 95 

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

selected areas. The profile data for each district illustrates 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 na.tional 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. 

Director 

November 1980 
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Section I 

JUROR UTILIZATION 

Grand and petit juror usage statistics are compiled from information reported on the 

JS-llG and JS-ll monthly forms submitted by the 95 district 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 Section IT 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 convened 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 19'17 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. In large judicial districts, regular grand juries
1

, as a rule, 

meet 1:0 investigate isolated instances of criminal activity, while a special grand jury will be 

impaneled to study the overall picture of criminal 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). 

1 
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Table 1 
National Grand Juror Statistics 

For the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1977 - 1980 

1980 over 1979 

Increase I Percent Grand JUrors and Juries 1977 1978 1979 1980 Change 
'rotal Number' of: 

Sessions convened •••••••••••• 8,849 8,929 9,791 10,338 547 5.6 Jurors in session ••••••••••••• 175,687 I 176,459 194,168 206,627 12,459 6.4 Hours in session ••••••••••••• 47,094 
, 

46/739 50,896 54,163 3,267 6.4 1 

Average Number of: 

0.2 1.0· 
Jurors per session •••••••••••• 19.9 19.8 19.8 20.0 Hours per session ............ 5.32 5.23 5.20 5.24 0.04 0.8 

Total Number of: 
Grand Juries: 

In Existence •••••••••••••••• 641 659 674 699 25 3.7 Impaneled ••••••••••••••••• 298 321 311 312 1 0.3 Discharged .•••••••••••••••• 303 295 286 288 2 0.7 

tion than the regular grand jury in investigating crime. At the end of its term of service, a 

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

ized crime conditions in a district.2 

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

categorized by the number of grand jul'ies in existence on July 1, 1979, the number impaneled 

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, 1979. During the current year 

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 considE.':'-

ably among the districts due to such factors as amount and type of criminal activity and the 

'number of places of holding court. The Eastern District of New York, for example, recorded 

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

of the 93 districts
3 

reporting grand jury activity in the twelve month period. 

2 Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3333. 
3 The Virgin Islands and the Canal Zone reported no grand juries in existence in the twelve 

month period ended June 30, 1980. 

2 

" 
Table 2 

UnIted States DIstrIct Courts 

~~_--. _____ ~~m_b~er ~.~r~~~ J,:,,~F,:,:!he 'fwelve Month PerIod Ended June 30'.,..1_98_0_.,-__ ---o"---D-Is---,----,--To--t-al-

Dis- T~tal Number Impaneled charged Number In Number 
on 

July 1, 
1979 

Impaneled 
In the 

12 month 
perIod 

charged Number n on In the In the on exIstence 
In the on exIstence 12 month 12 month June 30, in the 

DIstrIct 12 month June 30, In the July 1, ,cerlod perIod 1980," perIod period 1980 period DIstrict 1979 

Total All Di,trlcts •••••.•• ~ 312 288 411 -+_..:;69",9---1 Sixth Circuit 

10 15 25 [{entucky: DistrIct oC ColumbIa ••••••• ~ ______ ~_~ -:::....---+---=---+------t Eastern •••••••••••• 

\Veslern . ~ .••....•.. FIrst Circuit MIchigan: 

Maine................. 2 1~ 1~ ~v':,";t":r~:::::::::::: 
Massachusetts ••• • • • • • • • • 10 1 1 Ohio: 
New rrampshlre •• • • • • • • • • 1 3 3 6 Northern ••••••••••• 
Rhode Island •••••••••••• 3 2 3 5 Southern ••••••••••• 
Puerto RIco ••••••••••••• ~-3=--l--~-+---_t---t---1 Tenne~~~~rn .......... .. 

5c<.'Ond CircuIt Middle ••••••••••••• 

11 
2 

11 
5 

2 
3 

6 7 

\Vestern ••• ••••••••. Connecticut. • • • • • • • • • • • • 11 
New York: 

Northern. • • • • • • • • • • 4 
17 ~ 

3! ~~ Seventh CIrcuit I 
Eastern. • • • • • • • • • • • 28 
Southern ••••••••••• 29 
Western. • • • • . • . . • . • 5 

Vermont ••••••••••••••• ~ __ 

ThIn! CircuIt 

Delaware ••• , ••••••••••• 
New Jersey ••••••••••••• 
PennsylvanIa, 

23 17 
19 19 
4 3 
2 2 

29 4~ lllinoi~orthern •••••••••• '1 12 ~ 5 Central • • • • • • • • • • • • 2 
----+----1 Southern........... 1 

Indiana: I 

3 
13 

Northern ...•• •••••. I 

Southern ••••••••••• ' 
Wisconsin: 

Easlern ........... . 

5 10 
~.:" 3 

10 17 
2 4 

10 16 
7 8 

2 5 
3 7 

2 3 5 
~-~ f-----.-

15 15 12 27 
2 2 2 4 

1 1 

Eastern •••••••••••• 
MIddle ••••••••••••• 
Western •••••••••••. 

15 
6 

13 

\Veslern .... ........ f--.--=--l-----t---i-----1---
Eighth CIrcuit 

VIrgIn Islands' ••••••••••• 

Fourth CIrcuit 
--~- ---- -- ---- -- -.+----------t-----j Arkansas: 

Maryland ••••••••••••••• 10 

NorthE~:[~~~n~'. • • • • • • • • • • 2 2 2 
MIddle. • • • • • • • • • • • • 1 1 ~ 
Western. • • • • • • • •• • • 2 2 

South Carolina. • • • • • • • • • • 1 I 1 
VlrglnI.: 

Eastern •• • • • • • • • • • • 10 1~ 
Western. • • • • • • • • • • • 1 

West VIrgInIa: 
Northern • • • • • • • • • • • 41 ! ~ 
Southern •••••.••••• 

18 

18 
2 

Eastern • ••.•..••••. 
\\'estern . .......... . 

Iowa: 
Northern •••••••••.• 
Southern .......... . 

MInnesota •.•••••••••••• 
MIssourI: 

Eastern . .......... . 
\'{estern .•. •••••••.• 

Nebraska .•••••• , ••••••• 
North Dakota •••••••••••• 
Sou th Dakota •••••••••••• 

Ninth Circuit 

Fifth Circuit ~.--+- -- --f---.---f----.--t----j Alaska ••••••••••••••••• 

Alabama, 
Northern •••••••.••• 
MIddle ••••••••••••• 
Southern ...... .... . 

FlorIda: 
Northern. • • • . • • • • • • 2 
MIddle............. 7 
Southern • • • • • • • • • • • 15 

Georgia: 
Northern ••••••••••• 
Middle ••••••••••••• 
Southern ••••••••••• 

Louisiana: 
Eastern • ••••.•••••• 
Middle ••••••••••••• 
'Vestern . .......... . 

MIssIssippI: 
Northern ..• •••.•••. 
Southern ••••••••••• 

Texas: 
Northern. •• • • • • • • • • 6 
Eastern. . . . . . . . . . . . 2 
Southern. • • • • • • • • • • 8 
Western. • • •• • • • • • • • 11 

Canal Zone· . ...........• 

2 
6 

13 

8 
2 

10 
12 

4 
10 
21 

12 
4 
2 

12 
3 

14 
20 

• 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. 

Arizona ... ............ . 
CalifornIa: 

Northern • ..•...•••. 
Eastern . .•......... 
Central •••••••••••• 
Southern ..•..... ... 

Hawaii ••••••••••••••••• 
Idaho ................. . 
"'1ontana .............•. 
Nevada •.... .......•... 
Oregon •••••••....•.••• 
WashIngton: 

Eastern ••. ••••••.•. 
"'estern . .......... . 

Guam ......•......... , 
Northern Marianas • ••.•••• 

Tenth Circuit 

Colorado ••••••••••••••• 
Kansas • •••••••••••••••• 
New Mexico ..•••••.••••• 
Oklahoma: 

Northern .• .•.•.•••• 
Eastern ••••••• •..•. 
\\'estern .•..... ..... 

Utah •••••••••••••••••• 
Wyoming ••••••••••••••• 

3 

3 I 
3 I 1 -,l'i:1 

; ~ __ J 
1 2 1 
1 4 2 

5 7 6 

I~ I I~ 1~ 
6 I 4 4 

2 I i 2 

1 
3 
3 

1 
1 

~--t-------

6 
2 

16 
6 
2 
1 
1 
4 
3 

12 
5 

29 
10 

4 
1 
2 
6 
3 



District 

Table 3 
United States District courts 

Grand Jm'or Usage fol' the Twelve Month Period 
July 1, 1979 - June 30, 1980 

Sessions 
Convened 

Jurors 
in 

Session 

Average 
Number of 

Hours in Jurors per 
Session Session 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

TO~ ••• __ •••••••••••• ~ __ 10~,_33_8 __ ~_20_6~,_62_7 __ ~1 __ 5_4~'1_6_3~ ____ 20_._0 __ -+ ___ 5_._2.4 __ __ 

District of Columbia •.••••. 1--____ 70_2 __ 1-_1_3..:.,_77_3_1-_3..:.,1_2_1+ ___ 19_._6_-+ __ 4_._45 __ 

First Circuit 

Maine ••••••••.••..•••• 
Massachusetts ••..•••••.• 
New Hampshire •••.•..••• 
Rhode Island •••..•.•••.. 
Puerto Rico .••....••.••• 

I 20 
403 

24 
47 
50 

397 j 
7,709 I 

510 
994 

1,018 

119 
1,741. 

118 
298 
251 

19.9 
19.1 
21.3 
21.1 
20.4 

5.95 
4.32 
4.92 
6.34 
5.02 

~-----+------~----~--------+-------
Second Circuit 

Connecticut. • • • . • . . • • • • • 215 4,154 
New York: 

Northern. • • . . • • • • • • . • 98 1,910 
Eastern. • . . • • • • . • • . • . 723 14,284 I 
Southern ••••.•••.•••. 941 19,193 
Western. • . • • • . . • • • • . . 191 3,704 

Vermont •...•.•..•••.•• 49 941 

1,235 

340 
3,210 
4,512 

920 
222 

19.3 

19.5 
19.8 
20.4 
19.4 
19.2 

5.74 

3.47 
4.44 
4.79 
4.82 
4.53 

~------r-----~------~--------+--------
Third Circuit 

Delaware •••.•••..•••... 
New Jersey .•••••.•••.•. 
Pennsylvania: 

Eastern .•..••..•••..• 
Middle •••••..••••.••• 
Western ••••.••••...•. 

43 
314 

378 
73 

190 

780 
6,184 

7,598 
1,488 
3,917 

166 
1,520 

1,564 
423 

1,131 

18.1 
19.7 

20.1 
20.4 
20.6 

3.86 
4.84 

4.14 
55-9 
5.95 

Virgin Islands* .••••...••• 
~-----+-------r----~--------+------­

Fourth Circuit 

Maryland ••.•••••..•••.. 
North Carolina: 

Eastern •.•.•..•....••. I 
Middle •....•.•..••••• '1 
Western .•••..•••••.••. 

South .Carolina .•••..••..• 
Virginia: 

Eastern .•••••.••...•.. I 
W ~:ts\)j~~ini~:' .••..•.•.•• \ 

Northern ..••..••..•••. 
Southern ••...•.•..••.• 

Filth Circuit 

Alabama: 
Northern .•••••..•...•• 
Middle ••...•...••..•.• 
Southern •.•.••...•..•• 

Florida: 
Northern .•.••.......•. 
Middle •.••••...•...••• 
Southern ....•••.•••.•• 

Georgia: 
Northern .••••..•..•••. 
Middle ...•...•...•.•.. 
Southern •••..••..•••.• 

Louisiana: 
Eastern ••••••.••••..•. 
Middle •..••••..•••..•• 
Western ...•••.•••••.•. 

Mississippi: 
Northern ••...•.•..••.• 
Southern ..••.•...•..•• 

Texas: 
Northern •.•••••••.••.• 
Eastern ••••.•.••••.•.. 
Southern ....•.••••..•• 
Western ••••...••.••••. 

Canal Zone* .••.•..•.••.. 

246 

23 
25 
13 
25 

151 
32 

13 I 
63 

42 
33 
17 

31 
177 
377 

148 
35 
16 

138 
57 
71 

23 
42 

95 
40 

185 
135 

4,811 

475 
5··~·;' 

249 I 
530 

2,952 
672 

289 
1,252 

917 
662 
334 

632 
3,531 
7,375 

2,962 
727 
338 

2,791 
1,218 
1,488 

488 
888 

1,917 
791 

3,727 
2,759 

4 

1,080 

140 
145 

81 
188 

985 
239 

95 
462 

302 
194 

92 

193 
1,112 
1,759 

756 
223 

83 

831 
298 
478 

166 
2a9 

662 
206 
980 
512 

19.6 

20.7 
20.2 
19.2 
21.2 

19.5 
21.0 

22.2 
19.9 

21.8 
20.1 
19.6 

20.4 
19.9 
19.6 

20.0 
20.8 
21.1 

20.2 
21.4 
21.0 

21.2 
21.1 

20.2 
19.8 
20.1 
20.4 

4.39 

6.09 
5.80 
6.23 
7.52 

6.52 
7.47 

7.31 
7.33 

7.19 
5.88 
5.41 

6.23 
6.28 
4.67 

5.11 
6.37 
5.19 

6.02 
5.23 
6.73 

7.22 
5.69 

6.97 
5.15 
5.30 
3.79 

-- -~~----~- '. 

District 

Sixth Circuit 

Kentucky: 
Eastern ..•.•••.••.•... 
Western ..•.•.••.•.•.•. 

Michigan: 
Eastern ••.••.•.••.•.•. 
Western .••.•.••...•.•. 

Ohio: 
Northern .•.••.••.•..•• 
Southern .............. 

Tennessee: 
Eastern ..••..•.••.•... 
Middle •.•.••.•..••..•• 
Western ••.••..•.•..•.. 

Seventh Circuit 

Illinois: 
Northern •.••...••.• ,_ .• 
Cpntral •.•..••••..•.•• 
Southern .............. 

Indiana: 
Northern .••..••.•...•. 
Southern •.••...••..•.• 

Wisconsin: 
Eastern ..•....•..•.••. 
Western .•.•••..••.••.• 

Eighth Circuit 

Arkansas: 
Eastern ••.••.•...••..• 
Western .•.•.•.••...••• 

Iowa: 
Northern •••......•.••. 
Southern .............. 

Minnesota .............. 
Missouri: 

Eastern .......••.•..•• 
Western ..•.•.••..•.•.. 

Nebraska •..•..•..•....• 
North Dakota .••..•....•• 
South Dakota •.....•.•..• 

Ninth Circuit 

Alaska •..•••....••.•..• 
Arizona .•••.....•...... 
California: 

Northern ..•....•••..•• 
Eastern ••..•.•....•.•. 
Central •..•.••.•.••••. 
Southern .............. 

Hawaii ..••.•.....•.•... 
Idaho ..•..•..••.....•.. 
Montana ............... 
Nevada ................ 
Oregon ................ 
Washington: 

Eastern ............... 
We,ltern •..•.....•..••• 

Guam ................. 
Northern Marianas .....•.. 

'fenth Circuit 

Colorado ....•........•. 
Kansas .•..••.•..•..•... 
New Mexico ..•.....•.••. 
Oklahoma: 

Northern •...•..•..•... 
Eastern ..••.•••..•..•• 
Western .•.•..••.••..•. 

Utah ...•..•..•........ 
Wyoming .....•.....••.. 

Table 3 
United States District Courts 

Grand Juror Usage for the Twelve Month Period 
July 1, 1979 - June 30, 1980 

Average 
Jurors Number of 

Se5sions in Hours in Juror~ per 
Convened Session Session Session 

87 1,825 489 21.0 
47 984 257 20.9 

247 5,035 1,262 20.4 
37 747 223 20.2 

218 4,422 1,227 20.3 
118 2,260 784 19.2 

22 432 150 19.6 
84 1,667 521 

I 
19.8 

67 1,433 402 21.4 
-

427 8,750 2,080 20.5 
52 1,073 311 20.6 
53 1,038 348 19.6 

43 834 241 

1 

19.4 
96 1,936 696 20.2 

58 1,158 364 20.0 
27 534 166 19.8 

r--------

16 331 118 20.7 
12 265 68 22.1 

25 494 135 19.8 
25 462 133 18.5 
67 I 1,379 428 20.6 

I 76 1,479 416 19.5 
43 863 317 20.1 
31 628 194 20.3 

9 176 46 19.6 
21 403 132 19.2 

25 524 189 I 21.0 
116 2,322 642 20.0 

167 3,304 951 19.8 
52 1,067 256 20.5 

446 8,687 2,464 19.5 
198 3,902 1,088 19.7 

36 668 192 18.6 
28 578 169 20.6 
10 212 59 21.2 

139 2,697 603 19.4 
66 1,359 409 20.6 

12 227 49 18.9 
58 1,260 455 21.7 
11 217 72 19.7 

6 131 15 21.8 
---

56 1,132 418 20.2 
31 629 189 20.3 
30 602 185 20.i 

20 437 160 21.9 
19 384 132 20.2 
44 902 300 20.5 
29 599 154 20.7 
17 346 112 20.4 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

5.62 
5.47 

5.11 
6.03 

5.63 
6.64 

6.82 
6.20 
6.00 

4.87 
5.98 
6.57 

5.60 
7.25 

6.28 
6.15 

7.38 
5.67 

5.40 
5.32 
6.39 

I 
5.47 
7.37 
6.26 
5.11 
6.29 

7.56 
5.53 

5.69 
4.92 
5.52 

I 5.49 
5.33 
6.04 
5.90 
4.34 
5.20 

4.08 
7.84 
6.55 
2.50 

7.46 
6.10 
6.17 

8.00 
6.95 
6.82 
5.31 
6.59 

* The districts of the Virgin Islands and Canal Zone reported no grand Juries In eXistence during 
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 Dill:!harged 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 
--

July 1, 1974 - June 30, 1975 
Regular •••••••••••••••••• 11 8 7 9 10 18 12 6 9 7 10 9 10 6 5 5 16 51 
Special .................. - - 2 2 1 - 1 - 2 2 - 1 4 2 2 1 2 17 
Total •.•.•••.••.• , •.••••. 11 8 9 11 11 18 13 6 11 9 10 10 14 8 7 6 18 68 
Pel'cent of Total •••••••••••• 4.1 3.0 3.4 4.1 4.1 6.7 4.9 2.2 4.1 3.4 3.7 3.7 5.2 3.0 2.6 2.2 6.7 25.4 

July 1, 1975 - June 30, 1976 I Regular •••••••••••••••••• 10 5 ,5 13 11 16 15 6 4 5 5 16 5 2 3 4 1 14 89 
Special .................. 1 - 1 - - - - - 2 - 3 - 1 - I 2 I 1 

I 
- 12 

Total ••••.••••••••••••••• 11 5 6 13 11 16 15 6 6 5 8 16 6 2 11.~ 5 14 101 
Percent of Total ••••.••••••• 4.2 1.9 2.3 5.0 4.2 6.2 5.8 2.3 2.3 1.9 3.1 6.2 2.3 0.8 1.9 I 5.4 38.8 -

July 1, 1976 - June 30, 1977 i I Regular ••••••.••••••••••• 9 5 

'1
14 7 9 6 3 4 13 8 11 8 4 I 11 9 13 115 

Special .................. - - - - 1 2 I 2 - - - - 2 4 - 2 - I - 21 
Total ••••••••.••••••.•••• 9 5 5 14 8 11 8 3 4 13 8 13 12 4 

1

13 9 

I 
13 136 

Percent of Total ••••••••.•.• 3.0 1.7 1. 7 4.6 2.6 3.6 2.6 1.0 1.3 4.3 2.6 4.3 4.0 1.3 4.3 3.0 4.3 44.9 

July 1, 1977 - June 30, 1978 I 
Regular •.•.•••••••.•••••• 10 4 10 16 I 8 7 10 6 5 4 9 13 2 7 I 10 7 22 106 
Special .......... " ....... - - - - I - - - 2 - 1 - 1 1 - 2 - - 18 
Total •••••.••••.••••••••• 10 4 10 16 8 7 10 8 5 5 9 14 3 7 12 7 22 124 
Percent of Total •••••••.••.. 3.4 1.4 3.4 5.4 2.7 2.4 3.4 2.7 1.7 1.7 3.1 4.7 1.0 2.4 4.1 2.4 7.5 42.0 

" "--f-, ,- _c ___ 
'--- .. f----

July 1, 1978 - June 30, 1979 
Regular ••.••••.•.•••••••• 5 6 3 12 4 7 1 4 7 3 4 7 19 8 1 7 12 25 121 
Special ................... 1 - - 1 1 - 1 2 1 - - - - I 2 1 - 1 11 
Total ••.••••••••.•••••.•• 6 6 3 13 5 7 5 9 4 4 7 19 8 3 8 12 26 132 
Percent of Total •••••••.••.• 2.1 2.1 1.0 4.5 1.7 2.4 1.7 3.1 1.4 1.4 2.4 6.6 2.8 1.0 2.8 4.2 9.1 46.2 

July 1, 1979 - June 30, 1980 
Regular .•.••••••••••••••• 3 10 7 11 2 5 7 2 5 5 3 12 6 3 6 7 24 134 
Special .................. - - 1 2 - 1 - - 1 - - 1 5 - - 1 - 12 
Total ••••••••.•••••••••.• 3 10 8 13 2 6' 7 2 6 5 3 13 11 3 6 8 24 146 
Percent of Total ••••••••••.• 1.0 3.5 2.8 4.5 0.7 2.1 2.4 0.7 2.1 1.7 1.0 4.5 3.8 1.0 2.1 2.8 8.3 50.7 

Total Grand Juries Discharged 
July 1, 1974 - June 30, 1980 

Regular •.•.•..••••••••••• 48 38 37 75 42 62 54 30 30 38 42 80 39 23 42 44 114 616 
Special .................. 2 - 4 5 3 3 4 4 6 3 3 5 15 4 9 3 3 91 
Total ••.•••••••••.••••••• 50 38 41 80 45 65 58 3<! 36 41 45 85 54 27 51 47 117 707 
Percent of Total .••••••••.•. 2.9 2.2 2.4 4.7 2.6 3.8 3.4 2.0 2.1 2.4 2.6 5.0 3.2 1.6 3.0 2.8 6.9 41.6 

- . 



Grand Juries Discharged 19 

July 1, 1974 - June 30, 1975 
Regular .•••......•••.... -
Special ................. -
Total ••.....••••••...... -
Percent of Total. ..••••••.. -

July 1, 1975 - June 30, 1976 
Regular ...............•• -
Special ................. 1 
Total ...•••••••.....••.. 1 
Percent of Total. ••......•• 0.4 

July 1, 1976 - June 30, 1977 
Regular •.......•.•...... -
Special •••••••••••• a •••• 5 
Total ••..•..•••..•...... 5 
Percent of Total. ...••..... 1.7 

July 1, 1977 - June 30, 1978 
Regular ......•.•.......• -
Special ................. 3 
Total ••.......••••••.... 3 
Percent of Total. .•.•...... 1.0 

July 1, 1978 - June 30, 1979 
Regular ..••••••......... -
Special ................. -
Total •.•••.......•.••••• -
Percent of Total. .•.......• -

July 1, 1979 - June 30, 1980 
Regular ..•••.•........•• -
Special ................. -
Total ...•.......•••••... -
Percent of Total. .......••• -

Total Grand Juries Discharged 
July 1, 1974 - June 30, 1980 

Regular ....•...•••...... -
Special ............. " ... 9 
Total ..............••••• 9 
Percent of Total. .......... 0.5 

- ~-- - - - ---- "~--------~----~---------------

20 

-
2 
2 

0.7 

-
-
-
-

-
1 
1 

0.3 

-
1 
1 

0.3 

-
-
-
-

-
-
-
-

-
4 
4 

0.2 

Table 4 
Duration of Grand Juries Discharged 
From July 1, 1974 to June 30, 1980 

Number of Months in Existence 

21 23 24 25 26 27 29 30 31 

- - - - - - - 1 -
1 - 6 - 1 - - 3 1 
1 - 6 - 1 - - 4 1 

0.4 - 2.2 - 0.4 - - 1.5 0.4 
1--' 

- - - - - - - - -
- - 1 - 1 - 1 - 1 
- - 1 - 1 - 1 - 1 
- - 0.4 - 0.4 - 0.4 - 0.4 

- - - - - - - - -
- 2 3 - 1 1 - - -
- 2 3 - 1 1 - - -
- 0.7 1.0 - 1).3 0.3 - - -

I - - - - - - - - -
- - 4 1 - - - 2 -
- - 4 1 - - - 2 -
- - 1.4 0.3 - - - 0.7 -

- - - - - - - - -
1 - 2 - 1 - - - -
1 - 2 - 1 - - - -

0.3 - 0.7 - 0.3 - - - -

- - - - - - - - -
1 1 3 2 - - - 1 1 
1 1 3 2 - - - 1 1 

0.3 0.3 1.0 0.7 - - - 0.3 0.3 

- - - - - - - 1 -
3 3 19 3 4 1 1 6 3 
3 3 19 3 4 1 1 7 3 

0.2 0.2 1.1 0.2 0.2 - - 0.4 0.2 

33 .35 36 

- - -
- 1 4 
- 1 4 
- 0.4 1.5 

- - -
- - 4 
- - 4 
- - 1.5 

- - -
1 - 1 
1 - 1 

0.3 - 0.3 
-

- - -
2 - 1 
2 - 1 

0.7 - 0.3 
--

- - -
- - 5 
- - 5 
- - 1.7 

- - -
- I 1 2 
- i 1 2 
- I 0.3 0.7 I 

- - -
3 2 17 
3 2 17 

0.2 0.1 1.0 

Totals 

210 
58 

268 
100% 

228 
32 

260 
100% 

254 
49 

303 
100% 

256 
39 

295 
100% 

255 
31 

286 
JOO% 

252 
36 

288 
100% 

1,455 
245 

1,700 
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 district 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 districts 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, Yeasted between seven and twelve months; 1,003 grand juries, or 59.0 percent 

were in existence betwe'~n 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 indictment and the number 

of defendants that were procee·ded 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 
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grand jury sessions convened, as well as the number of hours grand juries were in session, is 

also provided. This information can be used' to determine what was produced by the grand jury 

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

commenced 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. 

Years 

1976 
1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 

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 
Defendants Sessions Grand Jury 

Cases I Defendants per Case Convened Session 

26,150 38,753 1.48 8,404 4.61 
25,016 36,608 1046 8,849 4.14 
22,694 32,740 1.44 8,929 3.67 
18,973 28,395 1.50 9,791 2.90 
16,764 25,612 1.53 10,338 2.48 

Hours Average 
in Hours per 

Session Session 

44,765 5.33 
47,094 5.32 
46,739 5.23 
50,896 5.20 
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 district. Also included in Table 6 are 

the number of gl'and jury sessions convened and the number of hours in session for each 

district. An examination of these figures for anyone 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 activity, the number of 

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

in vestiga ting. 
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Fifth Circuit 

Alabama, 
Northern ••••••••••••••••••• 
Middle ••••••••••••••••••••• 

Ff~r~~~~rn .•••••••.••••..••.• 

Northern •••••••••••.••.••.. 
Middle ••••••••••••••••••••• 
Sou thern .•..... , .......... . 

Georgia, 
Nortilern ••••••••••••••••••• 
Middle ••••••••••••••••••••• 

L~~rstf~~~~ ••••••••••••••••••• 

~t~~~~n •••••••••••••••••••• 

Wester~ : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 
Mississippi, 

Northern •.•••.••.••••..•••• 
T~~~!~ern ••••••••••••••••••• 

Northern ••••.•••••••••.•••• 
Eastern •••••••.•••••••••••• 
Southern ....•.............. 
\Vcstcrn ••.••••••••• c •••••• 

Conal Zone· •.....••......... : 

253 349 
1U 167 

53 110 

78 115 
283 415 
529 1,122 

218 366 
68 100 
76 104 

244 356 
25 34 

100 148 

34 49 
51 78 

357 532 
98 137 

1,071 1,724 
406 626 

Table 6 
UnIted States District Courts 

Proceedings by Indictment nnd Grand JUror Usage 
For the Twelve Month Period Ended Junc 30, 1980 

215 

99 
723 
941 
191 

49 

43 
314 

378 
73 

190 

246 

23 
25 
13 
25 

151 
32 

13 
63 

42 
33 
17 

31 
177 
377 

148 
35 
16 

138 
57 
71 

23 
42 

95 
40 

185 
135 

1,235 

340 
3,210 
4,512 

920 
222 

166 
1,520 

1,564 
423 

1,131 

1,080 

140 
145 

81 
188 

985 
239 

95 
462 

302 
194 

92 

193 
1,112 
1,759 

756 
223 

83 

831 
298 
478 

Tenth Circuit 
166 
239 Colorado •••••••••••••••••••• 
662 Kansas •••••••••••••••••••••• 
206 ~~~:~~x~~o •••••••••••••••••• 

;~~ Northern ••••••••••••••••••• 

- ~r~~\;~ : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 
\ yom 109 •••••••••••••••••••• 

• The. dtlstriets
j 

of the Virgin Islands and Canal Zone reported no grand juries In 
eXIS ence n the 12-month period ended June 30, 1980. 
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74 
444 

317 
272 
950 
542 

80 
80 
89 

134 
163 

143 
237 

33 
1 

219 
138 
136 

106 
66 

126 
90 
60 

240 
262 

431 
88 

287 
234 

200 
191 
361 

554 
117 
129 

152 
194 

129 
77 

188 
83 

66 
88 

264 

212 
256 
136 

89 
168 

96 
625 

454 
384 

1,358 
932 
104 

95 
117 
244 
228 

168 
305 

49 

307 
183 
184 

136 
104 
215 
119 

65 

87 489 
47 257 

247 1,262 
37 223 

218 1,227 
118 784 

22 150 
84 521 
67 402 

427 2,080 
52 311 
53 348 

43 241 
96 696 

58 364 
27 166 

16 118 
12 68 

25 135 
25 133 
61 428 ~ 

76 I 416 
43 317 
31 194 

9 46 
21 132 

25 189 
116 642 

167 951 
52 256 

446 2,464 
198 1,088 

36 192 
28 169 
10 59 

139 603 
66 409 

12 49 
58 455 
11 72 

6 15 

56 418 
31 189 
30 185 

20 160 
19 132 
44 300 
29 154 
17 112 

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

Petit Jury 

Table 7 provides a breakdown by category of the 605,547 jurors available during the 

current twelve month period in addition to data for previous years. The status for each juror 

can be categorized daily as selected or serving; challenged by court or counsel; or not 

selected, serving, or challenged. Jurors in travel status are included in the category of not 

selected, serving, or challenged. Although thesf;; jurors are not actually "available" to serve on 

travel days, they are required to travel, are paid by the court, and therefore are reported on 

the JS-ll form. The proportion of jurors selected or serving has increased slightly from 59.2 

percent in 1979 to 60.9 percent in 1980. The percentage of jurors who were challenged 

decreased from 16.2 to 15.2 percent in 1980, and for the first time since 1975, the proportion 

of jurors not selected dropped below 24.0 percent. Also for the first time, information on 

jurors in travel status is included in this table. For the current twelve month period, 0.8 

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

to trial, or returning home following jury service. 

Table 7 
United States District Courts 

National Petit Juror Usage 
For the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1975 - 1980 

Petit Jurors 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 

Total Available ........ ~ ..... 546,627 592,594 584,122 570,523 565,617 

Selected or Serving •••••••••• 328,445 356,951 352,940 345,372 334,765 

Percent •••••••••••••• 60.1 60.2 60.4 60.5 59.2 

Challenged •••••••••••••••• 88,228 92,727 90,693 88,103 91,575 

Percent •••••••••••••• 16.1 15.6 15.5 15.5 16.2 

Not Selected, Serving 
or Challenged •••••••••• 129,954 142,916 140,489 137,048 139,277 

Percent •••••••••••••• 23.8 24.1 24.1 24.0 24.6 

-- -
In Travel Status· ••••••••••• - -

Percent •••••••••••••• - - - - -

Jury Trial Days .............. 28,293 30,032 29,875 29,238 28,851 

Criminal •••••••• •••••• • 15,818 17,818 16,945 16,084 15,171 

Percent •••••••••••••• 55.9 59.3 56.7 55.0 52.6 

Civil •••••• •••••• •••••• 12,475 12,214 12,930 13,154 13,680 

Percent •••••••••••••• 44.1 40.7 43.3 45.0 47.4 

1980 

605,547 

368,710 
60.9 

92,110 
15.2 

144,727 
23.9 

4,582 
0.8 

32,159 

15,649 
48.7 

16,510 
51.3 

• The jurors in travel status are included in the category of jurors not selected, serving or challenged. 
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1980 over 1979 

1 -Vercerit 
Increase Change 

39,930 7.1 

33,945 10.1 
--

535 0.6 
--

5,450 3.9 
- -

--
--

3,308 11.5 

478 3.2 
--

2,830 20.7 
- -
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Table 8 
United States District Courts Table 8 

Petit Juror Usage For the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1980 United States District Courts 
Petit Juror Usage For The Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1980 

Number of Juror Days Jury Trial Days 
Number of Juror Days JUf')r Tdal Days 

Percent 
Percent Not Selected, Percent Juror 

Total Selected or Percent Serving or in Travel Pel'cent Percent Usag2 
District Available Serving Challenged Challenged Status Total Civil Criminal Index 

Percent 
Percent Not Selected, Percent Juror 

Total Selected or Percent Serving or in Travel Percent Percent Usag'2 
District Available Serving Challenged Challenged Status Total Civil Criminal Index 

ToW All Districts •••.•••..••. 605,547 60.9 15.2 23.1 0.8 32,159 51.3 48.7 18.83 Sixth Circuit 

District of Columbia ••••••••••• 9,838 60.5 14.0 25.5 - 523 51.1 48.9 18.81 
-

Kentucky: 
Eastern ................ 6,118 70.1 11.9 18.0 - 289 16.6 83.4 21.17 

First Circuit Western •.•.••.•..••••. 3,541 43.2 19.6 37.1 0.1 152 53.3 46.7 23.30 
Michigan: 

Maine ••••••• I •••••• ~ •••••• 1,237 75.0 14.1 9.4 1.5 71 47.9 52.1 17.42 
Massachusetts ••••••••••••••• 14,511 66.0 10.4 23.6 - 909 54.2 45.8 15.96 

New Hampshire ••••••• , ••• I.' 3,001 74.7 15.5 9.8 - 180 55.6 44.4 16.67 

Rhode Island ................ 3,091 79.1 18.9 2.0 - 200 6?0 33.0 15.46 
Puerto Rico ••••••••••.••••.• 5,237 51.2 10.4 24.2 14.2 230 47.4 52.6 22.77 

Second Circuit 

Eastern •••.••..•...... 21,623 66.4 10.5 23.1 - 1,343 51.9 48.1 16.10 
Western •.••.••.••.•••• 3,609 73.0 10.3 15.7 1.0 187 28.9 71.1 19.30 

Ohio: 
Northern .•••••.••.•••• 7,628 54.2 10.2 35.3 0.3 374 51.3 48.7 20.40 
Southern ..•..•.•..•••• 4,173 64.0 12.9 22.7 0.4 227 40.1 59.9 18.38 

Tennessee: 
Eastern •..•..•..••..•• 3,422 71.9 11.0 17.1 - 256 85.9 14.1 13.37 
Middle .•.•••.••••••••. 5,243 48.5 10.9 40.6 - 191 33.0 67.0 27.45 
Western •.•••...••....• 4,624 69.7 17.7 l.2.6 - 255 22.7 77.3 18.13 

Connecticut •••••••••••.••••• 4,564 77.9 16.4 5.7 - 302 70.2 29.8 15.11 
New York: 

Seventh Circuit 

Northern ••••..•.••••••• 2,635 63.0 7.0 29.9 0.1 139 41.0 59.0 18.96 
Eastern •••••.•••••••••• 25,937 54.0 15.6 30.4 - 1,214 47.2 52.8 21.36 
Souther'l ••••••..••••••. 46,026 49.2 15.6 35.2 - 1,964 48.1 51.9 23.43 
Western •.•••.•••••••.• 8,130 70.0 9.9 20.1 - 404 37.4 62.6 20.12 

Vermont I •••••• • •• • •• ••••• • 1,895 70.8 9.9 19.3 - 127 56.7 43.3 14.92 

Illinois: 
Northern •••..••••...•. 20,058 60.6 12.5 26.9 - 1,111 50.0 50.0 18.05 
Central •.•..•••••..••. 2,826 66.4 17.4 16.0 0.2 168 50.6 49.4 16.82 
Southern .•..••.••..••. 1,971 64.3 17.8 17.8 0.1 114 75.4 24.6 17.29 

Indiana: 
Third Cir1:uit Northern ...••..•.•.••. 3,446 56.8 14.6 28.6 - 192 63.0 37.0 17.95 

Southern ...•...•••••.. 4,045 62.4 13.8 23.7 0.1 235 45.5 54.5 17.21 

Delaw81·e ••.•••••••.•••.•••• 967 71.2 17.4 11.4 - 72 70.8 29.2 13.43 
New Jersey ••••.•••••..••••• 15,551 72.6 11.0 16.4 - 936 44.9 55.1 16.61 
Pennsylvania: 

20.32 Eastern ••••••.••••••.•• 32,293 50.3 18.0 31.6 0.1 1,589 72.6 27.4 
Middle •••.••••••••••••• 6,034 69.1 17.6 13.1 0.2 283 61.1 38.9 21.32 
Western ••.•••.••••••.•• 9,241 64.9 21.4 10.9 2.8 576 53.1 46.9 16.04 

Virgin Islands ••••••.•.•.••.•• 4,386 58.2 27.0 14.8 - 124 27.4 72.6 35.37 

Fourth Circuit 

\Visconsin: 
Eastern .•..•••.•..••.. 3,349 69.2 16.4 14.4 - 238 66.4 33.6 14.07 
Western ..•..•.....•••• 1,835 76.2 18.2 4.7 0.9 117 41.0 59.0 15.68 

Eighth Circuit 

I Arkansas: 1 
Eastern 1 .••..•..••..•• 4,225 57.7 21.4 19.9 1.0 209 60.3 39.7 20.22 
Western •..•••..•••..• 2,684 66.9 22.0 11.1 - 125 83.2 16.8 21.47 

Iowa: 
Northern .••••••.•••..• 1,203 64.0 12.6 13.8 9.6 85 71.8 28.2 14.15 

Maryland ••••.••.••••.•••..• 13,223 55.7 15.4 27.6 1.3 640 48.8 51.2 20.66 
North Caroli'la: 

3,304 76.5 9.2 14.3 - 157 40.8 59.2 21.04 Eastern ••••.•••.•.•••. 
Middle·

f
· .............. 1,740 76.1 11.2 11.4 1.3 113 33.6 66.4 15.40 

Western •••••.••••••••• 2,457 81.2 8.7 10.1 - 170 64.7 35.3 14.45 
South Carolina •••••••••.••••• 10,021 74.8 10.7 13.5 1.0 477 60.6 39.4 21.00 
Virginia: 

29.5 14.7 58.9 41.1 16.17 Eastern i ............... 5,983 55.8 - 370 
Western •••••••••.••••• 1,661 50.6 37.1 12.2 0.1 96 77.1 22.9 17.30 

Southern ••••..•.•..... 2,505 63.1 16.5 20.1 0.3 160 69.4 30.6 15.66 
Minnesota .................. 6,904 61.1 14.0 24.2 0.7 402 57.5 42.5 17.17 
Missouri: 

Eastern .••..••.•••.••. 6,337 58.8 19.5 21.5 0.2 461 83.7 16.3 13.75 
Western .•••..•....•••• 7,909 68.4 15.3 16.2 0.1 432 24.8 75.2 18.31 

Nebraska .•..•••.••.••..•.•• 3,140 50.9 16.4 28.3 4.4 193 77.7 22.3 16.27 
North Dakota ..••••.•...•••.• 2,116 55.6 23.4 13.6 7.4 106 36.8 63.2 19.96 
South Dakota .••...•.••.•••.. 3,574 54.4 18.2 22.5 4.9 179 57.5 42.5 19.97 

Ninth Circuit 
West Virginia: 

Northern .••.••••••••••• 1,521 54.0 28.9 16.1 1.0 88 56.8 43.2 17.28 
Southern ••••••.•••••••• 4,046 68.7 15.4 15.0 0.9 217 30.0 70.0 18.65 ----
Firth Circuit 

Alaska •.•.•..•••.•..••....• 1,484 63.1 U.8 20.1 5.0 74 33.8 66.2 20.05 
Arizona •.••.••••..•••.••.•• 7,902 63.3 19.7 16.0 1.0 415\ 16.9 83.1 19.04 
California: 

Northern .••...•..•.... 15,277 65.1 13.2 21.6 0.1 886 56.9 43.1 17.24 
Eastern ••..•...•••••.• 2,634 58.4 12.2 28.2 1.2 133 25.6 74.4 19.80 

Alabama: 
Northern ................ 7,816 53.3 18.0 22.6 6.1 371 46.1 53.9 21.07 
Middle ••••••••••••••••• 1,810 72.3 14.5 8.0 5.2 88 47.7 52.3 20.57 
Southern ............... 2,816 76.2 13.5 4.3 6.0 147 42.9 57.1 19.16 

Central •.•••.•.•••..•• 22,723 63.3 10.0 25.7 1.0 1,213 38.6 61.4 18.73 
Southern •.••.•••.•••.• 5,591 49.5 19.3 31.2 - 227 32.6 67.4 24.63 

Hawaii .•..•..••.....•..•••• 1,362 59.3 31.3 9.3 0.1 69 20.3 79.7 19.74 
Idaho .•.•.••••••.••..•..•.• 1,236 60.8 17.2 19.7 2.3 68 39.7 6.0.3 18.18 

Florida: Montana ................... 1,880 51.3 15.2 23.6 9.9 100 75.0 25.0 18.80 
Northern .•••••••••.•••• 2,129 57.5 19.4 23.0 0.1 113 54.9 45.1 18.84 
Middle ••••••••••••••••• 11,103 68.2 13.8 17.9 0.1 665 47.1 52.9 16.70 
Southern ............... 19,271 52.7 12.5 34.5 O.Z 831 23.2 76.8 23.19 

Georgia: 
Northern ••••••••••.•••• 13,289 61.0 17.1 21.9 - 738 47.2 52.8 18.01 
Middle ••••.•.••••••••• 3,008 66.2 20.3 13.5 - 149 51.0 49.0 20.19 
Southern .......... ~ .... 2,567 69.7 22.9 7.4 - 139 56.8 43.2 18.47 

Nevada .•••.•••.••.••.••••. 2,864 55.7 17.7 24.3 2.3 149 43.6 56.4 19.22 
Oregon ••••••• I ••••• I •••••• 4,183 62.6 16.9 18.2 2.3 246 48.8 51.2 17.00 
Wasllington: 

Eastern " ....•..••..•• 1,804 63.7 16.0 18.1 2.2 105 60.0 40.0 17.18 
Western .••.••••.•...•• 4,855 61.8 18.0 18.0 2.2 271 39.1 60.9 17.92 

Guam ••••• I •••• I •••••••••• 265 24.9 20.4 54.7 - 7 57.1 42.9 37.86 
Northern Mariana Islands •• I •••• 354 26.0 42.6 31.4 - 10 - 100.0 35.40 

Louisiana: Tenth Circuit 
Eastern ••••••••.••••••• 11,430 51.1 20.7 28.1 0.1 622 73.0 27.0 18.38 
Middle •••••••••.••••••• 712 49.7 27.0 23.3 - 39 53.8 46.2 18.26 
Western •••.••••.••••••• 4,531 50.4 19.9 29.7 - 208 61.5 38.5 21.78 

Mississippi: 
Norther"! ••• " .•.••••••• 1,705 58.7 22.1 18.4 0.8 90 64.4 35.6 18.94 
Southern ••••••.••••••• 3,618 53.2 16.0 28.5 2.3 145 80.7 19.3 24.95 

Colorado ••••.•..••••••.•••• 4,880 62.4 21.6 14.3 1.7 328 57.0 43.0 14.88 
Kansas •.•.••..••.•..••.••.• 4,213 68.5 13.7 17.0 0.8 265 51.3 48.7 15.90 
New Mexico •.••..••....••••. 4,870 68.9 15.5 8.7 6.9 315 73.3 26.7 15.46 
Oklahoma: 

Northern •.••..••.••..• 2,244 68.7 15.4 15.9 - 177 75.1 24.9 12.68 
Texas: 

Northern ••••.•••.•••••• 13,763 66.3 11.6 22.0 0.1 766 62.9 3'7.1 17.97 
Eastern •••••.•••.••••.• 5,209 67.2 15.8 16.8 0.2 285 71.6 28.4 18.28 
Southern ............... 14,,666 60.6 13.5 25.9 - 678 38.1 61.9 21.63 
Western •••••••••.•••••• 7,634 59.5 15.9 24.6 - 274 19.3 80.7 27.86 

Canal Zone ••••••••••••••••• 584 51.0 33.4 15.6 - 23 21.7 78.3 25.39 

Eastern ••.••.•••••.••. 1,246 79.5 18.4 1.1 1.0 92 39.1 60.9 13.54 
J Western •••••••••••..•. 4,694 74.5 16.6 8.9 - 347 60.8 39.2 13.53 

Utah •..••••.•••••..••.••• 2,889 73.1 18.6 7.9 0.4 166 63.3 36.7 17.40 
Wyoming ••.•.••••••..•.•••• 1,798 72.3 14.1 13.6 - 153 71.2 28.8 11.75 

1 Indicates those districts which have not yet adopted local rules reducing the size of civil juries. 
2 Total available jurors divided by total jury trial days giving the average number of jurors available per jury trial day. 
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Both criminal and civil 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 District 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 

Mariana Islands at 42.6 percent, which is a significant increase over its 18.4 percent chal-

lenged in 1979. 

Efficient juror management is enhanced by reducing the percentage of those jurol's 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 tha.n 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 District 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, 

respecti vely. 

For the category Clf 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 crimi­

nal trial days. One district, the Northern District of Illinois, reported exactly 50 percent civil 

and 50 percent criminal trial days. The percentage of criminal jury trial days for the current 

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

and Eastern District 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 

NOT SELECTED, 
SERVING, OR CHALLENGED 

= 60.9% 

= 15.2% 

23.9% .... 

.The Juror Usage Index il the average number of jurors on hand for each JUry trial day and il calculatlDd by dividing the total number of 

IIvaiiable jurors by the total number of jury trill daYI. 

"Includes those jurors reported in trlwlnitul. 
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Tennessee. A district 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 anticipab~d 

increa'ses in both challenges and requirements for alternates" The percentage of civil jury trial 

days varied from 85,9 percent in the Eastern District of Tennessee to 16.6 percent in the 

Eastern District of Kentucky. 

The Juror Usage Index (J.U.I.), 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.!. for the twelve month period ended June 30, 1980 was 18.83, which 

indicat.:;~ that, on the average, almost 19 jurors were called for every jury trial day. For the 

past six years, the J.U.!. has remained between 19.12 and 19.73. The 1980 figure of 18.83 is 

the first time that the J.U.!. has dropped below 19.00, a notable improvement in juror 

management. For 1980 the district J.U.I.'s ranged from 37.86 and 35.40 in Guam and the 

Northern Mariana Islands, respectively, to 11.75 in Wyoming. 

16 
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COMPARISON OF JUROR UTILIZATION 1974 - 1980 

Tables 9, 10 and 11 provide seven year trends for each district court in the areas of the 

Juror Usage Index; percent selected or serving; and percent not selected, serving, or 

challenged. The Juror Usage Index, for 43 of the 91 districts* has shown improvement when 

1980 data is compared to 1974 data. rrhe Northern District 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 :Jrganization Act of 1978 (P .L. 95-409). ch~nged 
district 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 DIstrict Courts 

Juror Usage Indexes 

-- ---r~ 

__ .. !~~ 1·~:'I'~elv=.~lont~e~lodS Ended June 30, 1974 - 1980 __ ~~_~ ___ ~ __ ~ ___ .--__ ,..rO.74 ~I ·19751~·;;;7G, •• :9!? 197.8 ....• 19.79 .• 1.~~ i= __ =~~c:t.~=_,=o=t=;"'97=4=f=1-=9=75=f=1=9=70=t=19!7 !97B 1979 
District 

NoUonnl Avcrogc ••••••••• ~_'I~.~2~!!.. .~~~ 19;31 19.60 18.83 Sixth Circuit 

Distrle'! oC ColumbIa....... 22.05 19.51J21.00 21.59 20.31 22.65 18.81 Kentucky: 
I---r-........ - .. -"- .. ~-- Eastern............ 22.36 27.05 23.51 

19.11 23.
54

1 21.91 
23.72 21.43 
23.52 20.94 I'lrst CIrcuIt Western. • • • • • • • • • • • 20.50 23.37 

Moine. • • • • • • • • • •• • • • • • 12.20 15.67 17.69 24.03 17.16 16.79 17.42 
MossoellUsells •••• • • • • • • • 15.87 I' 17.62 18.54 10.07 18.42 18.17 15.RI> 

~~~d~~~r:,~~"r.e. : :: :: : : : :: 11t~~ lt~~ Il~:~~ It~~ g:~~ It:: 1~::~' 
Puerto IUI)o ••••••••••••• rl.II:~~4-t.::3~t' :1:~':'2::II!l ... 2~.09 •. t .Z,2':':"f-2.:?2. 

Second CircuIt j 

Michigan: I 
Enstcrn •• • • • • • • • • • • 19.98 20.60 
Western............ 12.16 14.70 

20.40 
17.51 

19.65 
17.15 

16.90 17.54 
21.00 I 23.53 

Northern........... 17.02 20.61 21.12 20.43 17.74 17.36 Ohio: I 
Southern........... 18.74 18.84 19.00 18.50 17.19 16.71 

Tennessee: 

Middle. • • • • • • • • • • • • 18.43 19.75 19.43 23.94 23.34 20.77 
Western............ 15.79 16.82 17.07 17.26 16.87 17.30 

1980 

21.17 
23.30 

16.10 
19.30 

20.40 
18.38 

13.37 
27.45 
18.13 ConnecUcut. •••••••••••• 1' 14.70 i 16.70 19.15 21.59 15.08 17.01 15.11 

New York. 
Norlhern ••••••••••••• 118.26 17.56 18.17 
Easteln • • • • • • • • • • • • • I 23.62 20.62 22.09 
Soulhern •• • • • • • • • • • • I 27.85 23.60 22.88 

23.74 
23.04 
21.40 
21.60 
15.89 

22.38 19.29 18.96 
22.37 19.83 21.36 
23.41 23.07 23.43 
24.00 t 21.95 20.12 
14.21 17.44 14.92 

Eastern............ 17.07 16.92 15.38 15.43114.27 15.34 

~--~~---4--~---4---+---
Seventh Circuit 

Weslern I • • • • • • • • • • • • ~21.62 18.30 20.37 
Vermont ••••••••••••••• 15.46 15.94 16.78 

_···t·· .. 
Third CIrcuIt 

------ ~--. ~~ 

15.161 12.81 13.43 
19.87 19.17 16.61 

De1,nware ••••••••••••••• 
New Jersey •••••••••••• 
PfJllOsylvnnlRl 

Enslern ••••.•..••••• 
Middle •••••••••••••• 
Western ............ . 

'VIrgin Islands ••••••••••• 

I'ourth Circuit 

Maryland •••••••••••••• 
North CarolinOl 

Eastern ••••••••••••• 
Middle •••••••••••••• 
\Vestern •••••••••• ••. 

South CorollnD ••••••.••. 

V'rff~~~~rn ............ . 
\Vestern ••••••••••••• 

West Virginia. 
Northern •••••••••••• 
Southern •••••.•••••• 

I'lrth Circuit 

Alabama; 
Northern •••••••••••• 
Middle •••••••••••••• 
Southern •••••.••••••. 

Florida: 
Northern •••••••••••• 
Middle ............. . 
Southern ••••••••••••• 

Georgia; 
Northern •••.••••••••• 
Middle •••••••••••••• 
Southern • I ••••••••••• 

l .. oulslnna; 
Easterq •••••••••••••• 
Middle •••••••••••••• 
"Iestern ••.•••••••••• , 

Mlsslsslpph 
Northern ••••••••••••• 
Southern ••••••••••••• 

Texas: 
Northern ••••••••••••• 
Eastern •••••••••••••• 
Southern ••••••••••••• 
Western •••••••••••••• 

Canol Zone ••••••••••••• 

! 19.77 17.50 17.76 
116.18 17.97 18.55 18.87 

1

17.94 

I
i 20.15 

12.02 
17.25 

, 30.08 

18.01 

19.68 
15.05 
15.49 

I
, ;;;;; 

19.83 
i 20.42 

I" , 

I
· 13.63 

12.78 
15.15 

\

. 18.24 
17.74 
19.02 

17.86 
22.06 
19.60 

16.10 
31.22 
16.48 

12.71 
21.06 

19.26 • 
13.42 
15.40 
14.20 
27.54 

18.83 
17.34 
20.59 
29.38 

17.71 

20.78 
14.84 
15.53 
18.68 

19.36 
16.62 

19.21 
17.08 
20.83 
30.85 ... 

18.34 

19.89 
17.58 
14.61 
18.70 

17.68 
18.69 

18.11 
17.80 
19.63 
33.99 

23.21 

24.61 
16.62 
14.62 
18.57 

18.45 
15.37 

20.42 22.18 20.32 
17.13 17.04 21.32 
19.90 19.06 16.04 
27.81 28.14 35.37 .- -,._--

17.94 

26.18 
18.21 
14.7'; 
19.70 

16.49 
18.67 

19.25 

23.79 
15.58 
15.76 
20.47 

15.96 
17.60 

20.66 

21.04 
15.40 
14.45 
21.00 

16.17 
17.30 

18.32 23.78 17.43 19.00 25.01 17.28 
24.95 21.74 19.97 18.10 18.53 18.65 
.~-.. - ----.. -~.- ----1----

13.05 
15.84 
15.53 

19.38 
20.00 
18.78 

16.95 
19.32 
21.26 

16.31 
28.33 
18.10 

18.92 
22.42 

19.29 
15.90 
19.06 
21.92 
21.79 

16.99 17.30 
18.46 .17.73 
18.47 . 15.95 

19.69 
18.81 
20.61 

17.83 
21.06 
18.96 

16.88 
22.50 
18.16 

18.39 
24.97 

19.49 
19.80 
22.47 
22.87 
26.57 

19.n3 
19.90 
22.73 

21.02 
19.99 
20.27 

15.60 
26.59 
17.19 

19.92 
22.82 

18.24 
17.94 
22.81 
23.67 
21.43 

17.10 
20.95 
15.28 

22.19 
19.22 
21.52 

19.56 
21.67 
20.60 

17.07 
24.00 
14.39 

17.89 
21.92 

18.53 
20.52 
23.89 
26.14 
30.06 

18.77 121.07 
20.52 20.57 
19.85 19.16 

20.30 
17.74 
24.85 

17.77 
20.48 
18.72 

16.86 
37.60 
18.83 

18.18 
25.39 

19.96 
19.21 
22.82 
26.77 
34.74 

18.84 
16.70 
23.19 

18.01 
20.19 
18.47 

18.38 
18.26 
21.78 

18.94 
24.05 

17.97 
18.28 
21.63 
27.86 
25.39 

illInois: 
Norther~ ••••••••••••• 
Central 2' •••••••••••• 
Southern •••••••••••• 

Indiana: 
Northern ••••••••••••• 
Southern ••••••••••••• 

Wisconsin: 
Ho~tern ••••• , •••••••• 
Western •••••••••••••• 

!llghth Circuit 

ArkanSlls: 
Eastern •••••••••••••• 
\Vestern ••••••••.••••• 

Iowa: 
Northern ••••••••••••• 

. Southern ••••••••••••• 
rw1lnnesota •••••••••••••• 
MissourI: 

Eastern •••••••••••••• 
Western •••••••••••••• 

Nebraska ••••••••••••••• 
North Dakota •••••••••••• 
South Dakota •••••••••••• 

Ninth Circuit 

Alaska ••••••••••••••••• 
Arizona •••••••••••••••• 
CaUCornla: 

Northern ••••••••••••• 
Eastern •••••••••••••• 
Central •••••••••••••• 
Southern ••••••••••••• 

Hawaii ••••••••••••••••• 
Idaho ................. . 
Montana ••••••••••••••• 
Nevada •••••••••••••••• 
Oregon •••••••••••••••• 
Washington: 

Eastern •••••••••••••• 
Western •••••••••••••• 

Guam ••••••••. 3' ••••••• 
Northern Marianas ••••••• 

Tenth Circuit 

Colorado .............. . 
Kansas ••••.•..••••••••• 
New Mexico ••••••••••••• 
Oklahoma: 

Northern •••••••••••• 
Eastern •••.••••••••• 
\Vestern ••.•••••••••• 

Utah •••••••••••••••••• 
Wyoming ••••••••••••••• 

I Dnta Crom 1976 to 1979 was under refY,lrted. 
2Pursuant to the Federal District Court Organization Act oC 1978 (P.L. 95-409), district 

boundaries In Illinois were changed. Only datu since passage oC that legislation Is shown. 
3The District of the Northern Marianas was established on January 8, 1978. 
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16.75 

23.53 
16.24 

16.87 

25.73 
15.83 

19.81 17.94 
12.25 1 15.67 

22.17 
25.27 

14.84 
14.93 
18.52 

18.58 
24.76 
16.74 
16.88 
22.39 

21.90 
25.26 

15.64 
21.84 
17.55 

17.17 
26.67 
19.88 
20.60 
24.18 

19.86 

31.26 
14.97 

17.69 
17.95 

21.73 
22.11 

17.77 
17.45 
10.32 

17.08 
24.60 
17.04 
2o.G3 
24.62 

17.47 17.89 

20.9: 119.9: 
17.58 13.20 

15.81 15.52 
19.11 16.17 

20.91 
23.39 

14.29 
15.91 
17.62 

17.43 
22.85 
15.43 
20.49 
22.89 

23.30 
23.08 

21.70 
17.15 
17.77 

16.89 
22.85 
15.34 
18.14 
22.39 

18.37 
22.44 
19.67 

19.31 
15.53 

14.03 
17.89 

21.48 
22.86 

14.08 
20.40 
18.07 

15.03 
16.96 
18.43 
19.03 
20.18 

18.05 
16.82 
17.29 

17.95 
17.21 

14.07 
15.68 

20,22 

1

21.47 

14.15 
15.06 

1

17.17 

13.75 
18.31 

1

16.27 
19.96 
19.97 

r-·--~---+----4----+---~---4----

22.77 
23.81 

16.15 
18.86 
20.08 
24.54 
22.01 
16.05 
17.45 
2M8 
16.05 

15.06 
20.45 
20.07 

14.03 
15.83 
15.93 

27.92 
21.93 
15.53 
21.40 
11.80 

25.41 
22.00 

15.97 
20.55 
20.83 
23.66 
19.93 
15.39 
19.73 
20.09 
16.28 

17.16 
19.53 
18.94 

15.09 
19.85 
16.69 

20.28 
17.57 
17.28 
18.78 
11.67 

20.94 
25.88 

16.16 
23.39 
19.64 
20.95 
15.40 
15.51 
20.45 
22.65 
15.96 

20.18 
19.90 
34.50 

16.53 
17.62 
19.25 

16.37 
14.80 
13.56 
19.60 
12.84 

18.04 
21.56 

16.77 
22.48 
19.77 
22.73 
20.32 
16.57 

1

17.16 
23.24 
16.02 

19.41 
18.96 
60.00 

16.77 
16.87 
17.55 

19.89 
14.69 
13.49 
23.40 
12.24 

23.58 
24.29 

31.98 
21.40 

15.76 16.28 
20.39 18.26 
20.71 19.82 
19.72 21.72 
12.73 19.62 
20.39 16.61 
18.37 18.87 
23.47 22.78 
16.15 17.21 

21.54 17.86 
20.31 21.79 
14.35 19.35 

- 46.10 

17.76 
17.48 
16.55 

14.35 
18.59 
12.33 
22.70 
12.82 

17.26 
16.59 
20.56 

16.99 
16.01 
11.70 
19.51 
14.35 

20.05 
19.04 

17.24 
19.80 
18.73 
24.63 
19.74 
18.18 
18.80 
19.22 
17.00 

17.18 
17.92 
37.86 
35.40 

14.88 
15.90 
15.46 

12.68 
13.54 
13.53 
17.40 
11.75 

! 
I 
I 
\1 

I 
I 

I 
f 

I 

Table 10 
Unltcd States District Courts 

Percentagc oC Jurors Selected Or 
Serving On Jury Trials 

For the Twelvc Month Periods Ended June 30, 1974 - 1980 

=--~~;;~.~~::.~~;~;~~!i.;~ :;;/;:~~ 7~:.;i]f~,~~,; -,~~;;;~~];"=P~F~~!';" t~~~F!:'~F!if!'i: 
District oC Columbia....... 54.8 63.1 58.2 56.3 61.8 57.0 60.5 Kentucky: I' 'I' 

1 

Enstern •••••••••••••• 151•3% 154.5% M.6% 58.a%, 61.81\, 68.2% 1 70•1% 
First Circuit i t MI~~i:~~~n •••••••••••••• 145•7 i 44.4 53.3 53.9' 51.0 I 50.0 ,43.2 

Malnc • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 82.7 82.2 .~3'1 54.0 74.1 71.8 75.0 Eastern. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 63.1 ! 64.4 65.2 07.4' 68.2 62.3 66.4 
Massachusells •••••••••• , 62.0 66.0 68.4 11.0 67.7 08.9 I 06.0 Wcstern. • • • • • • • • • • • •• 88.8 ,81.4 72.4 81.9' 73.3 04.1 73.0 
Nell' IIampshlre •• • • • • • • • • 72.2 72.2 68.2 58.8 53.0 64.5 74.7 Ohio; I 
Rhode Island. • • • • • • • • • •• 80.8 78.4 72.5 77.5 82.9 81.7 70.1 Northern. • • • • • • •• • • •• 61.2 54.1 51.3 54.4. 59.9 ,06.4 54.2 
Puerto Rico. • • • • • • • • • • •• 54.7 5~:: 3.:~o.._r~:::. 44.5 49.1 I 51.2 Southern. • • • • • • • • • • •• 66.5 07.8 I 67.6 68.1 : 70.4 i 67.4 04.0 

3ccond Circuit I Te';Fn~~~~' • .. .. .. .. .. ... 63.3 I, 62.5 I 63.1 I 61.4 11.9 
Mlddl 53.4 d.0.9 '54.7 I 58.5 48.5 

~~~n~~~~:ut • • • • • • • • • • • • • 73.6 71.8 75.3 70.7 86.1 174.0 ,77.9 Weste~~ : : : : : : : : : : : : :: 71.5 I 69~"';~~'-f" ~5. 7 ~ 
Northern............. 61.2 64.8 66.1, 46.3 57.0 54.2 63.0 Seventh Circuit 
Eastern. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 57.5 00.9 59.6 I 53.7 55.9 59.0 54.0 Ii: . 
Southern. • • • • • • • • • • • • 43.4 48.7 52.6 54.2 51.5 f 52.4 49.2 illinois. I I 
lVestern ••••••••••••• , 64.7 70.8 I 71.6 I 70.2 69.3 70.1 70.0 Norther~ ••• • • • • • • • • • • 64.5 '63.6 58.3 I 63.~ 62.1 56.0 60.6 

Vermont ••••••••••••••• 54.~ j55'~ _~~...I_61:~.. 60,:8. ••. 5.7.3 70.8 Central 2" • • • • • • • • • • • -! 55.7 60.4 

'I'hird Circuit I Ind~~~!~ern •••••••••••• - I 42.: 159.: ' 53.~ , :::: i :::: 

Delaware. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 50.3 62.7 60.5 60.': 70.5 07.2 71.2 ~~~:~~;~ : : : : : : : : : : : : : g:~ ~~:~ 63.7 I 60.6 60.6 61.2 62.4 
New Jersey •••••••••••• , I 74.3 I 73.6 72.5 j 08.9 04.5 67.0 72.0 Wisconsin: 'I 

Pennsylvania: I ~ Eastern. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 56.6 00.4 69.1 08.0 63.3 70.6 09.2 
Eastern •••••••••••••• j 51.5 ,56.2 52.2 55.8 50.6 45.9 50.3 Western. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 07.7 72.8 67.9, 71.3 78.2 I 71.4 : 76.2 
Middle •••••.•••••••• , '78.2 I' 77.0 72.0 76~0 77.3 75.2 69.1 --_. [-----I ~--l· T -r--
Western. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 56.2 55.5 49.7 r56.6 57.4 53.9 64.9 Eighth Circuit i 

Virgin Islnn~s • • • • • • • • • • • • 49.4 49.8 54.1 48.8 54.0 59.0 58.2 I' 

Fourth Circuit Ar';;;.~~~~~ •••••••••••••• i 55.3 : 54.7 55.9 I 57.2 51.3 59.0 57.7 

I 
Western. • • • • • • • • • • • •• 53.7 I' 53.1 I 63.8 i 58.7 64.4 62.6 60.9 

Maryland............... 67.6 62.7 67.8 I 54.0 66.9 59.0 I 55.7 Iowa: I I 
North Carolina. Northern............. 65.4 i 61.8 57.6 65.1 45.5 61.0 64.0 

Eastern. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 62.5 63.4 69.4 159.2 60.3 162.4 76.5 Southern. • • • • • • • • • • •• 74.1 149.0 67.4 I 69.3 68.0 61.4 63.1 
Middle............... 67.1 63.7 69.6 73.1 66.1 77.1 76.1 Mlnnesotn.............. 50.9 71.4 67.7, 60.4 j 60.7 59.9 61.1 
Western.............. 74.7 74.7 78.6 76.3 'I 77.3 75.8 81.2 MissourI: I ~ 

South Carolina. • • • • • • • • • • 56.0 63.4 69.3 '171.0 77.3 172.2 74.8 Eastern. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 50.6 I 59.4 55.2 I 54.9 57.4 I 57.3 58.8 
Virginia: , Western •••••••••••••• I 47.2 45.5 46.5' 48.3 58.4 56.6 68.4 

Enstern ••••••••••••• '143.7 48.4! 53.9 49.2 'I 54.8 52.5 55.8 Nebraskn ••••••••••••••• 153.8 I 51.9 52.6 jl 57.8 56.6 49.7 I 50.0 
Western.............. 48.6 5::1

3
.3)! 52.3 ~.57'6 50.2 51.9, 50.0 North Dakota............ 74.5 57.7 59.8 61.3 56.8 I ~~.3 I 55.6 

wc~to~:~~~~I~:. •• • • • • • • • • • 59.3 63.1 39.0 60.5 I 55.5 I ~~ . .o 54.0 South Dakota ••••• , ••••• , ~~2 -::.:. ~'::.7 ~~.~~+--. 54.4 
Southern. • • • • • • • • • • • • 55.6 44.3 51.4 47.9 I 58.5 ~7 68.7 Ninth Circuit )' I 1 

Firth Circuit --- - -. -"-1' ......- Alaska................. 51.1 11 49.5 02.3 163.9 52.5 38.0 i 63.1 

Alabama: I 53.3 Call Cornia; I I' Arizona ••••••••••••••• '150.5 53.9 45.6 47.4, 49.6 ! 59.5 I 63.3 

Northern............. 00.8 71.0 156.3 53.7 56.9 54.6 Northern............. 67.6 65.8 66.8 65.9 69.3 65.6 65.1 
Middle •••••••••••••• , 81.9 178.2 I 73.7 75.0 73.3 73.0 72.3 Eastern. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 58.4 155.4 53.4 53.5 59.3 59.4 58.4 
Southern............. 72.8 73.4 85.0 80.8 81.0 68.5 76.2 Celltral •••••••••••••• I 61.0 62.0 62.4 61.3 61.7 57.5 63.3 

Florida: Southern ••••••••••••• I 50.1 53.6 60.8 60.1 65.6 58.7 49.5 
Northern.. • • • • • • • • • • • 68.3 68.6 11 68.2 69.7 60.4 61.7 57.5 Hawaii ••••••••••••••••• t 54.4 58.2 65.0 58.1 67.5 61.2 59.3 
Middle. • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 69.1 66.0 68.5 67.0 64.7 68.6 68.2 Idnho. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 70.0 60.5 69.5 59.1 49.5 61.0 60.8 
Southern •••••••••••• , 59.4 56.8 58.0 52.8 56.6 52.6 52.7 Montana. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 50.0 51.0 54.7 68.3 63.1 55.9 51.3 

Georgia: Nevada. • •• • • • • • • • • • • •• 58.4 59.2 56.6 49.4 54.8 55.1 55.7 
Northern. • • • • • • • • • • • • 64.5 59.4 /57.8 56.2 53.6 57.2 61.0 Oregon. • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 56.3 54.5 54.2 54.9 64.0 56.2 62.0 
Middle. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 57.2 65.6 60.4 64.9 60.6 62.7 66.2 Washington: . 
Southern ••••••••••••• 57.2 j 72.8 74.0 76.8 71.9 70.3 69.7 Eastern. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 60.7 57.0 55.5 58.4 56.4 60.6 163.7 

Louisiana: Western. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 53.7 !i5.9 59.9 59.1 62.11' 57.0 61.8 

~~~~~~~ : : : : : : : : : : : : : : ~~:: I ~::~ I !~:~ ~::~ ~~:~ ~t~ ~~:~ ~~~t~e;" ~1~;1~~~;3' : : : : : : : 51.2 ~~13~~. 20.5 66.5. ~~:~ . ~::~ 
Western •••••••• '.' • • • • 53.5 61.1 ! 57.8 53.8 55.0 1 55•1 50.4 1 r--t--

MI~~::r,~:~ •••••••••••• , 71.5 71.0 73.5 ,. 64.2 68.6 65.8 58.7 Tenth Clrl'Ult i 
Southern. • • • • • • • • • • •• 59.2 58.0 53.8 58.9 61.0 155.1 53.2 Colorado. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 68.2 64.8 I 57.3 64.5 59.8 60.7 62.4 

Texas: Kansas. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 67.5 63.5 64.4 63.2 66.3 65.5 68.5 
Northern •••••••••••• , 63.ij 65.2 63.3 69.2 67.1 61.2 66.3 New Mexico. •• • •• •• • • • •• 64.7 59.6 j 04.7 66.6 70.3 62.9 68.9 
Eastern. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 72.1 66.1 62.9 65.9 58.5 60.3 67.2 Oklahoma; 
Southern •.•••••••••••• 67.1 75.0 65.8 67.3 58.4 62 • .0 60.6 Northern.. • • • • • •• •• • • 33.7 52.7 70.5 69.0 72.9 66.8 68.7 
Western ••••••••••••• , 69.1 63.3 61.7 61.3 57.9 56.2 59.5 Eastern. • • • •• • • • • • • • • 47.0 54.7 68.9 68.8 60.7 69.6 79.5 

Canal Zone ............. 43.6 54.8 ~: ~.~_ ::_ 51.0 ~~~~~~~~: : : : ~: : : :::~:: ~H iH Uti iH iH ;t! !H 
I Data Crom 1976 to 1979 was under reported. 
2Pursu.nt to the Federal District Court Organlzntlon Act oC 1978 (P.L. 95-409), district 

boundaries In illinois were changed. Only datn sInce pnssage oC that legislation Is shown. 
3The District oC the Northern Marlanns was established on January 8, 1978. 
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Table 11 
United States District Courts 

Percentage of Jurors Not Selected, Serving or Challenged 
For the 'rwelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1974 -1980 

_~;;;;;~D~'s:tr~'c~t ;:-:-~ __ tl:9~7 4:t~1::97:5:+:19~76~~1~97~7:i~19::7~8 +~19~79~~19~80~4~ __ "-::D~ls~tr~IC:.t ___ J":l~97:!41:":19~75~1976 1977 1978 1980
4 

'1'o1J11 all districts........ 26.5% 23.8% 24.1% 24.1% 24.0% 24.6% 23.1% Sixth Circuit _+_-t __ ~19;;,;7.:.9-1-::':=-
District of Columbia. • • • • • •• 31.4 23.4 28.0 28.0 22.7 28.5 25.5 Kentucky: 

1'll'St Circuit Eastern •••••••••••••• 
\,'estern .••.• , ••••••.• 

~lulne •••••••••••••••••• 3.9 3.3 3.8 33.9 7.8 14.0 9 4 MI~gt"n: 
lassachuselts •••••••••••• 27.9 22.1 21.6 16.3 20.0 223 23'6 ; s ern •••••••••••••• 

NclY Uampshlre ••••••••••• 12.7 14.4 17.1 23.5 29.1 20'7 • Vestern •••••••••••••• 

~~'~~~ I:~re~d. : : : : : : : : : : : :: ~~:~ i~:~ !~:~ !~:~ !~:! 3f~ J~ Oh~~~:~ern ••••••••••••• 

Second Circuit r-t--+--t---l--+---+--I Ten~ess~;~ ........... .. 
Eastern ••••••••••••.• 

Connect/cut. • • • • • • • • • • • •• 12.0 9.0 10.0 8.7 6.8 87 7 ~!iddIC ••••••.•.•••••• New York: • 5. Vestern •••••••••••••• 

wa~~~:· : : : : : : : : : : : : :: ~H ~H ~H it~ ~H ~::~ ~H 1I1i:~:.nth Circuit 

Verme~~~rr:::::::::::::::: ~t~ ~~:~ i~:~ ~~:: ~~:~ H:~ i~:i ~~~~~:;~2::::::::::::: 
'n,ird Circuit Southern •••••••••••• 

Indiana: 

~elalYare................ 6.1 8.1 15.2 15.4 8.7 13.9 11.4 ~r:~crn ........... .. 
clY Jersey. • • • • • • • • • • • •• 14.2 14.3 16.2 20.2 252 21 9 1 4 \ I u Icrn ........... .. 

Pennsylvania: • • 6. V sconsln: 
~stcrn ............... 33.4 26.8 31.9 25.1 30.5 35.1 31.6 ~s\ern ............. . 
~J ddle.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 8.2 8.9 9.5 8.8 8.9 7.1 13.1 es ern ............ .. 

Vlr~,~s~~rn d;............. 27.9 28.9 35.2 27.1 23.4 26.7 10.9 Eighth Circuit 
an •••.••••••••• 21.4 26.6 24.8 29.9 23.9 17.6 14.8 

39.4% 35.8% 34.8% 30.3% 28.3% 20.7% 18.0% 
36.240.232.230.231.932.037.1 

28.8 28.0 25.6 22.8 20.4 26.2 23.1 
4.2 8.3 16.9 9.8 14.2 23.5 15.7 

31.0 36.6 40.3 37.4 29.5 22.9 35.3 
20.8 19.5 20.0 18.7 17.5 15.7 22.7 

U3 n~ n~ n~ U~ 2;).8 17.1 
33.6 31.7 35.5 38.9 33.4 27.1 40.6 
11.8 13.5 15.9 13.7 13.6 16.7 12.6 

25.4 25.2 31.9 26.8 27.1 3U.4 26.9 
21.7 16.0 
27.1 17.8 

"3 n~ HJ UA H~ 23.9 28.6 
22.5 18.1 16.4 21.7 24.4 23.5 23.7 

23.6 22.2 16.7 16.1 25.7 13.9 14.4 
8.7 8.7 11.5 4.7 5.0 8.4 4.7 

Fourth Circuit r-t--+--t---l-..:.:....+:.:..::--+~:.....j Arkansas: 
I f,J'sttn •• ••••••••.••• 19.2 18.7 19.9 17.8 26.9 19.e 19.9 

~ aryland................ 15.8 17.7 159 313 15 lowa?s ern.............. 18.7 21.4 6.1 17.2 10.3 75 
North Carolina: . . .8 23.1 27.6 .' 11.1 

I~stern •••••••••••. '" 27.4 25.3 21.3 31.7 25.9 23.6 14.3 ~or:rern ••••••••••••. 17.3 18.9 21.9 19.5 34.8 21.0 13.8 
~J ddle. • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 13.0 18.6 12.0 13.6 15.9 8.1 11.4 Mln~~sdrn. • • • • • • • • • . • • 9.5 31.3 15.2 12.8 13.1 21.6 20.1 
estern............... 15.5 16.3 14.5 12.9 13.2 164 " .............. 18.4 13.8 16.6 21.1 22.8 24.5 24.2 

South Carolina............ 25.8 17.6 14.4 15.8 12.6 • 10.1 Missouri: Vlrgl"la, 15.4 13.5 ~stern ••••.•••••••• , 24.7 19.0 20.3 20.0 22.0 21.3 21.5 

~;t~~,::::::::::::::: g:: :t~ g:i 1~:~ g:i 1~:~ 14.7 ~eb[~~~':.'~:::::::::::::: ~i:~ ~~:~ ~~:~ ~~:~ ~::~ i~:~ ;g 
West Virginia, 12.2 ~rth g"k ota ••••••••••• , 14.2 23.0 23.5 23.2 24.8 23.4 13.6 

~rthern •••••••••••••• 21.0 14.2 39.5 14.8 18.5 24.3 16.1 u a ota •••••••••••• 33.8 3fl.3 36.3 31.9 28.5 25.9 22.5 
uthcrn •••••••••••••• 23.6 31.8 25.3 28.3 19.4 19.1 15.0 Ninth Circuit r--t--+--+--j--+--!--~ 

Fifth Circuit 

Alabama: 
Northcrn ......... ..... 17.4 
Middle. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 8.4 

FIO~~~~,ern .............. 10.4 

Northern. • • • • • • • • • • • •• 20.6 
Middle •••••••••••••••• 19.2 
Sou thern •••••••••••••• 23.8 

Georgia: 
Northern. • • • • . • • • • • • •• 15.9 
Middle. • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 16.5 

Lo~~~!~:~n .............. 22.6 

Enster~ ., ••••••••••• " 19.4 
Middle .............. 44.7 
Western •••••• I ••••••• : 30.6 

Mississippi: 
Northern ••• • • • • • • • • • •• 11.8 
Southern •••••••••••••• 28.0 

Texas: 
Northern. • • • • • • • • • • • •• 19.1 
Enstern • • • • • • • • . • • • • •• 13.1 
Southern. • • • • • • • • • • • • 18.7 
Western •••••••••••••• : 13.7 

Cnnal Zone •••••••••••••• 37.0 

11.2 
13.4 
10.3 

17.4 
21.1 
28.5 

18.7 
10.4 
6.4 

17.7 
48.8 
20.9 

9.2 
26.8 

18.5 
15.0 
12.7 
16.4 
29.2 

24.2 
15.4 
6.9 

20.0 
17 .9 
26.0 

20.6 
13.5 

9.9 

17.0 
24.9 
21.5 

10.2 
30.4 

21.2 
19.0 
18.8 
18.9 
29.0 

26.9 
13.9 
6.2 

15.8 
20.6 
34.0 

24.0 
11.8 
5.6 

17.8 
28.1 
24.6 

16.6 
25.0 

17.5 
19.1 
20.8 
21.6 
34.7 

23.6 
14.5 

4.4 

23.8 
21.3 
29.0, 

26.1 
14.6 
10.5 

19.7 
17.0 
23.0 

13.3 
26.1 

20.0 
26.3 
26.9 
24.1 
25.9 

23.9 
14.5 
17.7 

20.7 
16.1 
32.0 

24.2 
15.1 
11.1 

20.9 
33.2 
27.; 

12.9 
30.2 

24.4 
22.5 
24.2 
26.7 
32.4 

22.6 
8.0 
4.3 

23.0 
17.9 
34.5 

21.9 
13.5 

7.4 

28.1 
23.3 
29.7 

18.4 
28.5 

22.0 
16.8 
25.9 
24.6 
15.6 

AI~skn • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • 43.7 
Arizona. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 26".3 
California: 

Northern. • . • • • . • • • • • • 20.S 
Ens!ern . • • • • • • • • • • • • • 29.2 
Central. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 30.0 
Southern ••••••••••••• 28.3 

HawaII. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 35.2 
Idaho.................. 17.7 
Montana •••••.••••••••• 30.9 
Nevada. • • • • • • • • . • • • • •• 19.1 
Oregon •••••••••••••••• 24.3 
Washington: 

Enstern .... .. .. .. .. .. 17.1 
IV estern ••••••••••••• , 26.0 

GU8'" ••••••••••••• .., 33.2 
Northern Mariana Islands3 ••• 

Tenth ell'Cuit 

Colorado............... 14.9 
Kansas. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 16.5 
NelY Mexico •••••••••••• , 18.2 
Oklahoma: 

Northern. • • • • • • • • • • • • 52.3 
Enstern •••• . • • • • • • • • • 39.8 
IVestern. • • • • . • • • • • • • • 20.9 

Utah .................. 27.6 
Wyoming. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 15.6 

~ Data from 1976 to 1979 lYas under reported. 
Pursuant to the Federal Dis!rlct Court Or . tI A f ( 3 legisl"tion Is sholYn. gnmza on et a 1978 P. L. 95-409), district boundaries In Illinois lYere changed. 

4 'rhe Pistr!!'t Df the Northorn M~rf(]nn Isl6nus was established on January 8 1978 
1980 dato exc]udes jurors in travel status. I • 
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36.3 25.6 22.6 32.3 52.5 
21.2 24.5 15.6 24.3 19.8 

21.2 21.5 21.4 17.3 21.8 
32.7 34.6 37.0 24.9 25.2 
H~ H3 H.4 U~ n. 
25.6 20.5 22.9 18.4 24.2 
13.3 8.7 8.3 1.3 4.2 
26.4 20.0 22.8 34.7 19.6 
30.423.317.422.730.9 
H~ U~ H. H.4 H~ 
26.6 22.6 22.7 19.2 24.1 

19.9 20.0 U.O 18.0 19.3 
25.7 21.6 22.1 20.9 25.6 n. "~ OJ W3 W~ 

100.0 63.4 

16.3 23.9 18.6 23.2 20.8 
20.7 20.2 21.4 18.6 19.6 
18.3 14.3 15.6 13.4 19.0 

29.1 12.3 17.4 U.S 21.5 
27.2 J 9.2 13.1 21.2 9.7 
22.7 12.6 14.2 6.7 8.1 
21.3 21.4 36.8 30.9 14.2 
19.6 13.9 21.2 19.7 14.7 

Only data since passage of that 

20.1 
16.0 

21.6 
28.2 
25.7 
31.2 
9.3 

19.7 
23.6 
24.3 
18.2 

18.1 
18.0 
54.7 
31.4 

14.3 
17.0 
8.7 

15.9 
1.1 
8.9 
7.9 

13.6 

I 

I 
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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 

t~tdl 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 indi.eted 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 

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 district 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 will 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 (rritle 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 less 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 UTllJZATION 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 communication of various district courts with the Administrative Office concerning 

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 have an 

adverse effect resulting in a high J.U.!. 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 

district's juror utilization performance. Rather, it should be used as the starting point to 

isolate and study the individual aspects of a district's juror utilization program. Once a court 

has determined the practices or conditions that exist in its jury program, it can proceed to 

isolate those areas which may require changes or modifications to improve the utilization of 

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

POSITIVE FACTORS 

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 tTial starts where 
the numbel' 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 
OJ:' 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 fi~st caRe 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; 

1 

I 
2 

~ 
I 

4 

5 

6 

I 
7 

J 
I 
9 

I 
10 

I 
11 

I 
12 

13 

I 
14 

ADVERSE FACTORS 

Poor cooperation and communication be- 0 
tween judges and court personnel. 

A large number of places of holding 0 
court with jury trial activity. 

Each judge using a separate jury D 
panel. 

All judges beginning jury selection at 0 
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 omnibus hearings. 

A predominantly criminal trial cal­
enuar - 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 fOl'wa:t'd. 

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

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

D 

D 

o 
D 

D 

D 

o 

o 
D 

D 

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 $8,86?,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 3D, 1980 

Total Juror Expenditures: $33,622,100 
Grand Juror Expenditures: 8,862,9,00 
Petit Juror Expenditures: 24,759,200 

Attendance - 18.3% 

Subsistence - 1.9% 

Mileage - 6.0% 

Other - 0.2% 

Other - 4.4% 

Attendance - 50.8% 

Subsistence - 2.3% 
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I 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 increased from $35 in 1979 to $43 in 1980. 

Grand Juror 
Payments 

Total Payments . .•• 

Attendance ••••• 

Mileage •••••••• 

Subsistence ••••• 

Other· ••.•••••• 

Table 12 
United States District Courts 

National Grand Juror Payments 
For The Twelve Month PeriocJs Ended June 30, 1976 - 1980 

1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 

$4!662!200 $4,992!400 $4,645!400 $6,730,500 $8,862!000 

3,578,200 3,799,400 3,536,000 4,925,600 6,141,300 

846,600 912,700 847,100 1,389,000 2,036,500 

237,500 280,300 250,900 403,2!H! 629,500 

11,400 12,700 55,600 

1980 over 1979 

-I Percent 
Increase Increase 

$2,132,400 31.7 

1,215,700 24.7 

647,500 46.6 

226,300 56.1 

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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District 

Total All Districts •.•••.. 

District Of Columbia ...... ~ 
First Circuit 

Maine .................. 
Massachusetts ..................... 
New Hampshire .................... 
Rhodc Island .......................... 
Puerto Rico ..•..•.••••... 

Second Circuit 

Connecticut .••••......••. 
New York: 

Northern ....••.•.•••.• 
Eastern •...•.••••••... 
Southern ........................ 
Western •.••••.....•••• 

Vermont ............................... 

Third Circuit 

Delaware ••••....•••••... 
New Jersey ..•.•••...•••• 
Pennsylvania: 

Eastern ....••.....•••• 
Middle •.••.•...•••..•• 
Western .••••.••••..••• 

Virgin Islands ••••••...••.• 

Fourth Circuit 

Maryland •••....••.•..... 
North Carolina: 

Eastern .•••....•.•..•• 
Middle .•••....•.•.•..• 
Western •....•••...•••. 

South Caroline _ ......•...• 
Virginia: 

East~rn .•••••..••••••• 
Western •••••.•.••.•.•• 

West Virginia: 
Northern ..••••••.••... 
Southern ........................... 

Fifth Circuit 

Alabama: 
Northern ..•••••.••..•• 
Middle .•••.•••...••••. 
Southern ............................ 

Florida: 
Northern .••••..•••.•.• 
Middle ..•.••••.•.••••. 
Southern •••..•.••.•.••• 

GllQrgifH 
Northern •••••...••.•.• 
Middle .•.•.•••••••.••• 
Southern ........................... 

Louisiana: 
Eastern •••.•.•.•••..•. 
Middle ••••..••••.•••.. 
Western ••••..•..••.••• 

Mississippi: 
Northern ..•••••••••..• 
Southern ........................... 

Texas: 
Northern •••...••.•.••• 
Eastern .•••...••••.••. 
Southern .......................... 
Western •.•.••.•...•••• 

Canal Zone ........................... 

Table 13 
United States District Courts 

Grand Juror Expenditure Breakdown 
For the Year Ended June 30, 1980 

Percentage of Estimated Total 
Expenditure for: 

Est. Total 
Expenditures Attendance Subsistence Mileage 

$8,862,900* 69.3 7.1 23.0 

318,800 94.5 0.0 5.5 

18,400 64.4 4.6 30.0 
301,800 77.2 0.0 22.8 

20,900 69.7 3.9 26.4 
35,200 84.8 0.0 14.8 
74,300 48.9 34.7 16.4 

142,100 78.9 0.0 19.5 

66,300 79.2 0.0 19.7 
531,000 81.3 0.0 18.2 
706,200 83.U 0.0 16.0 
130,500 77.7 0.0 18.9 

35,600 76.8 0.6 21.8 

33,000 73.0 0.0 23.4 
243,000 79.2 0.2 20.6 

297,400 75.4 1.1 23.5 
67,200 68.6 2.0 26.2 

198,200 63.8 13.5 22.1 
- 0.0 0.0 0.0 

213,300 63.2 4.2 32.2 

28,400 50.6 15.9 33.5 
23,800 60.7 3.1 35.9 
15,600 66.0 0.0 34.0 
30,100 54.5 15.6 29.9 

100,000 72.7 1.5 25.3 
59,800 43.9 26.8 25.3 

15,000 58.5 9.6 31.9 
49,800 70.2 2.0 27.S 

46,400 51.9 14.9 33.2 
33,100 55.5 14.8 27.8 
20,900 61.6 16.4 20.1 

32,300 60.8 12.6 26.6 
173,800 64.4 11.5 24.1 
280,600 78.6 3.6 17.6 

132,800 64.8 6.9 27.9 
50,800 46.4 28.2 25.4 
45,800 41.8 32.7 25.5 

133,200 71.0 0.2 28.8 
37,300 78.3 0.0 21.7 
93,000 54.6 24.6 20.8 

29,200 50.9 13.2 35.9 
61,200 45.4 36.9 17.4 

94,200 68.3 4.1 27.6 
37,000 64.0 6.4 27.7 

168,000 69.7 1.7 28.2 
112,500 72.4 1.1 24.0 

- 0.0 0.0 0.0 
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District 

Sixth Circuit 

Kentucky: 
Eastern ..•.•..•.•..•.. 
Western •.•.••.•..•.••. 

Michigan: 
Eastern •••.•....•.••.• 
Western ....• , •....••.. 

Ohio: 
Northern .•......•..•.. 
Southern ........................... 

Tennessee: 
Eastern ..••.•.•...••.• 
Middle ..•..•.•...••.•• 
Western ..••...•..•.•.• 

Seventh Circuit 

Illinois: 
Northern .•......•..... 
Central •.•...•......•. 
Southern ......................... 

Indiana: 
Northern ........................... 
Southern ......................... 

Wisconsin: 
Eastern ..•.••..•..•••. 
Western •...•......•..• 

Eighth Circuit 

Arkansas: 
Eastern •..•••.•.•.•... 
Western ••.•.•.•.•....• 

Iowa: 
Northern ..••......•..• 
Southern .......................... 

Minnesota .......................... 
Missouri: 

Eastern •.•...•...•...• 
Western .•...•...•.•.•. 

Nebraska ..•.•.•.•...•.•. 
North Dakota •..•••....•.• 
South Dakota .•.•...•...•. 

Ninth Circuit 

Alaska •..•.•...........• 
Arizona •.•..•. , .....•.•• 
California: 

Northern .......•..•... 
Eastern •.•••.•.••.•.•. 
Central •.•.•.•.•.•.•.. 
Southern .. ....................... 

Hawaii •.•.•.•.•.•.....•. 
Idaho •••• , , ••• , ••.•••... 
Montana .............................. 
Nevada ................... _. 
Oregon ................. 
Washington: 

Eastern .....•..•.•..•• 
Western •.....•..•...•. 

Guam .................. 
Northern Marianas .•.•.•... 

Tenth Circuit 

Colorado .•.••....•..••.• 
Kansas .•••...•.•.••...•• 
New Mexico ...•.•..•.•.•. 
Oklahoma: 

Northern •.•.•••.••..•• 
Eastern .•.•.•..•.•.•.. 
Western .•.•.•.•.•.•.•. 

Utah .•.•••.•.•.•.•.•••. 
Wyoming .•••.•.•.•...•.• 

Table 13 
United States District Courts 

Grand Juror Expenditure Breakdown 
For the Year Ended June 30, 1980 

(Continued) 

Percentage of Estimated Total 

Est. Total 
Expenditure for: 

Expenditures Attendance Subsistence Mileage 

$ 79,200 71.2 0.3 26.2 
34,500 80.0 0.0 20.0 

225,300 71.4 0.1 28.0 
42,300 59.6 7.0 32.8 

195,800 64.4 8.3 27.3 
101,300 67.1 9.6 23.3 

13,800 70.9 0.5 28.6 
74,300 60.9 0.0 39.1 
51,000 77.2 0.0 22.8 

306,200 80.4 0.5 19.0 
62,200 54.3 8.4 36.6 
54,900 54.4 26.2 19.2 

58,900 51.6 21.3 27.1 
145,200 50.2 27.7 22.1 

78,400 56.3 17.5 25.4 
50,900 41.8 27.8 30.4 

20,900 55.6 8.5 34.7 
19,000 45.4 26.1 28.5 

30,600 56.2 12.9 30.9 
19,700 69.1 2.3 28.2 
98,800 50.4 28.1 21.5 

61,200 67.4 2.2 30.1 
33,000 55.3 20.1 24.6 
48,300 47.1 28.5 24.4 
16,200 39.8 22.0 38.0 54,100 36.2 29.3 34.3 

62,200 37.5 25.6 33.4 
123,400 59.5 12.9 25.1 

128,900 73.4 0.7 25.4 
72,000 56.0 9.6 

I 
29.2 

349,800 71.0 3.1 25.3 
129,400 74.7 0.2 20.2 

32,600 65.4 9.1 24.1) 
55,600 41.7 30.3 I 26.0 
19,000 40.3 27.0 32.7 
81,500 82.6 0.3 15.1 

100,400 48.2 25.6 26.2 

23,900 42.3 18.0 39.1 
50,500 69.1 5.7 25.2 

6,900 88.4 11.3 0.3 
4,300 93.1 0.0 6.9 

84,400 46.4 28.0 22.3 
37,200 59.3 10.8 29.9 
48,900 46.6 22.3 30.7 

19,400 74.0 0.0 26.0 
28,700 45.5 28.2 26.3 
52,400 53.6 23.5 22.9 
30,400 66.4 11.1 22.5 
7,600 84.1 6.3 9.6 

* This figure is the total grand juror expenditure for the year ended June 30, ~980 rounded 
to the nearest hundred dollars and is more accurate than the sum of the district 
estimates. 
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Other 

2.3 
0.0 

0.5 
0.6 

0.0 
0.0 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

0.1 
0.7 
0.2 

0.0 
0.0 

0.8 
0.0 

1.2 
0.0 

0.0 
0.4 
0.0 

0.3 
0.0 
0.0 
0.2 
0.2 

3.5 
2.5 

0.5 
5.2 
0.6 
4.9 
0.6 
0.0 
0.0 
2.0 
0.0 

0.6 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

3.3 
0.0 
0.4 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 



-,t-- ---~-----

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 p~r jury trial day increased from $654 to 

$770. 

Table 14 
United States District Courts 

National Petit Juror Payments 
For The Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1976 - 1980 

Petit Juror 
Payments 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 

Total Payments .... $15z5941800 $15z282z800 $14z8751400 $18,8631500 $24,759z200 

Attendance ••••• 12,057,700 11,600,800 11,283,000 14,241,900 17,076,400 

Mileage •••••••• 2,623,100 2,597,500 2,525,200 3,675,100 5,418,100 

Subsistence ••••• 398,200 355!100 359,400 563,!)QQ 783,700 

Other ......... 515,800 729,400 707,800 382,600 1,481,000 
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Preceding page blank 

1980 over 1979 

Increase 
I Percent 

Increase 

$51895z700 31.3 

2,834,500 19.9 

1,743,000 47.4 

219;800 39,0 

1,098,400 287.1 
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District 

Total All Districts .............. 

District of Columbia •••••••• 

First Circuit 

Maine .. to .......... t ............. I •• 

Massachusetts ........................ 
New Hampshire .................... .. 
Rhode Island .......................... 
Puerto Rico •••••••.•••••• 

Second Circuit 

Connecticut •.•••••••••••• 
New York: 

Northern .•..•••..••..• 
Eastern •••••••••••.•.• 
Southern ............................ 
Western •••..•••.•.•••• 

Vermont .............................. 

Third Circuit 

Delaware .••••••••••.••.• 
New Jersey .••.••.••••••• 
Pennsylvania: 

Eastern •.•••••.••••••• 
Middle ••••.••.•••••••. 
Western •.• " ••••••.•••• 

Virgin Islands ••.•.••.••.•• 

Fourth Circuit 

Maryland •••.•..•••.••••• 
North Carolina: 

Eastern ••••••••••.•••• 
Middle ••.•••••••.•••.• 
Western ••.•••••••.••.• 

South Carolina ••••••••.••. 
Virginia: 

Eastern ••••••.•••.•.•• 
Western •.•••••••.••••• 

West Virginia: 
Northern •••.•••.••..•• 
Southern ............................ 

Fifth Circuit 

Alabama: 
Northern ••.••••••••.•• 
Middle •••••••••••••.•• 
Southern ............................ 

Florida: 
Northern •.••••••••..•• 
Middle •••.•••.••.••••• 
Southern .......................... .. 

Georgia: 
Northern •.•••••••••••. 
Middle •••.•••..•••••.• 
Southern .......................... .. 

Louisiana: 
Eastern ••••••••••••••• 
Middle •••••••••••••••• 
Western ••••••••.•••••• 

Mississippi: 
Northern .•••••••••.••• 
Southern ............................ 

Texas: 
Northern •••••••••••••• 
Eastern ••••••••••••••• 
Southern ............................ 
Western ••••.•••••••••• 

Canal Zone ............................ 

Table 15 
United states District Courts 

Petit Juror Expenditure Breakdown 
For the Year Ended June 30 1980 , 

Percentage of Estimated Total 
Expenditure for: 

Est. Total 
Expenditures Attendance Subsistence Mileage 

$24,759,200* 69.0 3.2 21.9 

228,800 77.6 0.0 11.9 

48,800 64.6 1.7 30.7 
592,100 74.0 0.0 21.3 
149,300 61.1 4.0 32.2 
109,200 82.0 0.0 13.7 
312,300 47.4 36.4 13.7 

168,700 77.5 0.0 19.8 

99,400 76.3 0.2 22.1 
830,500 79.1 0.0 17.6 

1,948,100 68.3 0.0 13.7 
320,600 71.9 0.5 15.6 

83,500 67.0 1.3 28.1 

36,600 72.8 0.0 23.5 
609,900 71.1 0.1 17.2 

1,417,000 64.5 2.1 20.6 
295,100 66.3 2.1 26.3 
379,200 67.3 9.1 20.7 
148,200 75.0 0.0 3.7 

509,600 63.0 3.7 30.9 

135,700 74.6 0.0 24.9 
85,500 63.8 4.5 30.9 
92,100 79.3 0.0 20.7 

522,400 55.8 6.8 30.0 

191,900 73.9 0.1 24.6 
80,500 66.9 0.3 25.2 

59,600 72.7 1.7 24.6 
170,300 73.1 4.7 21.3 

436,000 49.5 20.0 28.8 
111,200 53.6 8.8 32.9 
153,200 60.0 10.6 25.0 

87,300 76.3 0.5 22.2 
472,600 69.1 3.5 24.4 
726,200 74.1 3.3 15.5 

536,800 72.8 0.6 24.5 
137,000 67.9 0.6 22.0 
143,200 56.1 1.1 15.0 

486,500 70.9 1.7 25.8 
27,700 80.0 0.0 19.2 

188,800 66.8 0.3 23.1 

84,800 58.2 3.2 n~ 
144,600 64.4 5.8 26.9 

468,200 80.8 0.5 18.7 
208,000 71.4 0.9 26.4 
661,400 70.2 0.4 26.5 
263,200 75.2 0.3 20.8 

5,300 98.1 0.0 1.9 
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Other 

5.9 

10.5 

3.0 
4.7 
2.7 
4.3 
2.5 

2.7 

1.4 
3.3 

18.0 
12.0 

3.6 

3.7 
11.6 

12.8 
5.3 
2.9 

21.3 

2.4 

0.5 
0.8 
0.0 
7.4 

1.4 
7.6 

1.0 
0.9 

1.7 
4.7 
4.4 

1.0 
3,0 
7.1 

2.1 
9.5 

27.8 

1.6 
0.8 
9.8 

1.0 
2.9 

0.0 
1.3 
2.9 
3.7 
0.0 

District 

Sixth Circuit 

Kentucky: 
Eastern ••••.•...••••.• 
Western •••••.•••.••••• 

Michigan: 
Eastern •••••••.••••••• 
Western .•••.•••.•••.•. 

Ohio: 
Northern •.•.•••..•••.• 
Southern ........................... 

Tennessee: 
Eastern •••••.•••••.••. 
Middle ..•••••••••••••. 
Western •.••••••.•••••• 

Seventh Circuit 

Illinois: 
Northern •.•.•.•••••••• 
Central •••.••••••••.•. 
Southern .. .......................... 

Indiana: 
Northern •••.•.•.••••.• 
Southern ............................ 

Wisconsin: 
Eastern •••••.•.••••.•. 
Western .••.•.••••••.•. 

Eighth Circuit 

Arkansas: 
Eastern .••••.•••.••••. 
Western ••••.••••.•.•.. 

Iowa: 
Northern .••.•••.•.••.• 
Southern . .......................... 

Minnesota ............................. 
Missouri: 

Eastern ••••••••••••••. 
Western ••.•.•••••••••• 

Nebraska ••••••••.•.••••• 
North Dakota ••••.••.•.••• 
South Dakota •••.•.•••.••• 

Ninth Circuit 

Alaska •••••.•.••••••.•.• 
Arizona .••••••.••••••••• 
California: 

Northern ••.••••••.•••• 
Eastern ••••••••••••••. 
Central •••••••.•••.••. 
Southern ............................ 

Hawaii. .••••.••••.•••••• 
Idaho ••••.•••••••••••.•• 
Montana .......... , .................... 
Nevada .................... 
Oregon ................. 
Washington: 

Eastern ••••••••••••••• 
Western •.••••••••••••. 

Guam .................. 
Northern Marianas ••.•••••• 

Tenth Circuit 

Colorado •••••••••••••••• 
Kansas ••••••••••••••••.• 
New Mexico ••••••.••••••• 
Oklahoma: 

Northern •••••••••••••• 
Eastern ••••••••••••••• 
Western ••••.•••••.•.•• 

Utah •••••••••••••.••••• 
Wyoming •••••••••••••••• 

Table 15 
United States District Courts 

Petit Juror Expenditure Breakdown 
For the Year Ended June 30, 1980 

(Continued) 

Percentage of Estimated Total 

Est. Total 
Expenditure for: 

Expenditures Attendance Subsistence Mileage 

$ 270,800 71.2 0.4 24.8 
127,800 73.8 0.1 24.6 

91.2,500 69.0 0.6 23.8 
174,800 61.1 4.9 32.7 

322,400 70.4 1.9 24.8 
175,100 67.9 1.4 20.4 

150,400 72.2 0.1 27.3 
180,700 71.5 0.0 27.7 
182,500 79.3 0.0 20.5 

714,000 77.8 0.3 18.1 
129,600 60.7 2.7 32.6 

94,000 63.5 Z.O 32.4 

133,400 76.8 0.3 17.8 
202,700 64.4 2.1 27.4 

116,700 73.8 0.6 20.6 
76,100 69.8 2.9 25.9 

168,600 69.3 1.5 27.4 
106,000 73.6 0.0 24.9 

50,400 55.8 H.5 28.3 
94,000 69.2 2.3 27.6 

252,200 72.2 3.9 20.8 

243,300 75.9 0.6 20.1 
316,000 76.7 1.8 20.4 
135,300 59.2 13.2 25.3 
108,300 56.5 14.7 26.7 
178,800 54.8 12.7 30.9 

63,000 65.1 10.8 15.7 
297,500 76.0 3.2 16.4 

640,900 67.5 1.1 20.3 
119,700 64.2 4.4 29.8 
888,90G 65.0 3.3 24.6 
201,600 75.0 0.3 18.3 
50,800 69.2 8.6 21.0 
53,600 63.3 6.8 28.7 
93,800 56,5 15.3 27.0 

113;800 74.8 4.7 17.8 
167,200 69.4 5.9 22.5 

72,300 70.0 7.5 17.5 
183,500 70.5 5.9 20.3 

7,900 87.6 0.0 10.3 
11,400 93.9 0.0 4.7 

230,100 67.9 9.9 20.1 
183,700 68.3 4.4 27.2 
271,600 52.0 18.3 28.2 

90,300 75.6 0.1 23.6 
59,500 58.6 4.6 36.8 

169,100 74.8 0.7 24.1 
142,300 68.4 6.5 23.5 

63,300 85.8 3.4 9.7 

Other 

3.6 
1.5 

6.6 
1.3 

2.9 
10.3 

0.4 
0.8 
0.2 

3.8 
4.0 
2.1 

5.1 
6.1 

5.0 
1.4 

1.8 
1.5 

4.4 
0.9 
3.1 

3.4 
1.1 
2.3 
2.1 
1.6 

8.4 
4.4 

11.1 
1.6 
7.1 
6.4 
1.2 
1.2 
i,2 
2.7 
2.2 

5.0 
3.3 
2.1 
1.4 

2.1 
0.1 
1.5 

0.7 
0.0 
0.4 
1.6 
1.1 

* This figure is the total petit juror expenditure for the year ended June 30, 1980 rounded to the nearest 
hundred dollars and is more accurate than the sum of the district estimates. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

~ 
. 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not Selected. In USAGE 

Total or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Available Serving Challenged Status 

3 4 5 6 7 
1--------- 12 

100 % ~ 8 ~o 9 °10 10 % 11 0' 10 

17 18 19 20 21 22 

TOTAL CIVIL % CR~INAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

/' NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No. On No. No. No.On 
in Existence July i. 1979 Impaneled Discharged July1.1980 

27 28 29 30 31 

~ 

32 33 34 35 36 

Sessions Jurors In Hours in Avg.Jurors AV9.Hours 
Convened Session Session per Session per Session 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JuRY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total 
ENDED Selected, Usage Number of of Jury Jury or 

Serving or Grand JUNE30 Trla!s Trials Challenged 
Serving Index 

Juries 

1976 

1977 
~O 

1978 

1979 

1980 

32 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~1. 

ESTIMATED COSTS ""\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

~~ 13 14 15 

Not Selected, Serving~ 
or Challenged ..p 16 

23 24 25 26 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL 0' 10 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per TOTAL Session 

$ 37 38 
l 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours In 
Convened Session 

'. 

-1 

! 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

39 

""\ 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

-~ 

-~ .. ~--------~----------------------------- -- - ----- ---~ 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

Section m 
JUROR USAGE PROFILES 

EXPLANATION OF ENTRIES ON DISTRICT JUROR USAGE PROFILES 

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

Authorized judgeships on June 30, 1980 (does not include senior judges). 

Total number of petit jurors in court whether "selected or serving," "challenged," or "not 
selected, serving or challenged." Also includes jurors in travel status. 

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

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

6. Total number of petit jurors in court who were neither selected, served, nor challenged. 

7. Total number of petit jurors who were required to travel to the place of holding court on 
the day(s) prior to trial, or travel home following jury service. 

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

9. Percentage of petit jurors who were challenged. 

10. Percentage of petit jurors who were not selected, serving, or challenged. 

11. Percentage of petit jurors who were in travel status. 

12. It is the average number of jurors available in court (whether selected, serving, or 
challenged, or not selected, serving or challenged) per jury trial per day. The J.U.I. is 
arrived at by dividing the total number of petit jurors available per year by the total 
number of jury trial days per year. If a court's index is 20, an average of 20 petit jurors 
are in court per jury trial day. 

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

14. Estimated cost per jury trial per day. 

15. Estimated cost per petit juror per day. 

16. Total estimated expenditure for those petit jurors who were not selected, serving, or 
challenged (Box 10 times Box 13). 

17. Total number of civil and criminal jury trials. This information is derived from the JS-
10, the Monthly Report of Trials and Other Co¥rt ,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. 
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Section m 
JUROR USAGE PROFILES 

(Continued) 

21. Percentage of criminal jury trials (Box 20 divided by box 17). 

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

22. 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. 

23. Total number of civil jury trial days. 

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

25. Total number of criminal jury trial days. 

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

27. 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). 

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

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

30. 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 July 1, 
1979 and June 30, 1980. 

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

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

33. 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. 

34. 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. 

35. 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. 

36. 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). 

37. Total estimated expenditure for all grand jurors' expenses which include attendance, 
subsistence, mileage and toll costs, and miscellaneous costs. 
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Section m 
JUROR USAGE PROFILES 

(Continued) 

38. Estimated cost for each grand jury session convened. 

39. Estimated cost per grand juror per day. 

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

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

COMMENT: A statement is provided for those districts 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-ll and JS-llG monthly reports provided by the Clerks of 
the United States District Courts. The data in this report are compiled by the Statistical 
Analysis and Reports Division. 
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iU: MAINE 
YEAR ENDED 

JUNE 3(l 1980 

JUDGESHIPS L 2_1 

"" ( 
i '·,1;1: 

;·,.,lj:.~' 

f'~()i 8elc t~t'f~{i" ~. ~ ~ ~'-'-r~' --
Set'Jin'; or! Travel 
C! ;,i~rf-"nqe(,\ Statn~, 

- ',:.: 'r::::'- -c::.·,=c 

1 ,237 175 116 18 

9.4 1.5 

. J t jf'\(,ir 

!J ' .. :/'\ (:,t· 
j i,l[)f- j. 

17.42 

L - ____ _ 
I 

48,800 687 39 

4,600 

22 6 27.3 1672.7 71 34 47.9 37 152. 1 

2 2 2 18,400 920 

20 397 119 19.9 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. 
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JUROR USAGE PROIFILE MASSACHUSETTS 
YEAR ENDED 

JUNE 30, 1980 

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

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 

Total 
Selected l} Challenged 

Not Selected, In USAGE 

Available or Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

14,511 9,575 1,510 3,426 -
15.96 

100 % 66.0 ~~ 10.4 % 23.6 % - °io 

211 120 56.9 91 43.1 909 

TOTAl. 'l.., 
'CIVIL .% CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

/' NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES I 

Total /'.\0. On No. No. No.On 
In Existence Jul'l1,1979 ImpanGJed Discharged July 1, 1980 

17 10 7 5 12 

403 7,709 1 , 741 19.1 4.32 

Sessions Jurors in Hours In Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Convened Session Session per Session per Session 

"-
USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JIJRYTRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Nvmber % Criminal % Not % Selected JUror Total 

ENDED fit Jury Jury Selected, Number of 

JUNE 30 Serving or 
or Usage 

. Trials Trials Serving index Grand 
Challenged Juries 

I. 

1976 157 74.5 21.6 68.4 18.54 13 

1917 169 58.0 16.3 71.0 16.07 14 

1978 116 72.4 20.0 67.7 18.42 14 

1979 ,-::--:;;;" 107 59.8 22.3 68.9 18.17 17 
.,. 

1980 211 43..1 23.6 66.0 15.96 J7 

-
ESTIMATED COSTS 

"'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

~ S 592,100 651 41 

Not Selected, serVing$ 139 700 
or Challenged ' \ 

493 54.2 416 ~5.8 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
""\ 

Per TOTAL Session 

301,800 749 
I 
$ 

For National Profile 
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GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Session 

210 1,055 

230 1,082 

249 1 ,173 

329 1,557 

403 1 ,741 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

39 

1 

""\ 

Average. 
Number of· 
Hours per 
Session 

5.02 

4.70 

4.71 

4.73 

4.32 
"\, 

COMMENT: Despite several notorious cases and the practice of calling in large 
numbers of prospective jurors for orientation at the start of their term of service, 
Massachusetts. J.u.r. of 15.96 was its most efficient since 1974 and ranked 20th 
when compared to the 1980 J.u.r.·s Qf the other 94 districts. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE NEW HAMPSHIRE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

I' 

Total 
Available 

3,001 

100 % 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
Selected Not Selected, In 

or Challenged Serving or Travel 
Serving Challenged Status 

2,243 464 293 1 

74.7 % 15.5 % 9.8 % -

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

16.67 
% 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS LLl 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

$ 149,300 829 50 

Not Selected, serVing$ 
or Challenged 14,600 

39 30 76.9 9 23.1 180 100 55.6 80 44.4 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL r-_T_O_T....:.AL.:.........-L---=C~IV~L % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 
% TOTAL % 

JURY TRIALS 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/' 

'-.. 

Total 
In Existence 

1 

24 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No.On No. No. No.On 
July 1,1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1, 1980 

1 - - 1 

510 118 21. 3 4.92 

Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors . Avg. Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTiLIZATION 

YEAR 
. ENDED Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total 

of Jury Jury Selected, Number of 
JUNE 30 

or Usage 
Trials Trials Serving or Serving Grand 

Challenged 
Index Juries 

..• 
1976 t>l 19.6 17. 1 68.2 14.75 2 

1977 37 16.2 23.5 58.8 18.10 1 

1978 17 52.9 29.1 53.0 25.26 2 

1979 28 14.3 20.7 64.5 15.48 2 

1980 39 23. 1 9.8 74.7 16.67 1 , 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Session Juror 

Day 

$ 20,900 871 
'--

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Holirs in 
Convened Session 

'.~" -

7 35 

11 57 

12 61 

31 177 

24 118 

41 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

5.00 

5.18 

5.08 

5.71 

4.92 

COMMEN~. Ne~ Hampsh~re calls ln large numbers of prospective jurors rimaril 
+~~ o~~e~t~t~~n ~n~ lnstruction which usually adversely affect juror ~tatisti~S 
ave~ag~So~1~8.~3.' .r. of 16.67, however, still compares favorably to the natio~al 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE RHODE ISLAND 
YEAR ENDED 

JUNE 30, 1980 

Ll.J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L1-J 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 
or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 

Available Serving Challenged Status 

3,091 2,445 583 63 -
15.46 

100 % 79.1% 18.9% 2.0 % -"to 
-

38 22 57.9 16 42.1 200 

TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

'\.. JURY TRIALS 

/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No. On No. No. NO.On 
in Existence July 1,1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1, 1980 

6 3 3 3 3 

47 994 298 21.1 6.34 

Sessions Jurors in Hours In Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Convened Session Session per Session per Session 

'\.. 
USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total 
ENDED Selected, or Usage Number of 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$ 109,200 546 35 

Not Selected, serVlng$ 2 200 
or Challenged , 

134 67.0 66 33.0 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 0;0 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per TOTAL Session 

$ 35,200 749 
I 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

35 

"'\ 

Average 
Number of 

of Jury Jury 
JUNE 30 Trl,!Is Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened Session Hours per 

Challenged Juries Session 

"-

1976 36 52.8 19.5 72.5 15.68 4 40 212 5.30 

1977 25 60.0 12.7 77 .5 15.58 3 37 219 5.92 

1978 38 39.5 10.1 82.9 13.86 4 43 270 6.28 

1979 35 48.6 6.0 81. 7 16.58 4 42 260 6.19 

1980 38 42.1 2.0 79.1 15.46 6 47 298 6.34 ./ 

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. This resulted in this district's continued efficiency in juror 
management with a 1980 J.U.I. of 15.46. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE PUERTO RICO 

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

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/ 

/ 

"-
/' 

" 

Total 
Available 

5,237 

100 0
io 

36 
TOTAL 

Total 
In Existence 

5 

50 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Selected Not Selected, II" USAGE 
or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 

Serving Challenged Status 

2,682 545 1,269 741 
22.77 

51.2 0 10.4 % 24.2 % 14.2 01 ,0 ,0 

14 38.9 22 61. 1 230 
CIVIL ~'O CRIMINAL Ufo TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No.On No. No. No.On 
July 1.1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1, 1980 

3 2 2 3 

1,018 251 20.4 5.02 

Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg. Hours 
Session SeSSion per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal °.0 Not % Salected Juror Total 
ENDED of Jury Jury Selected. or Usage Number of 

JUNE 30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Juries 

1976 56 58.9 49.0 35.0 31. 32 3 

1977 59 47.5 43.0 43.3 25.08 3 

1978 46 50.0 41.4 44.5 24.09 5 

1979 47 53.2 38.0 49.1 22.71 5 

1980 36 61.1 24.2 51.2 22.77 5 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$ 312,300 1 ,358 60 

Not Selected. serVing$ 
or Challenged 75~ 

109 47.4 121 52.6 

CIVIL o· .0 CRIMINAL ~:o 

JURY TRIAL DAYS / 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

$ 
i 

Per TOTAL SeSSion 

74,300 1 ,486 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

73 

"'\ 

Average Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in Number of 
Convened Session Hours per 

Session 

44 270 6.14 

39 230 5.90 

52 330 6.35 

46 237 5.15 

50 251 5.02 / 

COMMENT: A sequestered jury, changes of plea, cases settled at the last minute and 
a high percentage 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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4,564 

55 

17 

215 

3,555 747 

77.9 16.4 

39 70.9 

11 

4,154 

CONNECTICUT 

, . '. 

262 

5.7 

16 29.1 

6 

1 ,235 

8 

19.3 

15.11 

302 212 

9 

5.74 

v[;;!\r~ rf'·SDf;·u 
,iWJL: 8C I '0 

p OK'~~~ r 
, ~ ~ ."' l '.5 

: , 

168,700 559 37 

9,600 

'70.2 90 29.8 

142,100 661 34 

COMMENT: 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 

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

P 
E 
T 

I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 

D 

"-

"-

Total 
Available 

2,635 

100 % 

32 
TorAl 

Total 
In Existence 

10 

98 

Sessions 
Convened 

-
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 

Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 
Or Ohallenged Servlnv or Trtwel INDEX 

Serving Challenged SlaWs 

1,660 185 788 ... 2 
-- 18.96 

63.0 % 7.0 % 29.9 % 0.1 % 
-

19 59.4 13 40.6 139 
CIVil '70 CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. No.On 
July 1,1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 

4 6 7 3 

1 ,910 340 19.5 3.47 

Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURYTRfAlS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total 
ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of 

JUNE 30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Juries 

1976 18 83.3 23.0 66. 1 18.17 7 ---
1977 39 43.6 45.6 46.3 23.74 7 

1978 33 60.6 33.9 57.0 22.38 6 

1979 35 40.0 38.4 54.2 19.29 8 

\... 
1980 32 40.6 29.9 63.0 18.96 10 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

, Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$ 99,400 715 38 

Not Selected, serVlng$ 29 700 
or Challenged , ] 

57 41.0 82 59.0 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TOTAL Juror Session Day 

$ 66,300 677 
i 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours In 
Convennd Session 

72 281 

63 269 

58 282 

72 308 
,--

98 340 

35 

" 
Iwerage 

Number of 
Hour~ per 
Session 

3.90 

4.27 

4.86 

4.28 

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. This resulted in those jurors 
being not selected, serving, or challenged. Also, this district holds separate 
orientation days for jurors which further hinders effective juror utilization. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE NEW YORK EASTERN 
YEAR ENDED 

JUNE 30, 1980 

L.1..J. PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS ~ 

P 
E 

T 

T 

Tad J 
Available--

25,937 -. 
100 % 

222 
TOTAL 

',--

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
Not Selected, Selected 

or Challenged Serving or 
Serving Challenged 

14,005 4,051 7,881 

54.0 % 15.6 0' 10 30.4 % 

114 51.4 108 48.6 
CIVil 0/0 CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIALS 

JUROR 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per In USAGE 
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror Travel 

Day Day Status 

- $ 830,500 684 32 
21.36 Not Selected. Serving$ 252 0' 500 /0 or Challenged -

1 ,214 573 47.2 641 52.8 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

- ESTIMATED COSTS " 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/' 

f 

"-

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No. On No. No. No.On 
In Existence July 1. 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1, HI80 

51 28 23 17 34 

723 14,284 3,210 19.8 4.44 

Sessions Jurors In Hours 1r1 Avg.Jurors Avg. Hours 

Convened Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTOHICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

$ 
i 

Per 
TOTAL Session 

531 ,000 734 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

37 

'\ 

Average 
YEAR % Not % Selected Juror Total Number of Number of 

Number % Criminal Selected, Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 
ENDED of Jury Jury or Usage Grand Convened Session Hours per 

JUNE 30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Juries Session 
Challenged 

1976 213 74.2 27.1 59.6 22.09 33 538 2,546 4.73 

1977 216 60.6 32.9 53.7 23.04 35 477 2,042 4.28 

1978 210 64.8 29.4 55.9 22.37 40 573 2,453 4.28 

1979 232 56.0 24.0 59.0 19.83 48 686 2,773 4.04 

1980 222 48.6 30.4 54.0 21.36 51 723 3,210 4.44 
\... 

COMMENT: In this district, a large percentage of jurors (30.4 percent) were not 
selected, serving, or challenged. The J.U.I. rose from 19.83 to 21.36 du~, in 
part, to the presence of a notorious case that lasted two mont~s and requlred ~ . 
sequestered jury. This type of case has an adverse affect on Juror usage statlstlCS. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFit c NEW YORK SOUTHERN 
YEAR ENDED' 

JUNE 30, 1980 

l~ i'lLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L.£LJ 
---' ----~-.. ...,-..,..j~" ......... ------,- r----
OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR ~- ..... '~" 
NDt Selected. In USAGE 

r---- --
" ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 

NUMBER 
"S'e'""rr-,:c""'"fe"-:d---'-

Total 
Available nged Serving or Travel 

Challenged Status 
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

I' 

/' 

"-

YEAR 
ENDED 

68 16,194 1 
~""",--~-, ------ --,---- 23.43 
.6 " 

\' 35.2\, _ OJ 
,--,---, 

1,964 

TOTAL 

-
.~----, .. ~~-----.......... ---..",--

'~--' --=1 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
~~~ ._'------- -, 

,,",.,,~-

Total No, On No. No. No,On 
in EXistence July 1, 1979 Impaneled Discharged July1.1980 

--"'-' ... 

48 29 19 19 29 ---,,'''-- -'--~-- .. 
,-~-----,..",-

941 19,193 4,512 20.4 4.79 

Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg, Jurors Avg Hours 
Convened Session Sos8iol1 per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS -

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number % Criminal % Not ~Q Selected Juror Total 
Selected, of Jury Jury Number of 

JUNE 30 Serving or or Usage 
Trials Trials Serving Index Grand 

Challenged Jurias 

1976 373 59.8 31. 1 52.6 22.88 48 

1977 417 47.2 30.2 54.2 21 .46 53 

1978 353 50. 1 33.4 51.5 23.41 49 

1979 354 42.4 31.5 52.4 23.07 47 

1980 328 43.0 35.2 49.2 23.43 48 '-

Day Day 
" 

~S 1,948,100 992 42 

Not Selected. serVing$ 
or Challenged 685,700 

945 48.1 1,019 51.9 

CIVIL ~'o CRIMINAL {~Q 

JURY TRIAL DAYS -
ESTIMATED COSTS " . ~ .. r-'~~--

Per Per 
TOTAL Session Juror 

Day --
$ 

I 706,200 750 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

,-

G~ JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Session 

968 3,,772 

990 4,210 

931 4,081 

979 4,329 

941 4,512 

37 

"\ 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

3.90 

4.25 

4.38 

4.42 

4.79 
..J 

COMM~NT: Accord1ng to several years of juror data, judges in this district 
cons1stently request large panels of over 100 jurors from which selections must 
be made. These panels are usually in anticipation of an increased number of 
cha:lenges and excuses. Often, it takes several days to select these juries. 
It 1S not unusual for ov~r 30 percent of all available jurors in this district 
~o ~e not selected, serv~ng, or challenged. The occurrence of sequestered 
Jur1es also unfavorably 1nfluenced juror statistics in this district in 1980. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE NEW YORK WESTERN 
YEAR ENDED 

JUNE 30, 1980 

Li-J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS ll...---1 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

I 

/ 

'-

/' 

"-

Total 
Available 

8,130 

100 qc 

72 
TOTAL 

-
Total 

in EXistence 

9 

191 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 

or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

5,697 801 1,631 1 
20.12 

70.0 ~~ 9.9 0' ,0 20. 1 ~o - 0 
'v 

21 29.2 51 170.8 404 
CIVIL n. CRIMINAL r,· 

'0 '0 TOTAL -
JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No . No. No.On 
July 1. 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 

5 4 3 6 .. 

3,704 920 19.4 4.82 

Jurors in Hours in Avg,Jurors Avg. Houri; 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

,..---' 

" ESTIMATED COSTS 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

$ 320,600 794 39 

Net Selected, serving$64 400 
or Challenged , 

151 37.4 253 62.6 
CIvil 

" 
~I(J ~::RIMINAL (~'a 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ ; 

-

-------...., 
ESTIMATED COSTS ----r---"---

TOTAL 
Per Per 

Session Juror 
Day 

130,500 683 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Bacl< Cover 

35 

~----... 

I 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION _O_R ~Z_A_T_IO_N --~ 
f Number of ~ 

GBANUJUB 

YEAR Numher % Criminal o~ Not 0,,, Selected Juror Total ~ Num~r" 
ENDED Selected. Hours in Number of 

I Session Hours per 
SrjS510n 

of Jury Jury or Usage Number of Sessions 
JUNE 30 Trials Trials Serving or Soning Index Grand COl1vew'!' 

Challenged Juri!.!!) , ," ' 

- - - - - ---_._=:;:\::==--
1976 55. 65.5 19.3 71.6 20.37 9 185 894 4.83 

1977 71 73.2 20.9 70.2 21.60 5 101 448 4 ... 44 
-r--.--

1978 64 75.0 20.7 69.3 24.00 6 153 756 4.94 
-{---

1979 54 53.7 18.5 70.1 21.95 9 179 ----
"-

1980 72 70.8 20.1 70.0 20.12 I 9 191 

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. Of the 8,130 jurors available in 1980, 1,631 or 20.1 
percent were not selected, serving, or challenged. 

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 litigation. 

A-15 

898 5.02 

920 4.82 



--,-- - ---~---

JUROR USAGE PROFILE VERMONT 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 

R 
A 
N 
D 

f 

/ 
-

"'-

f 

"-

Total 
Avallable 

1,895 

100 % 

25 

TOTAL 

Total 
in EXistence 

5 

49 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 

or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

1 ,342 187 366 -
14.92 

70.8 0' 10 9.9 % 19.3 % - % 

16 64.0 9 36.0 127 
CIVIL ~~ CRIMINAL ~o TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ' 

No. On No. No. No.On 
July1,1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1.1980 

3 2 2 3 

941 222 19.2 4.53 

Jurors in Hours in Avg.JUrors Avg. Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected JUror Total 
ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of 

JUNE 30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Juries 

-
1976 42 31.0 31.2 56.4 16.78 4 

19',7 46 32.6 25.4 61. 3 15.89 4 

1978 24 4.2 28.6 60.8 14.21 4 

1979 32 15.6 32.0 57.3 17.44 5 

\.. 
1980 25 36.0 19.3 70.8 14,92 5 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

S 83,500 657 44 

Not Selected, serVing$ 16 100 
or Challenged ' 

72 56.7 55 43.3 
CIVJL " -I. CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS .I 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per TOTAL Juror Session Day 

$ 35,600 727 38 
i 

For National Profile 
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GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Session 

42 220 

35 208 

32 129 

41 150 

49 222 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

5.24 

5.94 

4.03 

3.66 

4.53 .I 

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. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE DELAWARE 
YEAR ENDED 

JUNE 30, 1980 

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

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/' 

/' NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Total Selected Not Si<~ected, I" USAGE 
or Challenged ServIng or Travel INDEX Available Serving Challenged Status 

967 689 168 110 -
13.43 

100 % 71.2 % 17.4 (% 11.4 % - ~b 

18 13 72.2 5 27.8 72 

TOTAL CIVIL ~/O CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

/' NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ,--
Total No. On No. No. No.On 

in Existence July 1,1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1, 1980 

3 2 1 I 1 2 
! 

43 780 166 18.1 3.86 
. 

Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Convened Session Session per Session ?er Session 

. "--

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total 
ENDED Selected, or Number of of Jury Jury Usage 

JUNE 30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Juries 

1976 22. 68.2 15.2 60.5 17.76 3 

1977 24 58.3 15.4 60.4 17.94 3 

1978 14 50.0 8.7 . 70.5 15.16 4 

1979 27 22.2 13.9 67.2 12.81 3 

"-
1980 18 27.8 11.4 71.2 13.43 3 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Pel;"""'"- Per 

TOTAL Trial I Juror 
Day" 

-.:r.:::: 
Day 

$ 36,600 50B 38 

Not Selected, serVing$ 4 200 
or Challenged ' 

51 70.8 21 29.2 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS ""\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

33,000 767 
T 
$ 

For National Profile 
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At Back Cover 

GRAND JU~OR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours In 
Convened Session 

49 198 

48 179 

37 120 

47 184 

43 
I 

166 

I 
42 

""\ 

AVerage 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

4.04 

3.73 

3.24 

3.91 

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 
jury selection lasted 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. The total number of jurors available fell from 1,499 in 1979 
to 967 in 1980, a 35 percent decrease. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE NEW JERSEY 
YEAR ENDED 

JUNE 30, 1980 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jur~1 trial activity) JUDGESHIPS ~ 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/' 

/" 

"-
/' 

"-

T(Jt~1 
Available 

15,551 

100 % 

146 
TOTAL 

Total 
In ExIstence 

13 , 

314 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Selected Not Selected. In USAGE 
or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 

Serving Challenged Status 

11,286 1,712 2,553 -
16.61 

72.6% 11.0% 16.4 % - ~'t, 

83 56.8 63 43.2 936 I 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 0' 

'0 TOTAL I 
JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No.On No. No. NO.On 
July 1, 1979 Impaneled Discharged July1,1980 

7 6 5 8 

6,184 1,520 19.7 4.84 

Jurors in Hours in' Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selec.ted Juror Total 
ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of 

JUNE 30 Trials Triqls Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Juries 

1976 198 59.6 I 16.2 72.5 18.55 11 
'.----

1977 210 48.6 20.2 68.9 18.87 11 

1978 138 52.9 25.2 64.5 19.87 14 

1979 125 47.2 21.9 67.0 19. 17 14 

1980 146 43.2 16.4 72.6 16.61 13 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

$ 609,900 652 39 
Not Selected, servin9$" 1 

or Challenged 00,000 

420 44.9 516 55.1 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 0' ,0 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
""\ 

TOTAL nr-Pe(" uror 
Session JDay 

$ 243,000 774 
'-

For National Profile 
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GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Session 

243 1 ,186 

270 1,483 

282 1,382 

300 1,404 

314 1,520 

39 

""\ 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

4.88 

5.~9 

4.90 

4.68 

4.84 

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 last year to 16.61 this year. This decrease can be 
partially attributed to the extensive use of the multiple voir dire 
technique. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE PENNSYLVANIA EASTERN 
YEAR ENDED 

JUNE 30, 1980 

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

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

..-

Total 
Available 

32,293 

100 % 

296 
TOTAL 

"-

/" 

Total 
in Existence 

15 

378 

Sessions 
Convened 

"-

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 

or Chall~nged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

16,234 5,818 10,214 27 
20.32 

50.3 % 18.0 % 31.6 % 0.1 % 

231 78.0 65 22.0 1,589 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

N<;,.On No. No. NO.On 
July I, tJ:l79 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 

9 6 6 9 

7,598 1 ,564 20. 1 4.14 

Jurors in Hours In Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

ESTIMATED COSTS "'-
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

$1,417,000 892 44 

Not Selected, serVing$ 447 800 
or Challenged , 

1 ,153 72.6 436 27.4 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS ""\ 

Per TOTAL Session 

$ 
T 297,400 787 

[ For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

39 

/" HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
'\ 

-
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTiLIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal %Nol % Selected Juror Total Number of Number of 
ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in 

JUNE 30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened Session 
Challenged Juries 

1976 335 30. 1 31.9 52.2 19.21 11 260 1,390 

1977 373 26.5 25.1 55.8 18. 11 11 304 1 ,323 

1978 298 30.2 30.5 50.6 20.42 15 357 1,628 

1979 283 25.8 35. 1 45.9 22.18 15 377 1~667 

1980 296 22.0 31.6 
"-

50.3 20.32 15 378 1 ,564 

COMMENT: This district reported a notorious tase, a number of sequestered 
juries, including one highly publicized case in which a 16 member criminal 
jury was sequestered for four weeks. Highly publicized cases usually adversely 
affect juror statistics, but Pennsy)vania, Eastern showed a slight improvement 
from last year despite these occurrences. This district also has a local court 
rule that allows six member civil juries but as in previous years, several civil 
juries proceeded with 10 to 12 jurors. 
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Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

5.35 

4.35 

4.56 

4.42 

4.14 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE PENNSYLVANIA MIDDLE 

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

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/' 

Total 
Available 

6,034 

100 % 

50 
TOTAL --

\.. 

Total 
In Existence 

6 

73 

Sessions 
Convened 

"-

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 

Or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

4.) 1 71 1,062 792 9 

69. 1 ~'o 17.6 ~n 13.1 % 0.2 
0' 
'0 

21.32 

36 72.0 14 ~8.0 283 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 01 

10 TOTAL 

JURY TRI,ALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. No.On 
July 1, 1979 rmpaneled Discharged July1,19BO 

4 2 2 4 

1,488 423 I 20.4 5.79 
Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg. Hours 
Session Session per SessIon per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % CrIminal % Not % Selected Juror Total 
ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of 

Serving or Grand JUNE30 Trials Trials Challenged 
Serving Index 

Juries 

1976 104 26.9 9.5 72 .0 17.68 6 

1977 68 33.8 8.8 76.0 17.80 6 

1978 67 20.9 8.9 77 .3 17.13 5 

1979 63 17.5 7.1 75.2 17.04 6 

\.. 
1980 50 .28.0 13. 1 69.1 21.32 6 

_-r-

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

(i' 
,p 295.100 1.043 49 

Not Selected, ser-Ving$ 
or Challenged 38.700 I 

173 61.1 110 S8.9 
CIVIL 010 CRIMINAL 0' ,0 

JURY TRIAL DAYS / 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per TOTAL Session 

L. 67,200 921 $ 

For National Profile 
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At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Session 

60 308 

57 276 

39 177 

38 203 

73 423 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

45 

'\ 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

5.13 

4.84 

4.54 

5.34 

5.79 

COMMENT: This district's J.U.I. rose from 17.04 to 21.32 because of last 
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 

-~,.~~~---------------------~ 

I: 
li 
l' 
!, 
l' 
l: 

I , 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE PENNSYLVANIA WESTERN 

L.£j PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
0 

/' 

"-

f 

"-

Tota! 
Avallable 

9,241 

100 % 

102 
TOTAL 

Total 
in Existence 

13 

190 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 
or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 

Serving Challenged Status 

5,992 1,979 1,011 259 

64.9 % 21.4 % 10.9 % 2.8 % 
16.04 

53 52.0 49 48.0 576 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 0J~ TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. No.On 
July 1, 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 

7 6 5 8 

3,917 1 , 131 20.6 5.95 

Jurors In Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total 
ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of 

JUNE30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Juries 

1976 129 46.5 35.2 49.7 20.83 9 

1977 123 48.0 27. 1 56.6 19.63 9 

1978 124 63.7 23.4 57.4 19.90 11 

1979 130 46.2 26.7 53.9 19.06 11 

'-
1980 102 48.0 10.9 64.9 16.04 13 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS L!.Q-1 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day D&y 

(i' 
':~379.200 658 41 

Not Selected, SerVing$ 41 300 
or Challenged , 

306 53.1 270 46.9 
CIVil % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per TOTAL Juror Session Day 

$ 
1" 

198,200 1,043 51 

For National Profile 
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GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Session 

102 608 

106 657 

125 749 

155 ·944 

190 1 , '31 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

5.96 

6.20 

5.99 

6.09 

5.95 ..) 

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. Despite these occurrences, Pennsylvania, 
Western's J.U.I. improved from 19.06 to 16.04. Practices such as staggered 
trial starts and use of the code-a-phone may have contributed to the improve­
ment in this district's juror usage statistics. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE VIRGIN ISLANDS 
YEAR ENDED 

JUNE 30, 1980 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS t2-1 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS ESTIMATED COSTS 
""\ 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, In USAGE Per Per 
or Chanen{Jed Serving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror Available Serving Challenged Status Day Day --

4,386 2,551 1,185 650 - $ 148,200 1 ,195 34 
P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

100 % 58.2 % 27.0% 14.8 0.' 
10 

35.37 
Not Selected, serVlng$ 21 9~~ ~o - or Challenged _, _ 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/ 

"-

/' 

"-

53 8 15. 1 45 84.9 124 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On No. No. No.On 
In EXistence July 1,1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 

- - - - --- . 

- - - - -
Sessions Jurors In Hours In Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Convened Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

34 27.4 90 
CIVIL· % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
i 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

- -

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
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GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

72.6 
Ol 
.0 

./ 

""\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

-

'\ 

YEAR Number % Criminal "IoNol % Selected Juror Total Number of Number of Average 
ENDED Number of of Jury Jury Selected. or Usage SessIons Hours In Number of 

JUNE30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened Session Hours per 
Challenged Juries Session 

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 69.3 23.9 54.6 27.81 N/A - -
1979 83 72.3 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 
jury trials together with last 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. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE MARYLAND 

L.!..J. PLACES Of' HOLDING COURT.{with jury trial activity} 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/' 

"-

I' 

"-

Total 
Available 

13,223 

100 % 

115 
TOTAL 

Total 
in EXistence 

18 

246 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 

or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Slatus 

7,370 2,035 3,651 167 

55.7 % 15.4 % 
20.66 

27.6 % 1.3 % 

51 44.3 64 55.7 640 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL %r TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. No.On 
July 1.1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1, 1980 

8 10 9 9 

4,811 1,080 19.6 4.39 

Jurors In Hours In Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
SessIon Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total 
ENDED tit Jury Jury Selected. or Usage Number of 

JUNE 30 "rIals Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged JUries 

1976 118 63.6 15.9 67.8 18.34 15 

1977 118 62.7 31. 3 54.6 23.21 13 

1978 117 57.3 15.8 66.9 17.94 14 

1979 118 54.2 23.1 59.6 19.25 15 

1980 
'\... 

115 55.7 27.6 55.7 20.66 18 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHiPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

$ 509,600 796 39 

Not Selected. serVlng$ 140 600 
or Challenged ' 

312 48.8 328 51.2 
CIVIL 0/0 CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS '" 
Per Per 

TOTAL Juror Session Day 

213,300 867 
i 
$ 

For National Profile 
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GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Session 

171 741 

167 685 

172 763 

276 1,436 

246 1,080 

44 

" 
Average 

Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

4.33 

4.10 

4.44 

5.20 

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. Also, last minute settlements, changes of plea and 
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. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE NORTH CAROLINA EASTERN 
YEAR ENDED 

JUNE 30, 1980 

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

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

,---
f NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 

Total 
Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 

AVal/able 
or Challenged ServIng or Travel INDEX 

Serving Challenged status 

3,304 2,529 303 472 -
21.04 

100 % 76.5 % 9.2 % 14.3% - % 

41 14 34.1 27 65.9 157 

'TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

" 
JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No. On No. No. NO,On 
In ExIstence July 1,1979 Impaneled DIscharged July 1,1980 

4 2 2 2 2 

23 475 140 20.7 6.09 

Sessions Jurors In Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Convened Session Session per Session per Session 

" 
USAGE STATISTICS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"'"\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$ 135,700 864 41 

Not Selected. serVlng$ 1 t;) 400 
or Challenged J ~ 

64 40.8 93 59.2 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
...... 

$ 
1 

Per TOTAL Session 

28,400 1 ,235 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

60 

. 

"""\ 
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number %Orimlnal % Not % Selected Juror Total Number of Number of 

ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions Hours In 

JUNE30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened SessIon 
Challenged Juries 

1976 54 88.9 21.3 69.4 19.89 4 24 154 

1977 " 37 54.1 31. 7 59.2 24.61 3 20 129 

1978 26 96.2 25.9 60.3 26.18 4 33 199 
"..:... 

1979 ' 36 80.6 23.6 62.4 23.79 5 27 144 
-~ ,i-' 

1980 
] 

41 65.9 14.3 76.5 21.04 4 r 23 140 
1.:::- ., 

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. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE NORTH CAROLINA MIDDLE 

L2-J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with juri trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

I' 

I' 

r 

" 

Tolal 
Available .' 
1,740 

100 % 

25 
TOTAL 

Total 
in Existence 

2 

25 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not Selected, In USAGI: 

or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

1,323 195 199 23 
15.40 

76.1 % 11.2 % 11.4% 1.3% 

9 36.0 16 64.0 113 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No.On No. No. NO.On 
July 1,1979 Impaneled Discharged Jury 1, 1980 

1 1 1 1 

-
504 145 20.2 5.80 

Jurors in Hours In Avg.Juri:lrs Avg.Hours 
Session Session perSess/on per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not Total 
ENDED 

% Selected Juror 

JUNE30 
of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of 
Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 

Challef1ged Juries 

1976 31 77.4 12.0 69.6 17.58 2 

1977 14 78.6 13.6 73.1 16.62 2 

1978 20 75.0 15.9 66.1 18.21 2 

1979 35 74.3 8.1 77 .1 15.58 3 
I---

1980 25 64.0 11.4 76. 1 15.40 2 

A-29 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS L~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
....... 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial JU'or 

Day Day 

$ 85,500 757 49 
Not Sele-cled, serVing$ 

or Challenged 9 ,700 

38 33.6 75 66.4 
CIVIL 0' ,0 CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"'\ 

----- r--';-:--:--
Per Per 

TOTAL Session Juror 
Day 

$ 23,800 952 
I 
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GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Session 

9 54 
-

16 90 

16 78 

30 179 

25 145 

47 

"""\ 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

6.00 

5.62 

4.88 

5.97 

5.80 ~ 



JUROR USAGE PROFILE NORTH CAROLINA WESTERN 

t2-J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/' 

/' 

"-

I' 

"-

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 

Total 
Selected Not Selec!ed, In USAGE 

Available or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

2,457 1,996 213 248 -
14.45 

100 % 81.2% 8.7 0, ,. 10. 1 a· .. - 0/0 

,,-, 

77 45 52.4- 32 41.6 170 

TOTAL CIVIL ~b CRIMINAL g~ TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No. On No. No. NO.On 
in Existence July 1. 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1, 1980 

4 2 2 2 2 

13 249 81 19.2 6.23 

Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Convened Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE S1 ATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

Total 

-,,-- ~ -----

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHiPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

8 92,100 542 37 

Not Selected. serVing$ 
or Challenged 9,300 

110 64.7 60 35.3 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

,JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

$ 
I 

Per TOTAL Session 

15,600 1 ,200 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR l.lTILlZATION 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

63 

" 
Average 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Number of Number of 
ENDED Jury Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 

Hours per of Jury 
J~,30 Trials TrI~l$ Serving or Serving lndax Grand Cionvened Session 

Challenged JUries -
1976 96 40.6 14.5 78.6 14.61 4 14 96 

'-

1977 94 39.4 12.9 76.3 14.62 4 23 '149 

1978 80 43.8 13.2 77.3 14.74 4 17 99 

1979 55 56.4 16.4 75.8 15.76 4 12 79 

1980 77 41.6 10. 1 81.2 14.45 4 13 81 

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 ot~e~ ~istricts. 
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Session 

6.86 

6.48 
.. -

5.82 

6.58 

6.23 

----.-~--------~---------------

JUROR USAGE PROFILE SOUTH CAROLINA 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (~ith jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 

R 
A 
N 
D 

/' 

/' 

'-... 

Total 
Avaflable 

10 ,021 

100 % 

144 
TOTAL 

Total 
in Existence 

2 

25 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 

or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

7,491 1,071 1,356 103 
21.01 

74.8 % 10.7% 13.5 % 1.0 % 

105 72.9 39 27.1 477 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No, On 
July 1. 1979 

No. No, No.On 
Impaneled Discharged July 1. 1980 

1 

530 188 21.2 7.52 

Jurors In Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
S~.'sslon Session per Session per SeSSion 

USAGE STATISTICS 
-

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUFIOR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not Total 
ENDED Selected. 

% Selected Juror 

JUNE 30 
of JUlY Jurv Of Usage Number of 
Trials Triais Serving or Serving Index Grand 

Challenged Juries 

--
1976 218 44.0 14.4 69.3 18.79 2 

1977 141 36.9 15.8 71.0 18.57 2 

1978 128 34.4 12.6 77 .3 19.76 2 

1979 103 42.7 15.4 72.2 20.47 2 

1980 144 27.1 ' 13.5 74.8 21.01 2 
'\.. 

---- ~~~--~-~---~--. 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~i 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

~;522,400 1 ,095 52 

Not Selected, serving$70 500 
or Challenged ' 

289 60.6 188 39.4 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

30,100 1 ,204 
i 
$ 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JWROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Numbt:r 'Of 
. Sessions Hours in 

Convened SessIon 

15 107 

27 190 

20 123 

22 163 

25 188 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

57 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

7.13 

7.04 

6.15 

7.41 

7.52 

" 

~ 

COMMENT: Although only 27.1 percent of the trials in this district were 
c~iminal jury trials,.se~era'l were notorious cases involving extensive voir 
dlre an~ sequester~d.JUrles. These cases, along with many last minute settle­
ments, Jurors reportlng 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 VIRGINIA EASTERN 

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

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/' 

Total 
. Avallaple 

5,983 

100 % 

171 

TOTAL 

"-

Total 
inExistence 

18 

151 

Sessions 
C~flYenl:ld., , 

" 
., 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR --Selectad I Not Selected, ' In USAGE 

or Challenged; Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

3,339 1,762 881 1 

55.8 % 29.5 % 14.7 
16. i 7 

% - % 

104 60.8 67 39.2 370 
CIVlL % CRIMINAL % TOTA~ 

JURY TRIALS ~ 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Nodn I No. On No. No. 
July 1.1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1.1980· 

, 

10 8 8 10 
- .,-

2,952 985 19.5 6.52 . 
,Iurors In 

I) 

Hours In AlJg,Jurors Avg, Hours 
S~sion sesSion perSessjon per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
JURY fRIALS ::-" 

PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 
YEAR 

Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total ENDED of Jury Jury'" Selected, or Usage Numberof 
JUNE30 jrials Tfi~15' Serving or Serving Index Grand 

Challenged Juries -. 
,', 

1976 220 51.4 12.2 53.9 17.68 14 
~ 

1977 163 39.3 14.0 49.2 18.45 17 , 
" 

1978 lZp " 

41.7 11.9 54.8 16.49 16 

1979 147 32.7 17.0 52.5 15.96 19 
" 

'\. 
19"80 171" 39.2 14.7 55.8 16. 17 18 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

$ 191,900 519 32 

Not Selected, serVlng$ 28 200 
or Challenged , 

218 58.9 152 41.1 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 
JURY TRIAL DAYS ..J 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per TOTAL Juror Session 

$ 100,000 662 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRANO JUROR UTtl..JZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessl!ms Hours· in 
Convened Session 

-
153 995 

116 720 

182 1,1'71 
> 
161 1,061 

151 I'"" ~85 

Day 

34 

"\ 

Average 
Number gf 
Hours per 
Session 

6.50 

6.21 

6.43 

6.59 

6.52 

COMMENT: Virginia, Eastern's J.U.I. of 16.17 ranked 23rd when compared to 
all other districts. When civil cases are settled at the last minute, this 
district requires the parties in litigation to pay juror costs. This may 
explain why only 14.7 percent of the total available jurors were not selected, 
serving, or challenged. Virginia~ Eastern's J.U.I. might have been even lower 
had it not been for the presence of a notorious trial lasting three weeks. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE VIRGINIA WESTERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/" 

"-

Total 
Available 

1 ,661 

100 % 

50 
TOTAL 

Total 
in Existence 

2 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Not Selected, In USAGE Selected 
INDEX or Challenged Serving or Travel 

Serving Challenged Status 

840 617 202 2 

50.6 % 37.1 % 12.2 % 0.1 % 
17.30 

39 78.0 11 22.0 96 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

~ JURY TRIALS 
TOTAL 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No_On No. No, No,C)n 
July 1,1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1. 1980 

1 1 1 1 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROn UTILIZATION 

~:, Not Total YEAR Number % Criminal ~o Selected Juror 
Number of ENDED of Jury Jury Selected. or Usage 

Grand JUNE30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index 
Juries Challenged 

1976 32 37.5 13.1 52.3 18.69 18 

1977 43 34.9 5. 1 57.6 15.37 15 

1978 52 25.0 23.3 50.2 18.67 7 

1979 43 39.5 9.1 51.9 17.60 2 

\. 
1980 50 22.0 12.2 50.6 17.30 2 

A-33 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS Li.J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror' 
Day Day 

$ 80,500 839 48 
Not Selected, serVing$ 9 800 

or Challenged , J 

74 77 .1 22 22.9 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS '"\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

~59 ,800 1 ,869 89 

" 
GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of Average 
Sessions Houl's in Number of 
Convened Session Hours per 

Session 

16 85 5.31 

29 179 6.17 

18 99 5.50 

22 151 6.86 

32 239 I 7.47 
,/ 
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.. JUROR USAGE PROFILE WEST VIRGINIA NORTHERN 

L..iJ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial act" 't ) IVI Y 

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Selected Total or Challenged 
Not Selected. In USAGE 

Available Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

p 

E 1,521 822 439 245 15 
T 17.28 

100 % 54.0% 28.9 0' 16.1 1.0 % 
I 

'0 % 

T 

29 17 58.6 12 41.4 88 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL 0/0 TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No. On No. No. No.On 
in EXistence July 1,1979 Impar;eled Discharged July 1,1980 

G 
R 2 1 1 1 1 
A 
N 13 289 95 22.2 7.31 
0 

Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Convened Session Session per Session per Session 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

/' HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not 
ENDED 

% Selected Juror Total 
of Jury Jury Selected, Number of 

JUNE30 Trials Serving or 
or Usage 

Trials Serving Grand 
Challenged 

Index 
Juries 

1976 6 66.7 39.5 39.0 23.78 2 

1977 
-, 17 64.7 14.8 60.5 17.43 2 

" 

1978 29 51.7 18.5 55.5 19.00 2 

1979 30 73.3 24.3 46.8 25.01 2 
I 

1980 29 41.4 
"-

16. 1 54.0 17.28 2 

YEAR ENDEC 
JUNE 30, 198C 

1 JUDGESHIPS LJ!L! 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

$ 59,600 677 39 

Not Selected, serVing$ 
or Challenged 9,600 

50 56.8 38 43.2 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 0;0 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
Per 

TOTAL Per Juror Session Day 

~15 ,000 1 ,154 52 . 

~ For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover V' 

'" 
GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Average Number of 
Sessions Hours in Number of 
Convef',lld Sessior Hours per 

Session 

8 47 5.88 I 

I 

8 49 6.12 

9 65 7.22 

22 166 7.55 i 

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 WEST VIRGINIA SOUTHERN 

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

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/' 

"-

"-

Total 
Available 

4,046 

100 % 

38 

TOTAL 

Total 
in Existence 

9 

63 

Sessions 
Convened 

: 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 

or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

2,780 624 606 36 
18.65 

68.7% 15.4 0' 15.0 0' 0.9 0' 
.0 10 10 

16 42.1 22 57.9 217 

CIVIL 0' 
10 CRIMINAL ~'c, TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. No.On 
July 1,1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 

5 4 4 5 

1 ,252 462 19.9 7.33 

Jurors in Hours in AVg.Jurors Avg. Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETiT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal, % Not ~o Selected JUror Total 
ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of 

JUNE 30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Juries 

1976 52 53.8 25.3 51.4 21.74 4 

1977 47 38.3 28.3 47.9 19.97 5 
-

1978 59 32.2 19.4 58.5 18.10 7 

1979 45 40.0 19. 1 60.7 18.43 6 

\... 1980 38 57.9 15.0 68.7 18.65 9 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS 14~ I 

EST I MA TED COSTS 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

S 170,300 ~ 785 42 

Not Selected, serVing$ 25 500 
or Challenged ' 

65 30.0 152 70.0 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS .J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

$ i 49,800 790 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number at Number of 
Sessions Hours In 
Convened Session 

32 218 

28 191 

31 210 

75 546 

63 462 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

40 

AVefagt! 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

6.81 

6.82 

6.Tl 

7.28 

7.33 
/ 

COMMENT: West Virginia, Southern experienced many cases that settled at the last 
minute and a notorious case which took four days to complete jury selection. 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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ALABAMA NORTHERN YTl'J~ F~,j[}ED 
NE 30.1 

-l t~r;,t ~~J~::t:'_.~,' (1. f 
~.:' {:'J~:-Jl""tl' :':;('rV!i<J j-li ! 

i.··· 
Clj;ll;r"n,.:, .. ,. I 

) : 

7,816 ! 

i ~, 

t i',:L'~:l 
~')~i ~ t ' ".j 

481 

'J.;.: ,­
:L,,; f ! ) r:,: 

7 

4,163 

53.3 

1,404 

18.0 

1 ,768 

22.6 
21.07 [ 436,000 1 ,175 56 

.( 

6. 1 98,500 ·1 

104 63 60.6 
1 I : ~ 

41 
.. 

r. .! : i /~ ; r 
39.4: 371 171 46.1 200 53.9 

.. 

L 

;' L/',:-~' 
:~~rJt)t-:;:t 

~: r .! f~-

. , ... 

4 

42 

162 

152 

120 

,Jlj11' nil.'.;,; 

2 

917 

'I 
, 
r .~ 

: ~, ~ rl.'l t ~:' ; 
>_, f ',' r ~,~, ; 

,[ ,': 

24.2 

26.9 

:, 

2 

302 

iI', 

3 ~' 46,400 

21.8 7.19 

''. ,', ~~ .. ' ,r j : ' t ~, j 

,; .-

;"\U .i'.} 

I --- . 
30 

26 

1 ,105 

227 

194 .-- .. ----.. 1 '-

, 

51 

7.57 

7.46 
23.6 

33.0! 23.9 

36 271 I 7.53 
-- .. --·1 .... --1979 

1880 
'''~-- ----

.-.-.. ----.- i 

39. 4 1 __ ~_?~.6_ 
56 

COMMENT: Alabama, Northern experienced 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. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE ALABAMA MIDDLE 

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

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

f 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Total Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 

Available or Challenged Serving ot Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

1,810 1 ,308 262 145 95 
20.57 

100 % 72.3 0' 10 14.5 % 8.0 % 5.2 % 

33 11 33.3 22 66.7 88 

TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTA4 

"- JURY TRIALS . 
-

/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES - . 
Total No. On No. No. NO.On 

in Existence July 1, 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1, 1980 _. 

2 1 1 1 1 

33 662 194 20.1 5.88 

Sessions Jurors in Hoursln Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Convened Session Session per Session per Session 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
\'.,:, JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEft,R Number % Criminal % Not % Selected juror 10lal 
ENDED Selected, or Number of of Jury Jury Usage 

JUNE 30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Juries 

1976 60 70.0 15.4 73.7 18.46 1 

1977 88 59.1 13.9 75.0 17.73 1 

1978 68 63.2 14.5 73 .. 3 20.95 1 

1979 53 66.0 14.5 73.0 20.52 2 

1980 , 
33 66.7 8.0 72.3 20.57 2 

\... 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1980 

JUDGESHIPS LL1 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$ 111,200 1 ,264 61 

Not Selected, serVing$ 8 900 
or Challenged , 

42 47.7 46 52.3 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL ~b 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ../ 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TOTAL Juror Session Day 

$ 
i 

33,100 1,003 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRANO JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessior;s Hours in 
Convened Session 

,. 14 92 

9 54 

18 101 

21 119 

33 194 

50 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

6.57 

6.00 

5.61 

5.67 

5 .• 88 

'\ 

./ 

COMMENT: Through th~?use of the multiple voir dire method of jury selection, this 
district recorded a large percentage (72.3 percent) of the jurors available as 
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 YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

LLJ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial aC'~ivity) 
JUDGESHIPS ~ 

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR OJ" YS ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

P 
E 
T 

Total 
AVailable 

2,816 

Selected 
or 

Serving 

2,147 

Challenged 
Not S6'~ec~ed, 

Serving or 
Challenged 

379 120 

JUROR 
In USAGE 

Travel INDEX Per Per 
Status TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

170 ~~ 153,200 1,042 54 
100 % 19.16 

76.2 % 13.5 0' 4.3 0' 6.0 0' Not Selected, SerVings 6 600 '0 10 10 or Challenged , 
T 

57.1 
54 34 63.0 20 37.0 147 63 42.9 84 

TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL TOTAL CIVIL ~o CRIMINAL 
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS 
Total No.On No. No. No.On In Existence Per Per--

July 1. 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 TOTAL Session Juror 
Day G 

R 
A 
N 
o 

2 

17 

Sessions 
Convened 

2 -

334 92 

Jurors in Hours in 
Session Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

1 1 --- _. 20,900 1 ,229 63 
! 
$ 

19.6 5.41 
For National Profile 

Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours Open Foldout 
per Session per Session At Back Cover 

--~~. f 
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ~"~U.'ER UTl~IZA~,m~-~ JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

VClln 

" selected·' 
tl-nn 0;' Not 

ENDED Number ~" Criminal Juror Tota! 
of Jury Jury Selected. Nun,ber of Number of Average 

JUNE30 Trials Serving or or Usage Number of Sessions Hour-, in F4umber of Trials Serving Grand Challenged Index Juries Convened Session Hours per 
Session 

--- . 
1976 - ~ 

63 68.3 6.9 85.0 18.47 2 17 118 6.~ 
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 
1979 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 
COMM 

5.41 ./ 
ENT: ThlS dlstrlct had a large proportlon (6.0 percent) of available 'urors 

travelllng to the ~lace of ho19i~g court one day in advance, or travel1ing
J

home 
the daylafter serVlce. In addltlon, several last minute settlements (especially 
on~ rea estate class action case which resulted in 77 unu,ed 'uror~) 
WhlCh had an adverse ~ffect ?n j~ror utilization statistic~. 1n sPiteW~~et~~~~rted 
°sccuthrrences, the multlp~e VOlr dlre technique in selecting jurors enabled Alabama 

ou ern to report a Sllght decrease in its J.U.I. to 19.16. ' 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE FLORIDA NORTHERN 

L1-l PLACES OF HOLD;,NG COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 

E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/' 

/ 

Total 
Availllble 

2,129 -, 
100 % 

r--' 

41 
TOTAL 

\. 

--

Total 
In Existence 

4 

31 

Sessions, 
Convened 

"-

I'~UMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
~clect::d Not Selected, In USAGE 

Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX or 
Serving Challenged Status 

1,224 412 489 4 18.84 
57.5 % 19.4 % 23.0 % 0.1 % 

'. 
17 41. 5 24 58.5 113 

CIVIL o· 
'0 CRIMINl\L ~~ TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES . 
No. On No. No. NO.On 

July 1,1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1, 1980 

2 2 2 2 

632 193 20.4 6.23 

Jurors in Hoursln Avg.Jurors Avg. Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR % Not % Selected Juror lotal 
Number 'Ok 'CiiminaJ Selected, Number of ENDED at Jury Jury or Usage Grand Servlne Go Index JUNE 30 Trials trials Challenged 

Serving Juries 
:1 

-
1976 ',.' 56 83.9 20.0 68.2 19.69 3 

1977 48 77 .1 15.8 69.7 19.93 \4 

1978 35, 77 .1 23.8 60.4 22.19 3 

1979 32 65.6 20 0 7 61, 7 20.30 4 

1980 41 58.5 23.0 57.5 18.84 4 
\. 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$ 87,300 773 41 

Not Selected, serVlng$ 0 100 
or Challenged 2 I. 

62 54.9 51 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

45.1 
Of 
'0 

ESTIMATED COSTS "'\ 

$ 
I 

TOTAL Per 
Session 

32,300 1,042 

For National Profile 
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GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Session 

15 74 

15 88 

19 102 

15 " 89 

31 193 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

51 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

4.93 

5.87 

5.37 

5.93 

6.23 "" 

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 in 
1980. 

This district experienced an increase in grand jury activity. 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. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE FLORIDA MIDDLE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 

E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

NUrvlBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 
or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX Available Servl.1g Challenged Status 

11 ,103 7,569 1,537 1 ,989 8 

0.1 % 
16.70 

100 % 68.2 Of 13.8 % 17.9 0.' 
·0 .0 

123 53 43.1 70 56.9 '665 
TOiAL CIVil ~~ CRIMINAL 0.' 

.0 TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

/' NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No. On No, No. NO.On 
In Existence July 1, 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 

10 7 3 4 6 

177 3,531 1 ,112 19.9 6.28 

Sessions Jurors In Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Convened Session Session per Session pe~Session 

"- USAGE ST Al;STICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
JUHYTRiALS PETIT JUROR UTiLIZATION 

YEAR % Not Total 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS """ 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

~S 472,600 711 43 

Not Selected, serVing$ 84 600 
or Challenged , 

313 47.1 352 
CIVIL q{, CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
i 

ESTIMATEi) COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

173,800 982 

For National Profile 
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GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

52.9 
~/O 

~ 

"'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

49 

~ 
Average Number % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Number of 

ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 
JUNE30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened Session 

Challenged Juries 

1976 125 79.2 17.9 68.5 18.81 11 '148 914 

1977 111 73.9 20.6 67.0 19.90 12 154 941 

1978 130 79.2 21. 3 64.7 19.22 11 164 974 

1979 130 74.6 16.1 68.6 17.74 12 175 992 
i 
I 

1980 123 56.9 17.9 68.2 16.70 10 177 1 ,112 
"-
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 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/ 

Total 
Available --

19,271 

100 % 

168 
TOTAL 

'\. 

1--- .u 
Total 

in EXistence --
22 

-'-- -
J--" 

377 

Sessions 
Convened 

\.. 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 

ot Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

la, 159 2,418 6,647 47 
23.19 

52.7% 12.5 0' ,0 34.5 01 
10 0.3 0' 10 

34 20.2 134 79.8 831 
CIVIL ~~ QRIMINAL ~IO TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
-~ 

No.On No. No. NO.On 
July 1, 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 

16 6 9 13 
,---~--'-----. 

7,375 1 ,759 19.6 4.67 

Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors AV9.Hours 
Session Session per Session per$ession 

", 
USAGE STATISTICS 

fi~~'- HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ------I--._~T~IALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

E~~E'b ~~T~r~ r % ~~~j"al ~o Not "" Selected Juror I Total 
Selected, or Usage Number Of 
Serving or Grand JUNE 30 Trials Trials 
Challenged 

Serving Index 
Juries 

.. 
1976 229 75.1 26.0 58.0 20.61 19 -r.:, 
1977 189 78.3 34.0 52.8 22.73 19 

"- -
1978 186 78.0 29.0 56.6 21.52 23 

1979 149 83.2 32.0 52.6 24.85 25 

'-
1980 168 79.8 34.5 52.7 23.19 22 

-r- ~ --~--~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

S 726,200 874 38 

Not Selected, serving$250 500 
or Challenged , 

193 23.2 638 76.8 
CIVIL % I"" CRIMINAL ~{, 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

$ 280,600 744 
I 

For National Profile 
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-

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number-of Numbo:"cf 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Se$~ion 

253 1,463 

281 1,628 

311 1,482 

375 1,617 

377 1,759 

38 

AIlBrag£! 
Number of 
Houts per 
Ses:lcJL~ 

5.78 

5.79 

4.77 

4.31 

4.67 

'\ 

/ 

COMMENT: Florida, Southern experienced a large 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 addition, 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 GEORGIA NORTHERN 
YEAR ENDED 

JUNE 30, 1980 

L1-J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L!.l.-1 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

f 

Total 
Available 

13,289 

100 % 

159 

TOTAL 

"-

/ 

Total 
In EXistence 

1-"-

12 

148 

Sessions 
Convened 

\... 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selec:ted Not Selected, In USAGE 

or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

8,110 2,267 2,911 1 
1 e.Ol 

61.0 % 17. 1 % 21.9 % - % 

93 58.5 66 41. 5 738 

CIVIL ~~ CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. NO.~~ 
July 1,1979 Impaneled . Discharged JUly1,19\O 

7 5 5 7 

2,962 756 20.0 5.11 

Jurors In Hours in Avg.Juroc$ Avg.Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$ 536,800 727 40 

Not Selected, serVlng$ 
or Challenged 117,600 

348 47.2 390 52.8 

CiVIL % CRIMINAL ~/O 

JURY TRIAL DAYS .J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

$ i 132,800 897 

For National Profile 
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Per 
Juror 
Day 

45 

I HISTORICAL COMPARISONS " ,. JURYiRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total Number of Number of AVerage 

ENDED of Jury Jur~ 
Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions (Hours In Number of 

JUNE 30 Trle1ls Tria s Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened 'Session Hours per 
Challenged Juries Session 

-
1976 23,3 54.1 20.6 57.8 17.83 9 150 942 6.28 

~ 

1977 177 70., 24.0 56.2 21.02 10 130 835 6.42 

c. 
--T~ 

98 652 6.65 1978 175 57.1 26. ~ 53.6 19.56 ' 7 

1979 148 41.9 24.2 57.2 17.77 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 extr~ large panel of . 
prospective jurors. These types of occurrences $enerally undermlne.effort~ to.achleve 
efficient utilization of jurors. Through extenslve use of the multlple VOlr dlre 
method of selecting jurors, this district's J.U.I. increased only slightly and 
remained below the national average. 

A-45 



JUROR USAGE PROFILE GEORGIA MIDDLE 

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

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

Total 
Available 

3,008 

100 % 

49 

t-TOTAl. 

( 

Tota! 
in Existence 

4 

35 
Sea$ions 
ConJened 

"-

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 

or Challenged ServIng or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challonged Status 

1,993 610 40!5 -
20.19 

66.2 o· 
10 20.3 % 13.5 % - 0, 

/0 

42.9 149 
TOTAL 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No.On No. No. No.On 
July 1. 1979 Impaneled Dls\?harged July 1. 1980 

2 2 1 3 

727 223 20.8 6.37 

Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session -

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURYTA1ALS PE"lf JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Total 
ENDED 

Juror 
of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of 

JUNE30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Juries 

-
1976 78 47.4 13.5 60.4 21.06 4' 

1977 _ 72 '.' 45.8 11.8 64.9 19.99 5 
,; , 

1978 52 48.1 14.6 60.6 21.67 4 

1979 52 46.,2 15. 1 62.7 20.48 4 

"-
1980 49 42.9 13.5 66.2 20,., 19 4 
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YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS Li--1 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

"\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 
--

$ 137,000 919 46 

Not Selected, serVlng$ 
or Challenged 18,~ 

76 S1.0 73 149.0 
CIVIL o· 10 CRIMINAL! % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

[STIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per TOTAL Session 

$ 50,800 1 ,451 
I 

For National Profile 
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GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Sesslol1 

70 498 

44 336 

45 ,~09 

4ij 315 

35 223 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

70 

v 
'\ 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

7.11 

7.64 
--

6.87 

6.70 

6.37 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE GEORGIA SOUTHERN 

L5....J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial c;ctNt!y) 

/' - ' 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 

Available or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challanged Status 

2,567 1,789 587 191 -

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS L..3-J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
....... 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$ 143,200 1 ,030 56 
P 
E 
T 

'-
100 % 69.7 0, 

'0 22.9 % 
18.47 

7.4 % o. Not Selected, serVing$ 10 600 ~ - /0 or Challenged , 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/' 

63 
TOTAL 

/' 

Total 
in EXistence 

2 

"!c 
, I 

-------.. 
Ses, ~ 

Convb, ",J 

"-

44 69.8 19 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIALS 

30.2 
o· /0 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No, 
July 1. 1979 Impaneled Discharged 

1 1 1 

338 83 21. 1 

Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors 

139 
TOTAL 

NO.On 
July 1.1980 

1 

5.19 

Avg.Hours 
Session Session per Session • per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

79 56.8 60 43.2 
CIVIL .' '. CRIMiNAL ~h 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ~ 

ESTIM.ATED COSTS "'-

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

$ 
T 45,800 2,863 136 

ForNation~ 
Open Foldout / 
At Back Cover V 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR % Not 
ENDED Number % Criminal % Selected Juror Total r Number of Number ()f 

of Jury Jury Selected. 
JUNE30 Serving or 

or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in 
Trials Trials Serving Index Gr~nd Convened Session 

Challenged Junes 

1976 96 36.5 9.9 74.0 18.96 3 38 227 

1977 77 27.3 5.6 76.8 20.27 3 20 82 

1978 86 46.5 10.5 71.9 20.60 5 19 81 

1979 82 42.7 11. 1 70.3 18.72 2 20 88 

"-
1980 63 30.2 7.4 69.7 18.47 2 16 83 

COMMENT: ThlS distric~ reported many trials in which juries were sequestered as 
we~l ,as s~veral ~ast mlnute settlements. Nevertheless, with the percentage of 
crlmlnal Jury trlals decreasing and through use of the multiple voir dire method 
of jury selection, Georgia, Southern's J.U.I. improved slightly in 1980 to 18.47. 
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Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

-' 

5.97 

4.10 

4.26 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE lOUIS;ANA EASTERN 

L.1-I PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

f 

Total 
Available 

11 ,430 

100 % 

Selected 
or 

ServIng 

5,843 

51. 1 

, 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

Not Selected, In 
ChaffengEl-d Serving or Travel 

Challenged Status 

2,363 3,214 10 --
% 20.7 %) 28. 1 % O. 1 % 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

18.38 
$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS ""'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

486,500 782 43 
Not Selected. serVlng$ 

or Challenged 136,700 

216 173 80.1 43 19.9 622 454 73.0 168 27.0 
TOTAL CIYIL % CRIMINAL .' ,a TOTAL CIYIL 0/0 CRIMINAL 0' .0 

"- JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS 

/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
"... ,-

Total No. On No. No. 

ESTIMATED COSTS "'\ 

Per No.On 
in EXistence July 1, 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1, i980 

Per TOTAL Juror Session Day 
G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

8 5 3 3 5 $ 133,200 965 48 
-

138 2,791 831 20.2 6.02 
f=-:" 

Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Convened SessIon Session per Session per Session 

\.. USAGE STATISTICS 

I' HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR ,~-" 

Number';' -.: % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total 

L 

For National Profile 
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GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

"\ 

ENDED Number of Number of Average 
of Jury Jury Selected. or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of JUNE 30 Trials Serving or Grand TrIals 

Challenged Serving Index 
Juries Convened Session Hours per 

Session -
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 5"/ . 1 18.38 8 1'38 831 6.02 ~ "-

COMMENT: In spite of an increase in the J.U.I. over last year, the district still has 
better petit juror usage than the national average. In each month of the year ended 
June 30, 1980 there were several cases which were concluded just before the trial began 
including one notorious civil case. The district also reported a notorious criminal ' 
trial. These occurrences tend to hinder more effective jury management. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE LOUISIANA MIDDLE 
YEAR ENDED 

,JUNE 30, 1980 

LLl PLACES OF HOLDI NG COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS LL-l 

P 
E 

r 
I 
T 

/' 

Total 
Available 

712 

100 % 

19 
TOTAL 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
Selected Not Selected. 

or Challenged Sarving or 
Serving Challenged 

354 192 166 

49.7 % 27.0 % 23.3 % 

11 57.9 8 42. 1 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIALS 

JUROR 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

11'1 USAGE Per Per 
Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial JUror 
$tatu$ Day Day 

- $ 27,700 710 39 
18.26 

- % Not Selected. SerVlng$ 6 500 
or Challenged , 

39 21 53.8 18 46.2 
TOTAL CIVIL y" qRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL-DAYS 

/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS 
"\.. 

Total No. On No. No. No.On Per Per 

In EXistence July 1. 197B Impaneled Discharged July 1, 1980 TOTAL Juror Session Day -
G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

4 1 3 2 2 $ 37,300 654 
i 

57 1,218 298 21.4 5.23 
J:~ 

Sessions Jurors in Hours In Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
For National Profile 
Open Foldout 

Convened Session Session per Session per Session At Back Cover 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

r HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

~~'uRY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total Number of Number ~~f 
ENDED Selected, Number of of Jury Jury or Usage 

Grand 
Sessions Hours in 

JUNE30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Convened Session 
Challenged Juries 

1976 21 52.4 24.9 45.2 22.50 5 27 140 

1977 17 70.6 28. 1 38.5 26.59 4 48 253 

1978 9 77.8 17.0 41. 7 24.00 4 57 362 
! 

1979 10 50.0 33.2 27.7 37,60 4 57 279 

1980 19 " 42.1 23.3 49.7 18.26 4 57 298 
"-

COMMENT: Data for 1976 through 1979 were recorded for only the first day 
of trial, rather than the entire trial. The effects of this under reporting 
were inflated J.U.I.s; inflated figures for the percentage of jurors not 
g'e 1 ected, servi ng or challenged; and defl a ted fi gures for the percentage of 
jurors selected or serving. The 1980 figures, however, are based on total 
trial days and the J.U.I. of 18.26 compares favorably with the national 
average of 18.83. 
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"\ 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

5.19 

5.27 

6.35 

4.89 

5.23 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE LOUISIANA WESTERN 

LU PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/ 

/ 

/ 

"-

YF,:AR 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 
Available or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 

Serving Challenged Status 

4,531 t:,284 901 1,346 -
21. 78 

100 % 50.4 % 19.9 % 29.7 % - % 

72 55 76.4 17 23.6 208 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On No. No. Ne.On 
in EXistence July 1,1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 

7 3 4 4 3 

71 1,488 478 21. 0 6.73 

Sessions Jurors in Hours In AVg.Jurors Avg. Hours 
Convened Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

% Not Total 

',",,: 

- r--
-- -----~ ---

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS LLJ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$ 188,800 908 42 

Not Selected, SerVings 56 100 
or Chalienged , 

128 61. 5 80 38.5 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per TOTAL Juror Session 

$ i 93,000 1 ,310 

For National Profile 
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GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Day 

63 

'\ 

Number % Crlmlnai % Selected Juror Number of Number of Average 
ENj)ED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 

JUNE3D Ji Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened Session Challenged Juries 
; 

1976 69 43.5 21.5 57.8 18. 16 9 61 387 

1977 65 24.6 24.6 53.8 17. 19 10 51 334 

1978 70 10.0 23.0 55.0 14.39 ·7 37 263 

1979 88 17.0 27.1 55.1 18.83 7 51 355 

1980 72 23.6 29.7 50.4 21. 78 7 71 478 
" 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. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE MISSISSIPPI NORTHERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/ 

/ 

I 

Total 
Available 

1,705 

100 % 

29 

TOTAL 

Total 
in Existence 

2 

23 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Selected Not Selected, ,- In USAGE 
or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 

Serving Challenged ,Status 

1 ,001 376 314 14 

58.7 % 22.1 18.4 % 0.8 % 
18.94 

% 

20 69.0 9 31.0 90 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL 0' 
JO TOTAL 

JUHY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

NI:>.On No. No. No.On 
July 1, 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1.1980 

1 1 1 1 

488 166 21.2 7.22 

J~irors in Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
siess ion Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS '---JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected JUror Total 
ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of 

JUNE 30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Juries 

1976 71 52. 1 10.2 73.5 18.39 2 

1977 60 08.3 16.6 64.2 19.92 2 

1978 48 31.2 13.3 68.6 17.89 2 

1979 44 34.1 12.9 65.8 18. 18 2 

\.. 
1980 29 ,31.0 18.4 58.7 18.94 2 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS U 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

"\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

~S84,800 942 50 

Not Selected, serVing$ 15 600 
or Challenged , 

58 64.4 32 35.6 
. 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL ~b 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per TOTAL Juror Session 

29,200 1 ,270 
I 
$ 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Session 

9 53 

20 130 

18 128 

29 221 

23 166 

Day 

60 

".,-

Average 
NUmber of 
Hours per 
Session 

5.89 

6.50 

7.11 

7!J 
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. This may be due in part 
to the district's use of the multiple voir dire technique. 

A-51 



--r- --~~ -~ - -~ •. -~-~~~---..~~~---- ----------

JUROR USAGE PROFILE MISSISSIPPI SOUTHERN 

LL PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

" 

/' NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not Selected, In 

--
USAGE Total or Challenged Serving or Travel iNDEX -- Available Sel'ving Challenged Status 

3,618 1 ,926 576 1,032 84 

100 % 53.2% 16.0 % 28.5 % - 2.3 % 24.95 

41 31 75.6 10 24.4 145 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

\. JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Tofal No. On No. No. No.On 
in Existence July 1,1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 

1 1 - - 1 

42 888 239 21.1 5.69 

Sessions Jurors in Hours In Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Convened SessIon Sesswn per Session per Session 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total 
ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of 

JUNE 30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged juries 

1976 59 32.2· 30.4 53.8 24.97 2 

1977 53 20.8 25.0 58.9 22.82 2 

1978 44 27.3 26.1 61.0 21.92 2 

1979 43 16.3 30.2 55. 1 25.39 2 

1980 41 24.4 28.5 53.2 24.95 1 ~.' 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$ 144,600 997 40 , 
Not Selected, serVing$ 41 200 

or Challenged ' 

117 80.7 28 19.3 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per 
Per--

TOTAL Juror Session Day 

$ 61,200 1 ,457 
I 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 

J Ai: Back Cover 

GRANDdUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of. Number of 
Sessions Hours In 
Convened Session 

15 79 

25 139 

20 108 

25 '131 

42 239 .. 

69 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

5.27 

5.56 

5.40 

~_.24 

5.69 

" 

..) 

COMMENT: This district's J.U.I. improved over last year due in part to the use of the 
multiple voir dire technique in jury selection~ There ~e~e several last minut~ . 
settlements reported throughout the year and, ln one crlmlnal case, 102 potentlal Jurors 
were called but had to be dismissed when the trial was postponed due to the illness of 
one of the attorneys. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE TEXAS NORTHERN 

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

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/ 

" 

Total 
Available 

13,763 

100 % 

170 

TOTAL 

Total 
in Existence 

12 

95 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
Selected 

.- JUROR 
Not Selected, In USAGE 

or Challenged Serving or ; Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

9,121 1,599 3,032 11 

66.3 % 11.6 % 22.0 % 0.1 % 
17.97 

113 66.5 57 33.5 766 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. NO.On 
July 1, 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 

6 6 4 8 
-

1 ,917 662 20.2 6.97 

Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Session Session pe~Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR 
Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Total ENDED Juror 
of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of 

JUNE30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Juries 

1976 161 40.4 21. 2 63.3 19.49 13 

1977 157 37.6 17.5 69.2 18.24 14 

1978 141 39.7 20.0 67.1 18.53 10 

1979 120 43.3 24.4 61.2 19.96 10 
-

\., 
1980 170 33.5 22.0 66.3 17.97 12 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 
-.. 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$468,200 611 34 

Not Selected, serving$l 03 000 
or Challenged , 

482 62.9 284 37.1 
CIVIL (I,D CRIMINAL 0/0 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

$ 
I 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

94,200 992 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Bacl< Cover 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

49 

./ 

'\ 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Average Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in Number of 
Convened Session Hours per 

Session 

120 760 6.33 

134 884 6.60 

94 612 6.51 

91 610 6.70 

95 662 6.97 

I 

COMMENT: The Northern Dis~rict of Tex~s showed a dramatic improvement in its 
J.U.~. over. last ~ear. ThlS occurred ln spite of this district's practice of 
holdlng "orlentatlon and impanelment" days during the year, at least one 
notorious trial, and a large number of places of holding court. 

..J 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE TEXAS EASTERN 

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

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

"-

/' 

"-

Total 
Available 

5,209 

100 % 
-

109 

TOTAL 

Total 
In EXistence 

3 

40 

Session~ 
Convene(i 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 
or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 

Serving Challenged Status 

3,498 824 877 10 

67.2 % 15.8% 16.8 % 0.2 % 
18.28 

87 79.8 22 20.2 285 
CIVIL ~,~ CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. No.On 
July 1, 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1.1980 

2 1 1 2 

791 206 19.8 5. 15 

Jurors in Hours In Avg.Jurors Avg. Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
JUAYTRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total ENDED of Jury Jury Selected. or Usage Number of 
JUNE 30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 

Challenged Juries 

1976 81 12.3 19.0 62.9 19.80 4 

1977 89 20.2 19. 1 65.9 17.94 3 

1978 88 18.2 26.3 58.5 20.52 2 

1979 89 15.7 22.5 60.3 19.21 4 

1980 I 109 20.2 16.8 67.2 18.28 3 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

~~208,000 730 40 

Not Selected, serving$34 900 
or Challenged , 

204 71.6 81 28.4 
CIVil % CRIMINAL ~h 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTAL Per Juror I Per 
Session I Day 

.~====-= 

$ 37,000 925 47 
l 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened SeSSion 

14 79 

32 t. 190 

28 171 

38 
<; 

211 

40 206 

" 
Average 

Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

5.64 

5.94 

6.11 

5.55 

5.15 
./ 

COMMENT: This district's J.U.I. improved over last year by almost a full point. 
This \'Jas undoubtedly helped by its very effective use of the multiple voir dire­
up to 11 juries were chosen from a single panel this year. At times, however, 
civil juries of 12 members were used although the district has approved the use 
of six member juries. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE TEXAS SOUTHERN 

Lil PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/' 

"-

/' 

"-

Total 
Available 

14,666 

100 % 

I 

175 I 
TOTAL I 

Total 
in Existence 

14 

185 

SeSSions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not;,Selected, In USAGE 

Challenged ~~~~lng or Travel INDEX or 
Status Serving C flenged 

8,888 1,983 3,795 -
2 i .63 

60.6 % 13.5 % 25.9 % - % 

56 32.0 119 68.0 678 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAt: 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. NO.On 
July 1, 19i~ Impaneled Discharged July1,1980 

8 6 4 10 

3,727 980 20.1 5.30 

. Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR % Not % Selected Juror Total Number % Criminal 
Selected, Number of ENDED of Jury Jury 
Serving or 

or Usage 
Grand JUNE30 Trials Trials Challenged 

Serving Index 
Juries 

. 

1976 200 84.5 18.8 65.8 22.47 10 

1977 171 74.9 20.8 67.3 22.81 13 

1978 161 65.2 26.9 58.4 23.89 16 

1979 149 77.2 24.2 62.8 22.82 16 

'-. 1980 175 68.0 25.9 60.6 21.63 14 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$ 661 ,400 976 45 , 
Not Selected, Serving $1 '71 

or Challenged 300 

258 38.1 420 61.9 
CIVil % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TOTAL Juror Session Day 

$ 
i 

168,000 908 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 
" } 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Session 

1 

87 521 

144 861 

180 993 

173 816 

185 980 

45 

Average 
Number of 
H(Jurs per 
Session 

5.99 

5.98 

5.52 

4.72 

5.30 

"\ 

./ 

COMMENT: The Southern District of Texas reduced its J.U:I. to ~ts low~st 1eve~ 
since 1975. This improvement was made despite two notorlOUS trla1s ana two trlals 
rising out of multi-district litigation cases. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE TEXAS WESTERN 
7 L-J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/ 

"-

/' 

"-

Total 
Available 

7,634 

'DO % 

96 

TOTAL 

Total 
In Existence 

20 

135 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 

c·or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Servil?51 Challenged Status 

4,541 1 ,217 1,875 1 
27.86 

59.5 % 15.9 0' 10 24.6 % - o· ,0 

21 21.9 75 78.1 274 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL ~/O TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. No.On 
July 1, 1979 Impaneled DIscharged ,July1, Hl80 

11 9 8 12 

2,759 :512 20.4 3.79 

Jurors In Hours In Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Session Se$sion per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Select~d Juror Total 
ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of 

JUNE 30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Juries 

1976 124 69.4 18.9 61.7 22.87 17 

1977 136 75.0 21.6 61.3 23.67 19 

1978 118 83.1 24. 1 57.9 26.14 19 

1979 127 81.1 26.7 56.2 26.77 18 

\,. 
1980 96 78.1 24.6 59.5 27.86 20 

A-56 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 
ESTI MA TED COSTS " Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

$263,200 961 34 

Not Selected, serv
'
ng$64 700 

or Challenged , • 

53 19.3 221 80.7 

CIVIL ~b CRIMINAL 0' .0 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 

$ 
l 

Per TOTAL Session 

112,500 833 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

41 

Average Number of Number of 
Sessions .. Hours in Number of 
Convened Session Hours per 

Session 
I"~ 

~ 

10yA 407 4.03 

147 744 5.06 

102 393 3.85 

142 543 3.82 

135 512 3.79 

1 

" 

./ 

----~ .. ~.--------~--~---------------------------------------~--------

JUROR USAGE PROFILE CANAL ZONE 

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

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/ 

"-

"-

Total 
Available 

584 

100 % 

9 
TOTAL 

Total 
In Existence 

-

-

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not Selected, In UGAGE 

or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

298 195 91 -

51.0 % 33.4 % 15.6 
25.39 

% - % 

.-~ 

1 11. 1 8 88.9 23 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. No.On 
July 1,1919 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 

- - - -

- - - -
'-;<~-

Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS Ll-1 
ESTIMATED COSTS " 

.. 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$5,300 230 9 

Not Selected, serVing$ 800 
or Challenged 

5 21.7 18 78.3 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
i 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

- -

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

% 

~ 

" Per 
Juror 
Day 

-

I 

/' HISTORICAL COMF-'ARISONS 
""\ 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total Number of Number of 
ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage f'Jumber of Sessions Hours [n 

JUNE 30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened Session 
Challenged Juries 

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 jury trials. This district also reported 
that no grand jury system was in operation during 1980. 
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Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

-

-
-
-

-
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE KENTUCKY WESTERN 
YEAR ENDED 

JUNE 30, 1980 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 
31< 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

P 
E 

T 
I 
T 

G 

R 
A 
N 

o 

/' 

/' NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

lotal Selected Not Sele.cted, In USAGE 
or Challenged Serving Of Travel INDEX Available Serving Challenged Status 

3,541 1,529 693 1 ,312 7 

100 % 43.2 % 19.6 % 37.1 % 0.1 % 23.30 

62 31 50.0 31 50.0 152 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On No. No. NO.On 
In Existence July 1. 1979 Impaneled Discharged July1,1980 

3 2 1 2 1 

47 984 257 20.9 5.47 

Sessions Jurors In Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Convened Session Session per Session per Session 

\... USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total 
ENDED Selected, or Number of 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$ 127,800 841 36 

Not Selected. serVing$ 47 49~ 
or Challenged , , 

81 53.3 71 46.7 
CIVIL 0;0 CRIMINAL ~~ 

JURY TRIAI_ DAYS ..J 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

$ 
i 

34,500 734 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Hours in 

35 

" 
Average 

Number of of Jury Jury Usage Sessions 
JUNE30 Trials TrialE! Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened Session Hours per 

Challenged Juries Session 

'-

1976 40 55.0 32.2 53.3 19.11 6 67 333 

1977 49 65.3 30.2 53.9 21.91 4 101 581 

1978 64 78.1 31.9 51.9 23.52 5 72 435 

1979 70 42.9 32.0 50.0 20.94 3 52 271 

1980 62 5.0 37.1 43.2 23.30 3 47 257 

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. These factors 
and the use of "Qualification Days" in which many people can be called but 
not used in a jury trial negatively affected this district's juror statistics. 
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4.97 

5.75 

6.04 

5.21 

5.47 ../ 

jl 

I r: 
i 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE MICHIGAN EASTERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 

T 
I 

T 

G 

R 
A 
N 
D 

/ 

/ 

\... 

I' 

r 

" 

Total 
Available 

21,623 

100 % 

187 
TOTAL 

Total 
in Existence 

17 

247 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 
or Challenged ServIng or Travel INDEX 

Serving Challenged Status 

14,353 2,277 4,989 4 

66.4 % 10.5 % 
16.10 

23.1 % - % 

119 63.6 68 36.4 1 ,343 
CIVil % CRIMINAL· % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS -. 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No.On No. No. NO.On 
July 1.1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1. 1980 

11 6 7 10 

5,035 1,262 20.4 5.11 

Jurors in Hours in Avg.JIJrors Avg.Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURV1RIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total 
ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of 

JUNE 30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Juries 

1976 200 76.0 25.6 65.2 20.40 10 

1977 235 60.0 22.8 67.4 19.65 20 

1978 199 54.8 20.4 68.2 16.99 18 

1979 207 49.3 26.2 62.3 17.57 19 
~.' ,:~-,,; 

-~.P; l' . 

'-
1980 187 35'.4'· 23.1 66.4 16.10 17 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 
ESTIMATED COSTS " 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$912,500 679 42 

Not Selected, serving$21 0 800 
or Challenged ' 

697 51.9 646 ~8.1 
CIVIL % CFflMINAL '.1, 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTI MA TED COSTS 
"\ 

Per TOTAL Session 

225,300 912 
i 
$ 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Session 

297 1,803 

302 1,697 

315 1,903 

306 1,812 

247 1,262 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

45 

" 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

6.07 

5.62 

6.04 

5.92 

5.11 
.-I 

COMMENT: In spite of several notorious trials and opening 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 

Ll..--1 PLACES OF HOlDI NG \"OURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/' 

/' 

"-
/ 

Total 
Avallable 

3,609 

100 % 

33 
TOTAL 

Total 
in Existence 

4 

37 

Sessions 
Convened 

• 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Selected . £'Jot Selected. In USAGE 
or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 

Serving Challenged Status 

2,632 373 567 37 
19.30 

73.0 0 
10 10.3 '10 15.7 ~~ 1.0':0 

14 42.4 19 57.6 187 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL C/o TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. No.On 
July 1, 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1, 1980 

2 2 2 2 

747 223 20.2 6.03 

Jurors In Hours in Avg.Jurors A'Ig.J-\ours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
JURYTRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total 
ENDED 

Number Selected, Usage Number of of Jury Jury 
Serving or 

or 
Grand JUNE30 Trials Trials 

Challenged 
Serving Index Juries 

1976 36 61.1 16.9 72.4 17.51 1 

1977 62 53.2 9.8 81.9 17.15 2 

1978 29 69.0 14.2 73.3 21.00 2 

1979 33 69.7 23.5 64.1 23.53 3 

\.. 
1980 33 57.6 15.7 73.0 19.30 4 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

4 
JUDGESHIPS L~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$174,800 935 48 

Not Selected, serVing$ 27 400 
or Challenged ' ] 

54 28.9 133 71.1 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per TOTAL Juror Session Day 

$ 42,300 1 ,143 57 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Session 

16 107 

15 82 

22 138 

46 314 

37 223 . 

'\ 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

6.69 

5.47 

6.27 

6.83 

6.03 
j 

COMMENT: The Western District of Mlchlgan1s J.U.I: lmpro~e~ by mo~e t~an fo~r 
points this year. This occurred despite one notorlOUS crlmlnal trlal In.Aprll~ 
1980. This district uses the multiple voir dire technique and has some Jurors 
and alternates serving on more than one case. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE OHIO NORTHERN YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

L~ PLACES OF HOLOJNG COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS ~ 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

'-, 

/ 

/' 

Tota! 
Available 

7 ,628 

100 % 

87 
TOTAL 

Total 
in Existence 

16 

218 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Selected Not Selscted, In USAGE 
or Challenged Serving or (fravel INDEX 

Ser"ing Challenged 'Status 

4,135 777 2,696 20 
20.40 

54.2 ~~ 10.2 0' 
fO 35.3 % 0.3 % 

57 65.5 I 30 34.5 374 
CIVIL % I CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. NO.On 
July 1,1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1, 1980 

11 5 6 10 

4,422 1,227 20.3 5.63 

Jurors in Hours In Avg.Jurors Avg. Hours 
Session Session per Session j per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORiCAL COMPARISONS 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total ENDED of Jury Jury S?!ected, or Usage Number of 
JUNE30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 

Challenged Juries 

1976 124 46.0 40.3 51.3 21.12 12 
1977 128 43.0 37.4 54.4 20.43 10 
1978 94 42.6 29.5 59.9 17.74 15 

1979 88 48.9 22.9 66.4 17.36 15 

\. 
1980 87 34.5 35.3 54.2 20.40 16 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$322,400 862 42 

Not Selected, serv!ng$ 113 800 
or Chal"mged , 

192 51.3 182 48.7 
CIVIL % CRIMiNAL ~~ 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 
.-

./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

195,800 898 
i 
$ 

For Nation,ql Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Session 

141 782 

145 796 

134 707 

176 877 

218 1 ,227 

44 

'\ 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

5.55 

5.49 

5.28 

4.98 

5.63 
./ 

COMMENT~ The Northern District of Ohio had a notorious organized crime case 
which required 13 days to select the jury. 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 
J .U. 1. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE OHIO SOUTHERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

I 

"-

I 

"-

Total 
Available 

4,173 

100 % 

56 

TOTAL 

Total 
in Existence 

8 

118 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBE~ OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected f ~;;:;/ Not Selected, In USAGE 

or -- Challenged Serving or Travel, INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

2,672 537 948 16 

64.0 % 12.9 0, 
.0 

22.7 
18.38 

% 0.4 01 
.0 

26 46.4 30 53.6 227 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL 0/0 TOTAL 
JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. NO.On 
July 1. 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1.1980 

- -
5 3 1 7 

2,260 784 19.2 6.64 

Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Session Session perSessJOn per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UT!LlZATION 
YEAR Number % Criminal ~o Not ", Selected Juror Total 

ENDED Selected, Usage NUmber at I of Jury Jury or Grand Serving cr Serving Index JUNE30 Trials Trials Challenged Juries 

1976 95 51.6 20.0 67.6 19.00 7 

1977 98 49.0 18.7 68.1 18.50 7 

1978 57 54.4 17.5 70.4 17.19 9 
r-

1979 53 47.2 15.7 67.4 16.71 10 

1980 56 53.6 22.7 64.0 18.38 8 

" 

$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

, 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

175,100 771 42 

Not Selected, serVing$ 
or Challenged 39,700 I 

91 40.1 136 59.9 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL 
JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

$ 
i 

101,300 858 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Bacl< Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Haul'S in 
Convened Session 

66 393 

67 459 

91 590 

83 555 

118 784 

45 

./ 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

5.95 

6.85 

6.48 
--

6.69 

6.64 

COMMENT: This district had two notorlOUS trla1s durlng the year, lnc1udlng 
one highly publicized murder trial. These cases should be taken ~nto account 
when reviewing this district's statistics as they had an adverse lnfluence on 
the district's performance. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE TENNESSEE EASTERN 
~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

... 
I 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

I 

I 

"-

"-

Total 
Available 

3,422 

100 % 

86 
.. 

TOTAL 

Total 
In Existence 

5 

22 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 

or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

2,462 375 585 -
13.37 

71.9 % 11.0 01 
'0 17. 1 01 

'0 - % 

66 76.7 20 23.3 256 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL ~~ TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. No.On 
July 1, 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1, 1980 

2 3 2 3 

432 150 19.6 6.82 

Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

L JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTiLIZATION 
YEAR N,lmber % Criminal ~o Not 0'0 Selected Juror Total 

ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of 
JUNE 30 Tria,cz Trials Serving Oi Serving index Grand 

Challenged Juries 

1976 128 36.7 25.5 61.3 15.38 5 

1977 133 38.3 23.3 62.5 15.43 5 

1978 88 31.8 24.6 63.1 14.27 7 
1979 71 28.2 23.8 61.4 15.34 4 

'1980 86 23.3 17. 1 71.9 13.37 5 "-

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS L2-t 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$150,400 588 44 

Not Selected, serVln~$25 700 
or Challenged , 

220 85.9 36 14. 1 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 01 

'0 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror SeSSion Day 

$ 13,800 627 
l 

For National Profil6' 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
SeSSions Hours In 
Convened Session 

13 81 

17 98 

14 83 

14 85 

32 

1 

Averag,\l 
Number ,')f 
Hours per 
Session 

6.23 

5.76 

5.93 

6.07 

"\ 

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. Because this district reuses jurors through multiple 
voir dire, the J.U.I. improved by almost two points over' last year. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
TENNESSEE MIDDLE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
1---

JUROR 

Tolal Selected Not Selected. In USAGE 

Available or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving ChaJlenged Sti1iUS -

5,243 2,546 570 2,127 -
27.45 

100 % 48.5 0
0 10.9 % 40.6 01 

'0 - 'l-o 

'-' 

44 18 40.9 26 59.1 191 

TOTAL CIVIL 0' I' CRIMINl>,L q,o TOTAL 

\.. JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Tota! No.On No. No. No.On 
In Existence July 1. 1979 Impaneled Pischarged July 1.1980 

-
7 3 4 3 4 

---- ~. 

84 1 ,667 521 19.8 6.20 

I 

( 
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg. Hours 
Convened Session I 

Session per Session per Session 

\ USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not ~" Selected Juror Total 
ENf)ED of Jury Jury Selected. or Usage Number of 

JUNt 30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Juries 

1976 78 53.8 35.5 53.2 19.43 1 

1977 60 58.3 38.9 49.9 23.94 2 

1978 58 67.2 33.4 54.7 23.34 2 

1979 59 50.8 27. 1 58.5 20.77 3 

1980 44 59.1 40.6 48.5 27.45 7 

A-68 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
""'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$ 180,700 946 34 

Not Selected. serVing$ 73 400 
or Challenged ' 

63 33.0 I 128 67.0 

CIVIL % 1 CRIMINAL 0, 
'0 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
$ 
i 

Per TOTAL Session 

74,300 885 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

45 

I 

"'\ 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of Average 

Sessions I Hours in Number of 
Convened Session Hours per 

Session 

16 92 5.75 

17 99 5.82 

26 176 6.77 

53 358 6.75 

84 521 6.20 .J 

i 
" 

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

1'_ JUROR USAGE PROFILE TENNESSEE WESTERN 
YEAR ENDED 

JUNE 30, 1980 

LL.J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGe:SHIPS ~ 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/ 

/ 

Total 
Available 

4,624 
1--. 

100 % 

74 
TOTAL 

f 

Total 
in Existence 

5 

67 

Sessions 
Convened 

"-

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 

or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

3,223 817 584 -
18.13 

69.7 % 17.7 % 12.6 
0 

0 
[j, - .0 

20 27.0 54 73.0 255 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL o· 

'0 TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No,On No. No. No.On 
July 1. 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 

3 2 3 2 

1,433 402 21.4 6.00 

Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg. Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 
'-

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

I 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

(to-
,P182,500 716 39 

Not Selected. serving$23 000 
or Challenged , 

58 22.7 197 77 .3 
CIVIL '% CRIMINAL Of 

'0 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

.. 
ESTIMATED COSTS "'\ 

$ 
I 

Per TOTAL Session 

51,000 761 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Bacl< Cover 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

36 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTiliZATION ~ 
YEAR Number % Criminal % Not 

DiD Selected Total Number of Number of Average 
ENDED Selected. 

Juror 
of Jury Jury or Usage Number of Sessions Hours In Number of 

JUNE30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Gr8;nd Convened Session Hours per 
Challenged Junes Session 

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 

\.. 
1980 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 Pf~OFiLE ILLINOIS NORTHERN YEAR ENDED 
.JUNE 30. 1980 

2 I PLACES OF- HULDING COunTlwlth jWy trial activity} 
,JUDGESHIPS L 16 

iqt 
J'., i;1f ;·f 

p 

20,058 12, 155 

Ij', 

1 f.'tv' , 
f<j'idti ~ > 

, .' :~'" r 
;r..J! ,f \ 

2,502 

12.5 

5,401 

26.9 
,18.05 

714,000 
60.6 

197 102 51. 8 95 48.2 1 , 111 555 50.0 

27 12 15 15 12 306,200 

427 8,750 2,080 20.5 4.87 

135 78.5 31. 9 58.3 19.86 21 451 2,729 
163 66.9 26.8 63.6 17.47 22 388 2,074 
171 65.5 27.1 62.1 17.89 20 383 1,944 
213 53.3 30.4 56.6 18.37 22 431 2,200 
197 48.2 26.9 60.6 18.05 27 427 2,080 COMMENT: This district reported a three day jury selection for a multi-defendant case and a notorious civil case requiring an extra large panel 

of prospective jurors due 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 in the percentage of criminal 
jury trials and Illinois Northern's practice of reusing jurors, the 1980 
J.U.I. remained relatively constant at 18.05. 
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643 36 

192,100 

556 50.0 

717 35 

6.05 

5.35 

5.08 

5.10 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE ILLINOIS CENTRAL 

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

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

L 

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 

Selected Not Selected, In USAGE Total or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX Available Serving Challenged Status 

2.826 1 ,876 491 453 6 
16.82 

0) 0.' 0' o· 100 % 66.4 '0 17.4 ·0 16.0 '0 0.2 .0 

"--. 

53 32 60.4 21 39.6 168 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

\.. JURY TRIALS 

-/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
~-.... -

Total N,.On No. No. NO.On 
In Exictonco July 1. 1979 Impaneled Discharged July1,1980 

-
4 2 2 I 2 2 ._ . ., .. _._----,----. -. -,--~ ...... ,-----~, -'-'", 

~-

52 1,073 311 20.6 5.98 
Session!) Jurors 1n Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg. Hours 
Convened Session Session per Session per Session 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

- ,..... . .-' ,-

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS '. 
JURY TRIALS J PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

,>----.~ 1-----
YEAR °0 Not Total 

$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS L..LJ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

129,600 771 46 
Not Sp-Iacted, serVing$ 0 

or Challenged 20 270 

85 50.6 83 49.4 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

$ 
l 

Per TOTAL Session 

62,200 1 ,196 

For Nationa; Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

--

Per 
Juror 
Day 

= 

58 

"'\ 

GRAND JUROR UT.~ION ,_. ___ ._ 

% Criminal % Selected Juror Number of N b Q Merogo Number Number of urn er.o Number of ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage SeSSions Hours In 
Serving or Grand Conv0ned Session Hours p,~r JUNE30 Trials ' Trials 
Challenged 

Serving Index 
Juries SeSEHon 

. - .. ---~ . ~ -";I=~" .r:--~ .. ~ 
1976 - - - - - - - -

r-- ._-'" 
1977 - - - - - - - -
1978 - - - - - - - --
1979 

41 58.1 25.6 53.8 21. 56 5 37 223 

\.. 
1980 53 39.6 16.0 66.4 16.82 4 52 311 

COMMENT: Because the "Federal District Court Organization Act of 1978" (P. L. 
95-409) and P. L. 95-573 realigned boundaries in this district, no historical 
comparisons have been provided for years preceding 1979. Since April 1, 1979, 
the statutory places of holding court for this district are Peoria, Quincy, 
Springfield, Rock Island, and Danville. 

Through use of the multiple voir dire, this district's J.U.I. improved by 4.74 
points, from 21.56 in 1979 to 16.82 in 1980. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE ILLINOIS SOUTHERN YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

L!-.l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS ~ 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/' 

Totai 
Avaflable 

1 ,971 

100 % 

36 
TOTAL 

\.. 

/" 

Total 
in EXistence 

1 
---

53 

Sessions 
Convened --. 

\. 

-
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 

Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 
or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 

Serving Challenged Status 

1 ,267 350 351 3 
17.29 

64.3 ~. 
.0 17.8 o· 

J 17.8 ~o 0.1 °0 

28 77 .8 8 22.2 114 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL 0' .0 TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. NO.On 
July 1. 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1.1980 

1 - - 1 
'-

1,038 348 19.6 6.57 

Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg. Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS --
-

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

$ 94,000 825 48 

tt Selected, serVing$ 16 700 
or Challenged , I 

86 75.4 28 24.6 

CIVIL 0:, CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 
~. -- ... - -p'm"-

TOTAL Per Juror 
SessIOn Day . 

$ 54,900 1 ,036 53 ,-----

For National Profile ~ 
Open Foldout '> 
At Bact't Cover / 

,------' .. .,. 

I-___ JU~AL~ PETIT JJJROR UTILIZATION -----rro JU~OR'y~"'-N _______ 
YEAR ':0 Not Number % Criminal "'0 Selected Juror Total Number of Number of Average 

ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of Sesr:;,jcms Hours 'n Num~er ~f 
Serving or Orand Convened SeSE;lon Hour",per JUNE30 Trials Trials Serving Index Challenged Juries SessIOn 

~ - -:-.:, __ . ~, . '-.;::=:.c:..--::~. -- -:-=-== 
1976 - - - - - - - - -

~. --. ----- .. -
1977 - - - - - - - - ------ -.--.-~ .---~--- ----~....-.....-.. -
1978 - - - - - - - - -

~-

1979 26 61.5 22.0 56.4 20.67 3 37 217 5.86 

\.. 
1980 36 22.2 17.8 64.3 17.29 1 53 348 6.57 

COMMENT: Statistics for only the last two years are provided due to the "Federal 
District Court Organization Act of 1978" (P.L. 95-409) and P.L. 95-573 which re­
aligned boundaries in this district effective April 1, 1979. Currently, the 
statutory places of holding court in this district are Alton, Cairo, East St. Louis, 
and Benton. 

This district experienced a turnaround in its percentage of criminal jury trials, 
from 61.5 percent in 1979 to 22.2 percent in 1980. This factor, along with 
effective use of the multiple voir dire technique, enabled Illinois, Southern 
to lower its J.U.I. to 17.29. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE INDIANA NORTHERN 

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

P 
E 

T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

r 

/' 

"-

I 

"-

Total 
AvalJable 

3,446 

100 % 

54 I 
TOTAL I 

Total 
In Existence 

4 

43 

Sessions 
Convened 

<-

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JU::10R 

Selected Not Selacted, In 
~-

USAGE 
or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 

Serving Challenged Status 

1,958 503 985 -
56.8 % 14.6 % 28.6 

17.95 
9t - ~o 

30 55.6 24 44.4 192 
CIVIL "' '0 CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

~ 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. NO.On 
July 1,1979 Impaneled DisctJarged July 1, 1980 

3 1 1 3 

834 241 19.4 5.60 

Jurors in Hours!n Avg.Jurore Avg.Hours 
Session' Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Crimina! % Not % Selected Juror Total 
ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of 

JUNE30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Juries 

1976 83 91.6 ... 37. 1 42.8 31.26 4 

1977 84 58.3 24.6 59. 1 20.93 4 

1978 57 50.9 27.6 53.1 19;93 6 

1979 54 64.8 23.9 63.5 19.31 4 

1980 54 44.4 28.6 56.8 17.95 4 "-

-/~' 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

E~TIMATED COSTS ""\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$ 133,400 695 39 

Not Selected, serVing$ 38 200 
or Challenged ' 

121 63.0 71 37.0 
CIVIL ~b CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

$ 
i 

58,900 1,370 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Session 

59 340 

'l' 60 364 

51 287 

43 218 

43 241 

71 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
SeSSion 

5.76 

6.07 

5.63 

5.07 

5.60 

'\ 

I 

COMMENT: The ~ercentage of criminal jury trials fell by 20.4 percentage points 
from 1979. ThlS decrease contributed to the district1s improved J.U.I. of 17.95. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE INDIANA SOUTHERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 

T 

T 

G 

R 
A 
N 
o 

\... 

/' 

\... 

Total 
Avai\able 

4,045 

100 % 

50 
TOTAL 

Total 
in Existence 

4 

96 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 

or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

2,523 560 959 3 
17.21 

62.4 % 13.8 01 
.0 23.7 % 0.1 % 

31 62.0 19 38.0 235 
CIVIL 0/0 CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. No.On 
July 1. 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 

1 3 2 2 

1 ,936 696 20.2 7.25 

Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total I ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of 
JUNE30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 

Challenged Juries 

1976 57 50.9 16.4 63.7 14.97 5 

1977 60 51. 7 21.7 60.6 17.58 4 

1978 42 26.2 24.4 60.6 13.20 4 

1979 49 32.7 23.5 61.2 15.53 4 

1980 50 38.0 23.7 62.4 17.21 4 
" 
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YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$ 202,700 863 50 

Not Selected, serVing$ 48 000 
or Challenged ' 

107 45.5 128 54.5 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

$ 
i 145,200 1 ,513 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Session 

89 615 

57 349 

50 303 

66 478 

96 696 

75 

"\ 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

6.91 

6.12 

6.06 

7.24 

7.2,5 ./ 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE WISCONSIN EASTERN 

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

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

f 

/ 

\.... 

YEAR 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Selected Tota~ Not Selected, ' In USAGE 

Available or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

3,349 2,319 549 481 -
14.07 

100 % 69.2 % 16.4 % 14.4 % - % 

40 2L ..)5.0 18 45.0 238 
TOTAL I' CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No. On No. No. . No.On 
in Exist$nce July 1, 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1 j 1980 

" 

3 2 1 1 2 

58 1 ,158 364 20.0 6.28 -,'l'::~ 

Sessions Jurors In Hours In Avg.Jurors Avg.liourn 
Corlvened Session Session ,_, per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTiCS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

% Not Tota1 

--$.-. 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

" ESTIMATED COSTS 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

$116,700 490 35 

Not Selected, serving$16 8~ 
or Challenged ' 

158 66.4 80 33.6 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS / 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per TOTAL Session 

$ l 78,400 1 ,352 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTI(.IZATION 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

68 

" 
Number 'Ifo Criminal ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, 

% Selected Juror 
Number of 

NUmber of Number of Average 
or Usage Sessions Hours in' Number of 

JUNE 30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened Challenged Juries 

-~ 

1976 38 71. 1 16.7 69.1 17.69 3 
" 

~~ 
61 

1977 58 62.1 16.1 68.0 15.81 4 84 

1978 ~'~~ ~7.5 25.7 63.3 15.52 4 ' 73 0 

't{ '\: 1979 !f 
" 

46 '\~3. 5 13.9 70.6 14.63 3 " 64 

"-
1980 40 '" ~5.0 14.4 69.2 14.07 3 58 " 

'''-"1 

. COMMENT. Thls.dlstrlct reported an lmprovement ln lts J.U.I. despite 
~everal last mlnute settlements and a sequestered jury. In April 1980, 
Juror costs were assessed to the parties involved in a case which was 
settled the morning of the trial. This procedure may have contributed 
to the 198~ J.~.I. of 14.07 which ranked eighth when compared to the 
other 94 dlstrlcts. 
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Session Hours per 
Session 

'~I 

363 5.95 

524 6.24 

411 5.63 

346 5.41 

364 6.28 

n 
[j 

I 

I 
I 
I 
j 

------~ 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE WISCONSIN WESTERN 

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

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/' 

(' 

/' 

. 

"-

Total 
Available 

1,835 

100 % 

35 
TOTAL 

Total 
in Existence 

2 

27 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not Selected, In USf\GE 

or Chall<'>,lged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

1 ,399 334 85 17 
15.68 

76.2 % 18.2 % 4.7 % 0.9 % 

14 40.0 21 60.0 117 
CIVIL % CRIM'iNAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. NO.On 
July 1,1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 

1 1 1 1 

534 166 19.8 6.15 

Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Total 
ENDED 

Juror 

JUNE30 
of Jury Jury Selected, or Usa9il Numbei of 
Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 

Challenged Juries 

1976 17 58.8 11.5 67.9 17.95 1 

1977 8 87.5 4.7 71.3 19.11 2 

1978 24 50.0 5.0 78.2 16. 17 2 

1979 28 75.0 8.4 71.4 17.89 2 

'-
1980 35 60.0 4.7 76.2 15.68 2 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1980 

JUDGESHIPS LL.J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

(~ 
,) 76,100 650 41 

Not Selected, serVing$ 3 600 
or Challenged , 

48 41.0 69 59.0 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS ""\ 

Per TOTAL Session 
1 

$ 50,900 1,885 
I 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Session 

21 105 

20 115 

32 226 

27 162 

27 166 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

95 

" 
Average 

Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

5.00 

5.75 

7.06 

6.00 

6.15 .J 

COMMENT: ~Wisconsin, Western1s improved J.U.I. of 15.68 was partially due to 
decrease ln the pe~centage of criminal jury trials from 75.0 percent to 60.0 
The percentage of Jurors not used decreased from 8.4 to 4.7 percent. 

the 
percent. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE ARKANSAS EASTERN 

L~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 
"----_._---. .--~---~-- ."-------- .-- -.-.---~--~ _.---- ~-

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUHOFl 

Total Selected Not Selected, 
Available or Challenged Serving or 

In USAGE 
Travel INDEX 
Status 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS L~....J 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

Serving Challenged 
===--~----.=;::= --

G 
R 
A 
N 

D 

~~-- 2,439 905 838 
~--~--~-- c-------.-. -- ---'-'-'--- --

43 
----~--- 20.22 

L 100; 57.7 21.4 19.9 -- -----~-- ~.--~- -. 
1.0 

87 i 54 62.1 33~7'9 
_ TOTA_~. Civil ~o CRIf\A~NAl ", 

,______ JURY !RIALS~_ _ __ _ 

16 331 
.--'-~---T--·---'--------

118 20.7 7.38 

Sessions Jurors in Hours in i Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours 
Convened Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 
-

-----~.---~ 

CID
or National Profile ')' 

Open Foldout 
At Back Cover . 

~- --~// 

~----~--.-------~----- . ~- .. --.~.-- --.-----.--.-.~--.- -----'~---"---'''---'''' 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
-"- . 

JURY TRIALS PETIT .JtlROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION --
YEAR Number % Criminal u,c Not 

'c Selected Juror Total Number of Number of Average 
ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 

JUNE 30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened Session Hours per 
Challenged Juries Session 

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 

-

I 1979 74 47.3 19.9 59.0 21.48 1 19 131 6.89 

l 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. Nevertheless, 
this district did experience a modest improvement in the J.U.I. to 20.22. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE ARKANSAS WESTERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COUFtT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 

o 

/' 

/' 

\.. 

/' 

\.. 

Total 
Available 

2,684 

'100 % 

47 
TOTAL 

Total 
In Exlstel:lce 

2 

12 
Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not Selected,c':5 In USAGE 

or Challenged Serving or \ Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Statu.s I 
~ 

'1,796 589 299 -
21.47 

66.9 % 22.0 % 11 .1 % - % 

1H gO 9 9 1 g. 1 11'5 
CIVIL % ,CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. NO.On 
July 1, 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 

1 1 1 1 

265 68 22.1 5.67 
Jurors In Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 

' SeSSion Session per Session perSessJon 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
. .., 

,,JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total 
ENDED of jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of 

JUNE30 Triaj:,' Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Juries 

., 

1976 47 38.3 6.1 63.8 22.11 1 

1977 39 23.1 17.2 58.7 23.39 1 

1978 42 16.7 1 O. 3 64.4 23.08 2 

1979 44 36.4 7.5 62.6 22.86 1 

"-
1980 47 ~ 19.1 11. 1 66.9 21.47 2 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TurAl Trial Juror 
Day Day 

$ 106,000 848 39 
Not Selected, serVing$ 

or Challenged 11 .800 

104 83 2 21 16 R 
'CIVil % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTI MATED COSTS 

$ 
T 

Per TOTAL Session 

19,000 1,583 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

72 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION. 
,; 

Average 

" 
Number of Number of 
SeSSions Hours in Number of 
Convened Session Hours Pt:lt 

Session 

10 44 4.40 
", 

10 57 5.70 

11 59 5.36 

10 46 4.80 

12 68 5.67 .J 

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 s~lected 
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 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
0 

/' 

/' 

"-

Total 
AVailable 

1,203 

100 % 

15 
TOTAL 

Total 
In Existence 

2 

25 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
Selected 

JUROR 
Not Selected, In USAGE 

or ·Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challengt:ld Status 

771 151 166 115 

64.0 14. 15 
~'o 12.6 % 13.8 % 9.6 % 

10 66.7 5 33.3 85 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. No.On 
July 1. 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 

2 - 2 -
. 

494 135 19.8 5.40 
Jurors In Hours In Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
JURY TRIALS . PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR 
Number % Criminal % Not 

ENDED % Selected Juror Total 
of Jury Jury Selected. Number of 

JUNE 30 Trials Serving or or Usage 
Trials Serving Grand 

Challenged Index 
Jurie;} 

1976 22 50.0 21.9 57.6 17.77 4 
1977 31 38.7 19.5 65.1 14.29 4 
1978 17 35.3 34.8 45.5 21. 70 2 

1979 14 35.7 
.. ! 

21.0 61. 9 14.08 4 

"-
1980 15 33.3 13.8 64.0 14.15 2 
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YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS L.J!LJ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
......, 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$ 50,400 593 42 

Not Selected. serVlng$ 
or Challenged 7,000 

61 71.8 24 28.2 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 01 

.0 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
......, 

Per Per 
TOTAL 

Session Juror 
Day 

$ 
i 

30,600 1,224 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours In 
Convened Session 

32 211 

45 313 

16 95 

26 161 

25 135 

62 

" 
Average 

Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

6.59 

6.96 

5.94 

6.19 

5.40 ./ 



JUROR USAGE PROFILE IOWA SOUTHERN 

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

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

I' 

/ 

Total 
Available 

2,505 

100 % 

28 
TOTAL 

"-
.....-. 

Total 
in EXistence 

1 

25 

Sessions 
Convened 

"-

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not-Selected, In USAGE 

or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

1 ,581 414 502 8 
15.66 

63.1 0' 16.5 % 20. 1 % 0.3 % '0 

15 53.6 13 46.4 160 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. . No.On 
July 1. 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 

1 - - 1 

462 133 18.5 5.32 

Jurors In Hours In Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Session Session per Session per SessIon 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUPOR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total 
ENDED of Jury Jur~ Selected, or Usage Number of 

JUNE30 Trials Tria s Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Juries 

1976 53 67.9 15.2 67.4 17.45 3 

1977 43 60.5 12.8 69.3 15.91 2 

1978 30 66.7 13. 1 68.0 17. 15 2 

1979 35 82 9 21.6 61. 4 20.40 2 
~\. 

1980 28 "]~6. 4 20.1 63.1 15.66 1 "-

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS I 2~ I 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial juror 

Day Day 

c:-
,) 94,000 588 38 

Not Selected. serVing$ 
or Challenged 18,900 

111 69.4 49 30.6 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

$ 
I 19,700 788 

Dor Nationai Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Session 

. 41 301 

16 .104 

18 112 

20 128 

25 133 

43 

'\ 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

7.34 

6.50 

6.22 

6.40 

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 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 
I 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 

D 

/' 

/' 

"-

/' 

"-

YEAR 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, I.n USAGE 

Avallable or Challenged Serving or T,'avel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

6,904 4,215 970 1,670 49 
17.17 

100 % 61.1 % 14.0 % 24.2 % 0.7 % 

73 .14 60.3 29 39.7 402 

TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No. On No. No. No.On 
in Existence July 1. 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 

5 2 3 1 4 

67 1,379 428 20.6 6.39 

Sessions Jurors In Hours In Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours 
Convened Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

% Not Total 

.-----~-

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1980 

JUDGESHIPS L..£.J 
ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

S 252,200 627 37 
Not Selected, serVing$ 

or Chalienged 61,000 

231 57.5 171 42.5 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per TOTAL Juror Session 

$ I 98,800 1,475 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Day 

72 

"\ 

Average Number % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Number of 
ENDED of Jury Jury Selected. or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 

JUNE 30 trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened Session Hours per 
Chalienged Juries 

1976 97 48.5 16.6 67.7 16.32 2 52 261 ,. 

1977 87 62.1 21. 1 60.4 17.62 2 70 349 

1978 79 54.4 22.8 60.7 17.77 3 54 310 

1979 65 53.8 24.5 59.9 18.67 4 64 343 

1980 73 39.7 24.2 61.1 17.17 5 67 428 "-
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. This may account, in part, for the 
large percentage (24.2) of unused jurors. Minnesota, however, managed to improve 
its J. U. I. to 17. 1 7. 
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Session 

5.02 

4.99 

5.74 

5.36 

6.39 



JUROR USAGE PROFILE MISSOURI EASTERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/ 

tOlal 
Avll:Hable 

6,3.37 

100 % 

7 
,~L 

G~ 
~ 
/ 

.., 

TO,f\rl In Exis1ence 

3 

]'6 

sessl~:~~ Conven'd 

"-

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 
INDEX or Challenged Serving or Travel 

Serving Challenged Status 

3,729 1,234 1 ,360 14 
13.75 

58.8 % 19.5 % 21. 5 010 0.2 % 

104 75.9 33 24.1 461 
CIVIL % CRIMIN!~L % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. No.On 
July 1, 1979 Impaneled Discharged July1,1980 

3 - 1 2 

1,479 416 19.5 5.47 
Jurors In Hours In Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

1\ JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Nulber % Not % Selected Juror Total % Criminal ENDED Selected, Usage Number of 
of ~j.ury Jury 

Serving or 
or 

Grand JUNE 30 T als Trials Serving Index 
Juries 

\'1 

Challenged 

1976 
Ii . 

1 i21 52.1 20.3 55.2 17.08 6 

1977 1 \~8 44.2 20.0 54.9 17.43 6 
\ " 1978 H)O 42.0 22.0 57.4 16.89 4 

1979 
:1 

1019 -31.2 21. 3 57.3 15.03 5 

1980 1.37 24.1 21.5 58.8 13.75 n 3 \. 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial JUror 
Day Day 

$ 243.300 528 38 
Not Selected, serVlng$ !)? ~nn 

or Challenged 

386 83.7 75 16.3 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS "'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

$ T 61 ,200 805 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours In 
Convened Session 

111 585 

102 514 

73 420 

67 375 

76 416 

41 

"'\ 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

5.27 

5.04 

5.75 

5.60 

5.47 ~ 

COMMENT: Despite several last minut~ settlements a~d o~ien~ation for large panels.of 
jurors where the large majority remalned.unused, th~s dl~trlct, through the extenslve 
use of the multiple voir dire method of Jury selectlon, lmproved 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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JUROR USAGE PROFILE NEBRASKA 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/ 

"-

"-

Total 
Available 

3,140 

100 % 

40 
TOTAL 

Total 
tn Existence 

3 

31 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 
or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 

Serving Challenged Status 

1,599 516 888 137 
16.27 

50.9 % 16.4 % 28.3 % 4.4 % 

35 87.5 5 12.5 193 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. i 
No.On No. On NqI. 

July 1, 1979 Impaneled D/schC\rged Jllly 1,1980 

2 1 1 2 

628 194 20.3 6.26 

Jurors In Hours In Avg.Jurors Avg. Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
JURYTRJALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR 
Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total 

ENDED Selected, Usage Number of of Jury Jury or 
Grand JUNE 30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index 
Juries Challenged 

1976 63 30.2 31.8 52.6 17.04 1 

1977 62 29.0 22.6 57.8 15.43 2 

1978 50 24.0 26.7 56.6 15.34 1 

1979 48 . 35.4 30.6 49.7 18.43 3 

"-
1980 40 12.5. 28.3 50.9 16.27 3 

~S 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS LLt 
ESTIMATED COSTS " 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

135,300 701 43 
Not Selected, serVlng$ 

or Challenged 38,300 

150 77.7 43 22.3 
CIVIL % CRIMINAl.. 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

~ 48,300 1,558 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

NUmber of Nurnber of 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Session 

15 103 

16 112 

13 89 

21 141 

31 194 

77 

"\ 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
SessIon 

6.87 

7.00 

6.85 

6.71 

6.26 ./ 

COMMENT: Nebraska reported a number of last 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 in 
the number of sessions convened over last yp~r. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE MISSOURI WESTERN 

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

P 
E 

T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/ 

" 
/ 

Tolal 
AVailable 

7,909 

100 % 

71 

TOTAL 

Total 
In ExlstencG 

4 

43 

SessIons 
Ccnvened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 
or .challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 

ServIng Challenged status 

5,413 1,209 1,280 7 

68.4 % 15.3 ~h 16.2 
18.31 

% O. 1 ~~ 

31 43.7 40 56.3 432 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 0/0 TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. N6;On 
July 1. 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1, 1980 

3 1 - 4 

863 317 20.1 7.37 

Jurors In Hours In Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Session Session per Session perSes$lon 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
JURY TRIALS PETiT JUROR UTILIZATiON 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total 
ENDED Selected, Usage NUmber of of Jury Jur~ or 

Grand JUNE30 Trials Tria s Serving or Serving Index Challenged Juries 

1976 70 67.1 29.0 46.5 24.60 6 

1977 59 50.8 26.3 48.3 22.85 3 
1978 57 66.7 24.7 48.4 22.85 4 
1979 44 47.7 17.7 56.6 16.96 6 

\. 
1980 71 '56.3 16.2 68.4 18.31 4 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS LL.J 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$316,000 731 40 
Not Selected, serVing$ 51 200 

or Challenged , 

107 24.8 325 75.2 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

$ 
I 33,000 767 38 

For Nation~) 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

'\ 

ORAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of Average 
Siessions Hours In Number of 

Hours per CI:>nvened Session 
Session 

j~6 290 6.30 

Ei3 374 7.06 
, 

63 427 6.78 

6'-,) 429 6.60 

43 317 7.37 
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 I~ffect on juror 
efficiency and account, in part, for the increase in the J.U.1. to "18.31. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE NORTH DAKOTA 

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

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

" 

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 
USAGE Selected Not Selected, In Total Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX Available or 

C,haflenged Status Serving 

2,116 1 ,176 496 288 156 
19.96 

100 % 55.6 % 23.4 % 13.6 % 7.4 ~o 

29 8 27.6 21 72.4 106 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL (t/o TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No. On No. No. NO.On 
in Existence July 1, 1979 Impaneled .Discharged July 1,1980 

1 1 - 1 -

9 176 46 19.6 5.11 

Sessions Jurors in Hoursin Avg.Juror$ Avg.Hours 
Convened Session SessloQ per Session perSessfon 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR % Not % Selected Juror Total NUmber % Criminal Number of ENDED of Jury Jury Seiected, or Usage 
Grand JUNE30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index 
Juries ': Challenged 

(~ 

" 

1976 24 .58.3 23.5 59.8 20.63 2 

1977 24 79.2 23.2 61. 3 20.49 ,2 

1978 31 64.5 24.8 56.8 18.14 2 

1979 
?7 -'M.l. ~3 a. fifi 3. lQ.m ~ 

1980 29 72.4 13.6 55.6 19.96 1 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS LL.l 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

:r; 108~300 1,022 51 
Not Selected, serVing$ 

or Challen~ 14,700 

39 36.8 . 67 63.2 
CIVIL % CRIMfNAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS " Per 
TOTAL Per Juror Session Day 

$ 
I 16,200 1,800 92 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRANO JUROR UTILIZATION 

Numb.!lr of Number of 
Hours In SeSSf!:)11S 
SessIon .convened 

8 44 

11 63 

12 65 
.; 

lfi Rq 
., 

9 46 

'\ 

AVaf~ge 
Number of 
Hours per 
Sessron 

5.50 

5/73 
l 

81.42 
II 
I 
II ,. 

'~. Q~ 

5.11 .,) 

COMMENT: This district experienced one notorious case and numerous jurors in travel 
status due to inclement weather. These occurrences help account for the increase in 
the J. U. 1. to 19.96. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE SOUTH DAKOTA 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

f 

/ 

fotal 
Available 

3,574 

100 % 

50 

TOTAL 

"-

t' 

Total 
In Existence 

4 

21 

Sessions 
Convened 

"-

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not Selected, ' In USAGE 

or Challenged ServIng or Travel INDEX 
Serving Ch'aJlenged Status 

1,946 650 803 175 
19.97 

54.4 % 18.2 % 22.5 % 4.9 % 

21 42.0 29 58.0 179 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. No.On 
July 1, 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1, 1980 

2 2 2 2 

403 132 19.2 6.29 

Jurors til Hours In Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS 0 PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR NUrHber % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total 
ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of 

JUNE30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Juries 

1976 64 ,. 73.4 36.3 43.5 24.62 2 
'J 

1977 42 59.5 31. 9 48.7 22.89 4 

1978 43 (j 62',.8 28.5 50.3 22.39 2 , 

1979 29 65,5 25.9 56.9 20,18 ,2' 
'" "" "0' " -~ .... 

1980 
"-

50 58;0 22.5 54.4 19.97 4 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS L2-.J 
ESTIMATED COSTS " Per Per 

TOTAL Trial juror 
Day Day 

$ 178,800 999 50 
Not Selected, serVlng$ 

Or Challenged 40,200 

103 57.5 76 42.5 

" 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per TOTAL Juror Session 

$ 
i 

54,100 2,576 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Session 

36 206 

24 132 

21 93 
," 

17' 96 

21 132 

Day 

134 

'\ 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

5.72 

5.50 

4.43 

5'.65 

6.29 

CavlMENT: 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 slightly to 19.97. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE ALASKA 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 

D 

/ 

r 

f 

"-

Total 
Available 

1 ,484 

100 % 

20 
TOTAL 

Total 
In Existence 

3 

25 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 

or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

936 175 299 74 
20.05 

63.1 % 11.8 0' ,0 20.1 % 5.0 % 

2 10.0 18 90.0 74 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. No.On 
July 1. 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 

1 2 1 2 

524 189 21.0 7.56 

Jurors [n Hours In Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total 
ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of 

Serving or Grand JUNE 30 Trials Trials Challenged Serving· Index 
Juries 

1976 1'8 88.9 25.6 62.3 20.94 1 

1977 20 8,5.0 22.6 63.9 18.04 2 

1978 14 78.6 , , 32.3 52.5 23.58 2 

1979 14 85.7 52.5 38.0 31.98 1 
" 

' ' , 

1980 20 90.0 20.1 63.1 20.05 3 \, 

--,-- ---~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS LL-1 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
""'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

(I' 
,,1>63.000 851 42 

Not Selected, servlng$l 
or Challenged 2 2700 

25 33.8 49 66.2 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TOTAL Juror Session Day 

$ i 62,200 2,488 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTiliZATION 

Number of Number of 
Ses@lons Hours In 
Convened Session 

.-" , 
21 76 

25 135 

21 131 

14" 106 

25 189 I 

119 

,Average 
NUmber of 
Hours per 
Session 

3.76 

5.40 

6.'24 

7.57 

7.56 
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. In addition, the district also has one of the 
highest proportions of criminal jury trials in the nation. Despite these 
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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JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
ARIZONA 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

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

P 
E 
T 
I 
r 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

f 

/' NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 

Total 
Selected Not Selected,' In USAGE 

or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Available Serving Challenged Status 

7,902 5,000 1,554 1,268 80 

100 % 63.3 % 19.7 % 16.0 % 1. 0 DID 

19.04 

95 7 7.4 88 92.6 415 

TOTAL CNIL % CRIMINAL % ToTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On No. No. NQ,On 

in Existence JUly 1.1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 

5 1 4 2 3 

116 2,322 642 20.0 5.53 

Sessions Jurors In Hour~ in Avg .. Jurors AVg.Hours 

Convened Seseion Session per Session pe.rSesslon 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATiON 

Total 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$ 297,500 717 38 

Not Selected, serving$ 47 600 
or Challenged , 

70 16.9 345 83.1 I 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"'\ 

Per 
TOTAL Session 

$ 
i 

123,400 1 ,064 

For National Profile 
1 Open Foldout 

At Back Cover 

-
GRAND JUROR UTILlZK(JON -

Per 
Juror 
Day 

53 

"\ 

Average 
YEAR Number 9/0 Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Numberof Number of 

ENDED Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 
Hours per of Jury Jury Grand Session 

JUNE 30 Trials Trials Serving or 
Challenged 

Serving Index Convened 
Juries Session 

"\\ 

1976 174 95.4 24.5 45.6 25.88 7 '105 664 
., 

Oi • 

1977 170 95.9 15.6 57.4 21.56 '7 142 820 
-

D 

1978 106 93.4 24.3 49.6 24.29 8 138 824 
~.- -, 

1979 84 94.0 19.8 59.5 21.40 5 128 671 

1980 95 92.6 16.0 63.3 19.04 5 ) 116 ' 642 

COMMENT: The district had a number of highly publicized cases and mistrials 
last year. There were also several last minute settlements and changes of plea. 
The district of Arizona, however, was able to improve its J.U.I. by over two 
points. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE CALIFORNIA NORTHERN 
2 L:J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/" 

\.... 

Total 
Available 

15,277 

100 % 

106 

TOTAL 

Total 
in Existence 

12 

167 

SeS$jons 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 
Or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 

Serving Challenged Status 

9,948 2,010 3,309 10 

65.1 % 13.2 % 21.6 % 
17.24 

0.1 % 

55 51.9 51 48.1 886 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. ' No.On 
JUly 1, 1979 Impaneled Dischargl~d July 1,1980 

5 7 6 6 

3,304 951 19.8 5.69 

Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURYTRJALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not Total 
ENDED Selected, 

% Selected Juror 

JUNE30 
of Jury Jury or Usage Number of 
Trials Trials Serving or Serving , Grand 

Challenged 
Index 

Juries 

1976 119 54.6 21.5 66.8 16. 16 11 

1977 120 60.0 21.4 65.9 16.77 9 

1978 133 56.4 17.3 69.3 15.76 10 

1979 107 48.6 21.8 65.6 16.28 , 8 

1980 106 48.1 21.6 65.1 17.24 
I 

'-
12 

A-97 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS --
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial juror 
Day Day 

$640,900 723 42 

Not Selected, serving$138 400 
or Challenged , 

504 56.9 382 43.1 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS "'-

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

$ 
i 

128,900 772 39 

r--------------,~ 
For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GF1AND JURORUTJLlZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours In 
Oonveneci Session 

)) 
------\i..-~, 

',' 

148 805 
'.-

140 779 

'131 I'" 734 

163 898 
'I 

i' 
167 ! 951 

Average 
Number of 
Hours pet 
Session 

5.44' 

5.56 

5.60 

5.51 

5.69 

"\ 

,) 



JUROR USAGE PROFILE CALIFORNIA EASTERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 

T 

T 

G 

R 
A 
N 
D 

r 

r 

\. 

j'., 

Total 
Available 

2,634 

100 % 

32 
TOTAL 

Total 
in Existence 

5 

52 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected 

-, 
Not Selected, In " USAGE 

Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX or 
Challenged Status Serving 

1,539 320 743 32 

58.4 0/0 12.2 % 28.2 % 1.2 % 
19.80 

6 18.8 26 81.2 133 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. No.On 
July 1,1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 

3 2 3 2 

1 ,067 256 20.5 4.92 

Juror,p in Hours in Avg.Jurors AVg.Hours 
Session' Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR % Not % Selected JUroir Total Number % Criminal Selected, Number of ENDED of Jury Jury or Usagl3 
Grand JUNE30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Juries Challenged 

1976 57 87,7 34.6 53.4 23.39 ,3 
<.I ' " /?-.-

37.0 53.5 22.48 2 1977 ~ 30 90.0 

1978 37 81.1 24.9 59.3 20.39 5 

1979 4T I 78'.0 25.2 59.4 18.26 5 
. 

'. 

\. 
1980 32 81.2 28.2 58.4 19.80 5 
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YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$ 119,700 900 45 

Not Selected, serving$33 800 
or Challenged , 

34 25.6 99 74.4 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTAL Per 
Session 

~72 ,000 1,385 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

67 

Average 

"\ 

'\ 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in Number of 
Convened Session Hours per 

Session 

50 182 3.64 

"i", 40 14,6 3.65 

43 179 4.16 " 

7" 346 4.87 

52 256 4.92 ../ 

-~"' . .----~--.-----------------~ 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE CALIFORNIA CENTRAL 
1 

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

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR Total Selected Not Selected, In USAGE Available or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX Serving Challenged Status 
22,723 14,375 2,280 5,846 222 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 
ESTIMATED COSTS "'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

888,900 733 

P 
E 

T 
100 % 63.3 % 

l 
10.0 % 

$ 39 
25.7 18.73 

1.0 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/' 

\" 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1976 

1977 

1978 

1979 

1980 

% % 

1 ,213 
240 71 29.6 169 70.4 

TOTAL 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
Total No. On No. No. .) No. On In Existence July 1, 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1, 1980 

29 13 16 13 16 

446 8,687 2,464 19.5 5.52 

SessIons Jurors in Hours in AVg.Jurors Avg.Hours Convened Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS ' 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

NUmber % Criminal % Not Total % Selected Juror of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand Challenged Juries 

206 82.0 27.7 62.4 19.64 26 
225 78 . .7 28.4 61.3 ·J9.77 33 

/' 
'/ 177' 71.8 29.5 61.7 

r .,. 
)'7 ' 2:0.71 t-L_. /i 

193 67.4 32.8 57.5 19.82 , ·/28 
240 70.4 25.7 63.3 18.73 29 

Not Selected, serVing$ 
or Challenged 228,400 J 

468 38.6 745 61.4 
CIVil. °/0 CRIMINAL % 
JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMJ.\TED COSTS '\ 

Per Per TOTAL 
Session juror 

$ 
I 

349,800 I 784 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Day 

40 

"'\ 

Number of NUmber of Average 
Sessions Hours In Number of 

Hours per Convened SessiOh 
Session 

423 2,226 5.26 

405 2,083 5.14 

327 1,647 5.04 

376 2,015 5.36 

446 2,464 . .: ' . I 

COMMENT. The dlstr1ct s J.U.I. 1mproved for the second year 1n a row, dropping 
by more.than a full point. This district provides for separate juror orientation 
days WhlCh tends to adversely affect its overall J.U.I. 

5.52 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE CALIFORNIA SOUTHERN 

L2-t PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 

T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/' 

'-
/' 

"-

Total 
Available 

5,591 

100 % 

53 
TOTAL 

Total 
In Existence 

10 

198 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 

or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Ohallenged Status 

2,767 1 ,081 1 ,743 -
24.63 

49.5 % 19.3 % 31.2 % - % 

9 17.0 44 83.0 227 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 0' 

10 :1 TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. No.On 
July 1,1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 

6 4 4 6 

3~902 1,088 j 19.7 5.49 

Jurors in Hours In AVg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURYTRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR 
~; 

Number % CrimInal % Not % Selected Juror Total 
ENDED of Jury Jur~ 

Selected, or Usage Number of 
JUNE 30 Trials Tria s Serving or Serving Index Grand 

Challenged Juries 

1976 146 90.4 20.5 60.8 20.95 14 

1977 105 91.4 22.9 60.1 22.73 13 

1978 102 94.1 18.4 65.6 19.72 13 

1979 79 84.8 24.2 58.7 21.72 12 
~---" 

1980 53 83.0 31.2 49.5 24.63 10 '-

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 
ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$201,600 888 36 

Not Selected, servlng$62 900 
or Challenged , 

74 32.6 153 67.4 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

$ 129,400 654 
I 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND ,JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Session 

177 796 

168 827 

154 676 

163 B08 
" 

198 1,088 

33 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

4.50 

4.92 

4.39 

4.96 

5.49 

'\ 

COMMENT; This district reported large numbers of jurors impaneled for orientati~n alone. 
In addition, California, Southern experienced several notorious cases and last mlnute 
pleas. These occurrences contributed to the subs~antial.increase in the J:U.I. an9 the 
decline in the percent of jurors selected or servlng to lts lowest level Slnce 1973. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE HAWAII 

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

P 
E 

T 

T 

G 

R 
A 
N 

D 

/' 

/' 

"-

/' 

'-

Total 
Available 

1 ,362 

100 % 

21 

TOTAL 

Total 
in Existence 

4 

36 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Selecled Not Selected, In USAGE 
or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 

Serving Challenged Status 

807 426 127 2 
19.74 

59.3 % 31. 3 % 9.3 % O. 1 % 

5 23.8 16 76.2 69 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No.On No. No. No.On 
July 1,1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 

2 2 2 2 

668 192 18.6 5.33 

Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg. Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % CrimInal % Not % Selected Juror Total 
ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of 

JUNE 30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged JUries 

1976 20 65.0 8.7 65.0 15.40 3 

1977 20 75.0 8.3 58.1 20.32 3 

1978 11 36.4 1.3 67.5 12.73 4 

1979 18 
..,.., n 
f f. 0 4.2 61.2 19.62 4 

1980 21 76,~ 2 9.3 59.3 19.74 4 
"-

A-10l 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1980 

JUDGESHIPS Lf..-1 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 
,~ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

S50,800 736 37 
'--

Not Selected, Servings 4 700 
or Challenged , 

14 20.3 55 79.7 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

$ 
i 

Per TOTAL Session 

32,600 906 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

49 

'\ 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of Average 
Sessions Hours in Number of 
Convened Session Hours per 

Session 

33 198 6.00 

60 371 6.18 

47 212 4.51 
.. "'U 

-, 

31 148 4.77 

36 192 5.33 ./ 



JUROR USAGE PROFILE IDAHO 
YEAR ENDED 

JUNE 30,1980 

JUDGESHIPS LL.J LLJ. ES or HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) PLAC . . 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/' 

Total 
Available 

1,236 

100 % 

20 
TOTAL 

Tntal 
In Existence 

1 

28 

Sessions 
"Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS ESTIMATED COSTS JUROR 
Per Per rselected Not Selected, In , USAGE 

'I 

1 

I 

II·, 

TOTAL Trial Juror Challenged Serving or "Travel INDEX 
Day Day 

or 
Challenged Status Serving 

751 213 244 28 $ 53,600 788 43 
18.18 

Not Selected, servlng$l 0 600 60.8 % 17.2 % 19.7% 2.3% or Challenged , 

10 50.0' 10 50.0 68 27 39.7 41 60.3 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIALS 
% TOTA~L_'-L~C~I~VI~L~~~O~~~~~CR~I~M~IN~A~L~_O_~~ 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

NO,On No. 
July 1, 1979 Impaneled 

- 1 

578 169 

Jurors in Hours In 
Session Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

No. No.On 
Discharged July 1,1980 

- 1 
-

'-

20.6 6.04 

Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours 
par SeSSion per Se$slon 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

ESTI MA TED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

$ 55 ,600 1 ,986 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

'\ 
Per 

Juror 
Day 

96 

"if PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION JUR~, TRIALS Average 
GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

,: % Not Juror Total Number of Number of Number of YEAR Number % Crlmilial d % Selected Number of Sessions Hours In Hours per 
ENDED of Jury: JurY :e~I~~~e or or YnsJi; Grand Convened Session SeSSion 

JUNE 30 Trials i! Trial!) Challenged Serving Juries, ~"I J',---

L:::~~~~~i~~~~~~~~=====4~~~t=~3~=r~2~9==i=~~18~2~~6~~ 1976 25 i 68.0 20.0 69.5 15.51 

1977 ,31 51.6 22.8 59. 1 16.57 3 32 240 7.50 
:; 

1978 22 54.5 34.7 49.5 20.39 3 16 108 6.75 

19.6 r ~ " o I.U 16.61 

\. 1980 20 I~ 5p.0 19.7 60.8 18.18 

COMMENT' Idaho reported many tnals WhlCh were vacate~ 
be compieted r~sulting~n sUbsta~tial/umb~~s6~fi~n~~~9 
part, for the lncrease ln the J. .. rom . 
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1 22 141 ,. '" 0.'1-1 

1 28 169 6.04 ./ 

before jury selection could 
jurors. This accounts, in 
to 18.18 in 1980. I 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE MONTANA 
~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

r 

'\. 

\. 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR Total Selected Not Selected, In USAGE Available -OJ' Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX Serving Challenged Status 

1,880 964 286 443 187 

100 % 51. 3 % 15.2 % 23.6 % 9.9 % 
18.80 

23 14 60.9 9 39. 1 
TOTAL CIVil % CRIMINAL (' o' la 

JURY TRIALS 

100 

TOTAL 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
Total No. On No. No. No.On In ExIstence July 1, 1979 Impaneled DIsCharged July 1,1980 

2 1 1 1 1 
,-

10 212 59 21.2 5.90 

Sessions Jurors In Hours In Avg.Jurors Av9.Hours Convened SessIon SeSSion per Session per Session 
USAGE STATISTICS 

JURY TRIALS 
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

2 
JUDGESHIPS L-1 

ESTIMATED COSTS " Per Per TOTAL TrIal JUror 
Day Day 

$93,800 938 50 

Not Selected, servlng$22 100 
or Challenged , 

75 75.0 25 25.0 
CIVIL cio CRIMINAL 
JURY TRIAL DAYS 

~b 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
$ 
1 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

19,000 1,900 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

Per 
JUror 
Day 

90 

PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 
GRANO JUROR UTILIZATION YEAR 

Number % Criminal % Not ENDED % Selected JUror Total ,Number of Number of Average of Jury 'Jury Selected, or Usage Number of SeSSions Number of 
JUNE30 Trials TrIals Serving or Hours in Serving Index Grand Convened SeSSion Hours per Challenged 

Juries 
Session 

1976 32 62.5 23.3 54.7 20.45 1 9 66 7.33 1977 1)54 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 ".n 

7.43 I 

I :u:: 
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 inclement weather, Montana reported a large percentage of 
jurors (9.9 percent) in travel status. This resulted in a decline in the percent 
selected or serving to 51.3. The J.U.I., however, remained virtually unchanged at 18.80. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE NEVADA 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

I' 

1--

Total 
Available 

2,864 
I-- ~--

100 % 
,-----. 

38 

TOTAL 

"-

/ 

Total 
in EXistence 

6 

139 

Sessions 
Convened 

"-

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Selected Not Selected. In USAGE 
or Challenged Servlpg or Travel INDEX 

Sorving Challenged Status 

1 ,595 507 695 67 --.- 19.22 
55.7 % 17.7 % 24.3 % 2. 3 ~o 

16 42.1 22 57.9 149 

CIVIL .(l~::: CRIMINAL N 
10 TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. No.On 
July 1.1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 

3 3 2 4 
-

2,697 603 19.4 4.34 

Jurors in Hours In Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
sessIon Ses$ion per$esslon per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not ~o Selected Juror Total 
ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of 

JUNE30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Jurl~ 

" 
~ 

1976 55 89.1 28.3 56.6 22.65 4 

1977 41 73.2 38.8 49.4 23.24 5 

1978 26 76.9 30.4 54.8 23.47 5 
,. 

1979 42 76.2 27.9 55.1 22.78 5 

"-
1980 38 57.9 24.3 55.7 19.22 6 

.. 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$113,800 764 40 
Not Selected, serVing$ 27 700 

or CI1allenged , 

65 43.6 84 56.4 
CIVIL ~I 

10 CRIMINAL ~h 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per 
Per--

TOTAL Juror Session Day 

81 ,500 586 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

NUmber of Number of 
Sessions Ho.urs in 
Convened Session 

89 421 

139 760 

110 508 

110 483 

139 603 

30 

......, 

--
Average 

Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

4.73 

5 . .47 
.,-

4.62 

4.39 

4.34 

COMMENT: Nevada summons prospective jurors for orientation only which results in some 
jurors being present and paid for services not used. Despite this, Nevada showed an 
improvement in the J.U.I. of more than three points. 

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 OREGON 

~-1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/' NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, In USN3E 
or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX Available Serving Challenged Status 

P 
E 4,183 2,620 706 760 97 

62.6 % 16.9 18.2 2.3 
17.00 

100 % ~'o % %1 
T 

T 
40 12 30.0 28 70.0 246 

TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL a/a TOTAL 

\., JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No. On No. No. No.On 
In Existence July 1, 1979 Impaneled Discharged JulY 1,1980 

G 
R 3 - 3 -. 3 

A 
N 66 1 ,359 409 20.6 6.20 
0 

Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg,Jurors Avg. Hours 
Convened Session Session per Session per Session 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

/' HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total 
ENDED v.f Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of 

JUNE 30 Serving or Serving Index Grand (TrIals Trials Challengt'ld Juries 

1976 83 36.1 22.6 54.2 15.96 5 

1977 81 54.3 22.7 54.9 16.02 5 

1978 61 63.9 19.2 64.0 16.15 5 

1979 49 67.3 24.1 56.2 17.21 3 --

\., 
1980 40 70.0 18.2 62.6 17.00 3 

YEAR ::'NDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS L2-l 
ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial ,",Iror 

Day Day 

$ 167,200 680 40 

Not Selected, serVing$ 30 400 
or Challenged , 

120 48.8 126 51.2 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 0' ,0 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TOTAL Juror Session Day 

100 .. 400 1 ,521 
i 
$ 

For National Profile 
Open F.oldout 
At BacK Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Session 

50 245 

67 336 

72 409 

63 406 

66 409 

74 

"' 
Average 

Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

4.90 

5.01 

5.68 

6.44 

6.20 ./ 

COMMENT: Oregon reported three notorious cases, including a hijacking and a drug case 
involving 17 defendants. Larger numbers of jurors are called in for ~hese types of 
cases due to the anticipated number of excuses and challenges. In splte of these 
occurrences Oregon showed improvement in both the percentage of jurors not selected, 
serving, or' challenged and the percentage of jurors selected or serving. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE WASHINGTON EASTERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 

T 

I 
T 

G 

R 
A 
N 
D 

/' 

"-

"-

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not Selec;ted, In USAGE 

Total or Challenged Serving"or Travel INDEX 
Available Serving Challenged Status 

1 ,804 1 , 150 288 326 40 

63.7 % 16.0 % 18. 1 0' 2.2 % 
17.18 

1 00 ~o 10 

21 7 33.3 14 66.7 105 

TOTAl. CIVIL °fp CRIMINAL ~~ TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No. On No, \\ No. NO.On 
In Existence July 1,1979 rmpal?ele~ Discharged July 1,1980 

2 1 I 1 I 1 1 

12 227 49 18.9 4.08 

Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Convened Session Session perSes$ion per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIAI.S PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

% Not Total YEAR Numbm-c'::; % CrIminal % Selected Juror 
ENDED Selected. Number of 

of Jury Jury or Usage 
Grand JUNE 30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index 

Challenged Juries 

1976 31 74.2 20.0 55.5 20.18 2 
' .. 

1977 23 65.2 21.0 58.4 19.41 2 

1978 27 74.1 18.0 56.4 21.54 1 

1979 19 68.4 19.3 60.6 17.86 2 

1980 21 66.7 18.1 63.7 17.18 2 
'-

A-I06 
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YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

J!)OGESHIPS L1-J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
""\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$72,300 689 40 

Not Selected, serVing$ 13 100 
or Chailenged , 

63 60.0 42 40.0 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL ~u 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
~'\ 

Per TOTAL Session 

$ 23,900 1 ,992 
I 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Bac;{ Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Session 

/ 

-
13 93 

13 78 

12 61 

12 50 

12 49 
~I 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

105 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

7.15 
,,-

6.00 

5.08 

4.17 

4.08 ./ 

- -~, "~----~---.---------

JUROR USAGE PROFILE WASHINGTON WESTERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 

T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

I' 

I' 

\... 

"-

Total 
Available 

4,855 

100 % 

6~ 

TOTAL 

Total 
in Existence 

2 

58 

SessIons 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Selected Not Selected, In 
, 

USAGE 
or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 

Serving Challenged Status 

3,001 874 876 104 

61.8 % 18.0 % 18.0 ~b 2. 2 ~b 
17.92 

14 21.5 51 78.5 271 
CIVIL 01 

,0 CRIMINAL 0' 
'0 TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. No.On 
July 1, 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1.1980 

2 - - 2 

1,260 455 2l. 7 7.84 

~ 

Jurors In Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARIS.ONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected JUror Total 
ENDED of Jury Jury Selected. or Usage Number of 

JUNE 30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Juries 

1976 82 90.2 21.6 59.9 19.90 4 

1977 73 82.2 22. 1 59. 1 18.96 2 

1978 61 85.2 20.9 62.1 20.31 4 

1979 72 87.5 25.6 57.0 2l. 79 4 

~ 1980 65 78.5 18.0 61.8 17.92 2 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

$183,500 677 38 
Not Selected, serVlng$ 33 000 

or Challenged , 

106 39.1 165 60.9 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL VI 

,0 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per TOTAL Juror Session 

$ 50,500 871 
i 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of ~umber of 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Session 

54 376 

53 373 

55 419 

60 478 

58 455 

Day 

40 

'\ 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

6.96 

7.04 

7.62 

7.97 

7.84 ./ 

COMMENT: Through use of the multiple voir dire this district was able to improve its 
J.U.I. by 3.87 points. This occurred despite a number of notorious trials. The pre­
sence of notorious trials usually adversely affects juror statistics. The decrease in 
the pel~centage of criminal jury trials may account, in part, for the improved J.U.I. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE GUAM 

Ll1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

I' 

F 

I' 

\... 

Total 
Available 

265 

100 % 

2 
TOTAL 

Total 
in EXistence 

2 

11 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS I JUROR 
Seleoted Not Selected. hi USAGE 

or Challen'ged ~$ervlng or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

66 54 '145 -

24.9 % 20.4 % 54.7 % ~b 
37.86 -

1 50.0 1 50.0 7 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. NO.On 
July 1,1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1, 1980 

1 1 1 1 

-

217 72 19.7 6.55 

JQrors In Hours In Avg.Jurors Mg. Hours 
Session Session perSessJon per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total 
ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of 

JUNE 30 Trials Trials ServIng or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Juries 

1976 9 66.7 57.9 32.8 34.50 2 

1977 2 50.0 63.1 20.5 60.00 2 

1978 3 33.3 30.7 66.5 14.35 1 

1979 4 25.0, ", 30.5 57.1 19.35 1 

1980 '2 50.0 54.7 24.9 37.86 2 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS L.2-.l 
ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

~p 7,900 1,129 30 

Not Selected, servlng$4 300 
or Challenged , 

4 57.1 3 42.9 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

$ 6,900 627 32 
[ 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
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GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Session 

8 30 

15 59 

7 24 

11 55 
,. 

Average 
NUmber of 
Hours per 
Session 

3.75 

3.93 

3.43 

5.00 

'\ 

" 

11 72 6.55 ./ 

COMMENT: Guam reported only two jury trials during the entire statistical year of 
1980, one civil case in March and one criminal case i~ February. Out of the 265 . 
jurors available, only 60 were selected, whereas 145 Jurors were not selected, servlng, 
or challenged. As a result, Guam's J.U.I. for 1980 was 37.86. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE NORTHERN MARIANA ISLANDS 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/ 

"-

\... 

Total 
Available 

354 

100 % 

4 
TOTAL 

Total 
in Existence 

1 

6 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 

Of Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

92 151 111 -

26.0 % 42.6% 31.4 % 
35.40 

- % 

- - 4 100.0 10 
CIVIL 0/0 CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. NO.On 
July 1,1979 Impaneled Discharged July1,1980 

- 1 - 1 

131 15 21.8 2.50 

Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total 
ENDED Selected, Usage Number of of Jury Jury or 

Grand JUNE 30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index 
Juries Challenged 

1976 - .- - - - -
1977 - - - - - -
1978 - - 1018.0 - - N/A 

t--. 

1979 4 100.0 63.4 18.2 46.10 -

\.. 1980 4 100.0 311 .4 26.0 35.40 1 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1980 

JUDGESHIPS LJ..-' 
ESTIMATED COSTS " Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

$ 11 ,400 1 ,140 32 

Not Selected, serving$3 600 
or Challenged , 

10 100.0 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS '" 
Per 

Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

4,300 717 
i 
$ 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours In 
Convened Session 

- -

- -
- -

- -
, 

6 15 

33 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

-

-
-
-

2.50 

'" 

./ 

COMMENT: The Northern Mariana Islands experienced only four criminal trials during 
1980 for a period of ten ju~y trial days. Almost half of the jurors called (42.6 
percent) were challenged, 111 jurors (31.4 percent) were not selected and only 92 
jurors (26.0 percent) were selected for service. These figures account for the high 
J.U.I. of 35.40. This is the second yeaV' that Northern Mariana Islands reported jury 
trials since the district was created on January 8, 1978. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE COLORADO 
? 

L."::-__ J PLACES OF HOLD'N(~ COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 

E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

F. 
.... ~ .. -. -......... -.. -.. -~- ... , .. ~.~ .. -.-.----..... -.... -.-.-.'.'.'-' ... ~ 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
---'-'-- - .. -.--~ ~. 

Total No. On No. No No. On 
in Existence July 1. 1979 Impaneled Discharged July L 1980 

I' .= 
I 4 
1 .. __ ._- .. ~_J 2 2 

.1... 

r-'--'.~ 

I 5 

~ - -,--_ .. _ ... - --'.-.'_ .. " ._-_._--,... ... _._- ,--_ ..... _. _. 

6 1 , 132 418 20.2 7.46 

~ 
~.?.n.~ 
-----~---~~--~---

--
ions Jurors 111 Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
ened I Session Session per Sessie., per Session --

USAGE STATISTICS 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30. 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ __ . ..J 

........ _ .. -........ - _.. ... - _ .. -._.--..,. 

L~~E~T[MArC_08T8·1 
1 Per 
I TOTAL S Per ,Juror 
I esslon Dny 
J::::::;:-_.--==--_:- -- - - - -.::-

$84,400 1,507 75J 
I._. __ .. --.• --.--~-~---.~~-•. _ ... 

--.-,~--.---~.~~~--.- .............. -.--------"~~----~----~--.~-----.-----_. __ . ~---~-~----'-----~-~'- ~-----.~~----- ----
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

, 

f---. ---.. -~-.-

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR " Not 'J Total Average Number % Criminal se,ec-;:dl~Ju-ror Number of Number of 
ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 

JUNE 30 Tria:s Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened Session Hours per 
Challenged Juries Session 

--- '-
1976 107 62.6 23.9 57.3 16.53 1 49 334 6.82 

-- '-----_.- .• -

1977 101 72.3 18.6 64.5 16.77 2 44 332 7.55 
-~-. 

1978 96 69.8 23.2 59.8 17.76 3 62 420 6.77 

1979 130 74.6 20.8 60.7 17.26 4 50 370 7.40 

\.. 
1980 97 61.9 14.3 62.4 14.88 4 56 418 7.46 

~--. 

COMMENT: Colorado l s Local Rule 11 provides for jury costs to be "assessed equally 
against the parties and their counsel," when a civil action is settled or "disposed 
of in advance of the actual trial. 11 This rule may discourage last minute settle­
ments that can result in jurors being pald but not serving. 

Colorado l s 1980 J.U.I. of 14.88 ranked eleventh among the 95 district courts. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE KANSAS 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/' 

/ 

"-

/ 
1--. 

\. 

Total 
Available 

4,213 

100% 

69 

TOTAL 

Total 
In EXistence 

7 

31 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Selected Not Selected. In USAGE 
or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 

Serving Challenged Status 

2,885 579 717 32 

68.5 0' 13.7 % 17.0 O! 0.8 0' 
15.90 

,0 0 '0 

33 47,8 36 52.2 265 
CIVIL 0' ,'0 CRIMINAL j),() TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No, No. No.On 
July 1, 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1, 1980 

4 3 3 4 

629 189 20.3 6.10 

Jurors in Hours in Avg. Juror.s Avg.Hours 
SeSsion Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATiSTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
JURYTRIAJ S PET!T JUROR UTILlZAT!ON 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not 'c!, Selected Juror Total 
ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of 

JUNE30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Juris,s 

1976 104 59.6 20.2 64.4 17.62 3 

1977 76 53'.9 21.4 63.2 16.87 6 

1978 80 70.0 18.6 66.3 17.48 5 

1979 55 60.0 19.6 65.5 16.59 5 

\... 
1980 69' 52.2 17.0 68.5 15.90 7 
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YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

---- Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$183,700 693 44 
Not Selected, serving$31 200 

or Challenged , 

136 51. 3 129 48.7 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 1{ 

--
JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

$ 
i 

Per TOTAL Session 

37,200 1,200 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

59 
--

I 

') 
GRAND JUROR UT1LIZATION I 

Number of Number 01 Average -I 
Sessions Hours in Number of 
Convened Sesilion Houf$ per 

Session 

-
33 241 7.30 

42' 289 6.88 

56 359 6.41 

25 174 6.96 

31 189 6.10 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE NEW MEXICO 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/' 

/ 

"-
/' 

" 

Total 
Available 

4,870 

100 % 

78 

TOTAL 

Total 
in Existence 

4 

30 

Sessions 
Convened 

-
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 
Selected Not SelectEid, In USAGE 

or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

3,354 757 423 336 

68.9 % 15.5 0' 10 8.7 % 6.9 0' 
'Q 

15.46 

48 61.5 30 38.5 315 
CIVIL 0' 10 CRIMINAL 0; 

.0 TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. No.On 
July 1, 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 

2 2 2 2 

602 185 20.1 6.17 

Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg. Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Tota! 
ENDED of .Jtl:ry Jury Selected, or Usage Number of 

JUNE 30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Juries 

-
1976 84 52.4 14.3 64.7 19.25 5 

1977 86 50.0 15.6 66.6 17.55 5 

1978 84 53.6 13.4 70.3 16.55 5 

1979 75 64.0 19.0 62.9 20.56 4 

" 
1980 78 38.5 8.7 68.9 15.46 4 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

~~ 271 ,600 862 56 

Not Selected, serving$23 600 
L or Challenged , 

231 73.3 84 26.7 
CIVIL % CRIMII~AL 0' 

,0 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per 
Per TOTAL Juror Session 

$ 48,900 1,630 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Bacl< Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hoursln 
Convened Session 

61 325 

43 228 

29 154 

31 149 

30 185 

Day 

81 

"\ 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

5.33 

5.30 

5.31 

4.81 

6.17 ..J 

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. Only 8.7 percent of all prospective 
jurors were not used despite three notorious trials. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
OKLAHOMA NORTHERN 

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

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/" 

f 

\..... 

/' 

"-

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 

Total 
Available 

(.Ir Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
ServIng Challenged Status 

2,244 1,542 345 357 -
12.68 

100 % 68.7 % 15.4 01 15.9 % -10 % 

52 39 75.0 13 25.0 177 

TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL '% TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No. On No. No. No.On 
In Existence July 1, 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 

2 1 1 1 1 

20 437 160 21.9 8.00 

Sessions:. Jurors In Hours In Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Convened Session Session per Session per Session 

.. 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

' Total YEAR Number % Crtmlilal % Not % Selected Juror 
ENDED of Jury Jur~ 

Selected, or Usage Number of 

JUNE30 Trials Tria s Serving or Serving Index Grand 

. ". Challenged JurIes 

, 
1976 4~ 53~3 12.3 70.5 16.37 2 
~ 

';;:1,.. ., 

1977 39 " 1\, .. 53.8 17.4 69.0 19.89 2 

" 
1978 21 0 

~. 

42\~,9 11.5 72.9 14.35 2 
c 

1979 25 6.0.0'",,. 21.5 66.8 16.99 2 
c' 

1980 ,52 25.0 15.9 68.7 12.68 2 
"- , " 

--~-. 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS 12 2/31 

ESTIMATED COSTS "-
-. 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$ 90 ,300 510 40 

Not Selected, servlng$14 4U 
or Challenged , 0 

133 75.1 44 24.9 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 0/0 

JURY TRIAL DAYS J 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per TOTAL Juror 

Session 

$ 
[ 

19,400 970 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION .' 

Day 

44 

"\ 

Number-of Number of l_ AV9ra\ie 
Sessions Hours In ·t~umb~r of 

Session l"iOUrsper Convened SeSsIon 

40 303 7.58 

25 165 6.60 

17 120 7.06 

20 152 7.60 

;1' 20 160 8.00 

COMMENT: This district's J.U.I. of 12.68 ranked second nationally despite the 
occurrenc~ of thre~ notorious trial~. Con~ributing factors to the improved J.U.I. 
were ~h~ 1nc~ease 1~ the number of Jury tr1al days and the decrease in the percentage 
of cr1m1nal Jury tr1al days. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE OKLAHOMA EASTERN 

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

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

( 

/' 

"-

Total 
Avallable 

1,246 

100 % 

26 
roTAL 

Total 
in Existence 

2 

19 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 

or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

991 229 14 12 

79.5% 18.4 0;0 1.1 % 1.0 % 
13.54 

6 23.1 20 76.9 92 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On f\to. No. No.On 
July1.19n~ Impaneled Discharged July 1, 1980 

1 1 1 1 

384 132 20.2 6.95 

Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
! JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Total 
ENDED 

Juror 

JUNE30 
of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of 
TrIals Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 

Challenged Juries 

1976 48 50.0 19.2 68.9 14.80 2 

1977 40 52.5 13. 1 68.8 14.69 2 

1978 24 70.8 21.2 60.7 18.59 2 

1979 42 71.4 9.7 69.6 16.01 2 

1980 26 76.9 1. '1 79.5 13.54 "- 2 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS 11 2/3 I 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$59,500 647 48 
Not Selected, serVing$ 

or Challenged 700 

36 39.1 56 60.9 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

$ 
i 

28,700 1 ,511 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Numberiif .~umberof 
Sessions \<.~'ours In 
Convened Session 

9 47 

23 151 

14 93 

18 117 

19 132 

75 

" 
Average 

Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

5.22 

6.57 

6.64 

6.50 

6.95 - J 

COMMENT: Th~ough use of the multiple voir dire technique Oklahoma Eastern was 
t? de~reas~ 1ts J.U.I. to 13.54, which ranked sixth in co~parison t~ all other able 
d1str1cts 1n 1980. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE . OKLAHOMA WESTERN 

L!...---1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/' 

/ 

"-
/ 

YEAR 

Total 
Avall~ple 

4,694 

100 % 

107 
TOTAL 

Total 
In Existence 

2 

44 

SessIons 
- Oonvened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not$elected, In USAGE 

Ch\Uenged Serving or Travel INDEX or 
Serving Challenged Status 

3,497 779 418 -
8.9 % % 

13.53 74.5 % 16.6 % -

75 70. 1 32 29.9 347 
CIVIL % \:PRIMINAL ~~ TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

'No. On No. No.On 
July 1.1979 

IN.o. 
I ,:~aneled Discharged July 1,1980 

1 

902 

Jurors In 
session 

1 

:300 

USAGE STATISTICS 

1 1 

20.5 6.82 

Avg.Jurors Avg. Hours 
per SessIon per Session 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURYTRJALS PETiT JIUROR UTILIZATION 

% Not Total Juror Number % Criminal % Selected 
Number of ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage 

Grand Serving or JUNE30 Trials Trials Challenged 
Serving Index Juries 

"':"-,: .. 
"t) '< 

, 

1 1976 .' 112 47.3 12.6 69.6 13.56 

1977 100 c,,' ~ .. ~46 .• 0 14.2 70.8 13.49 2 

1978 85 '29.4 6.7 77.6 12.33 2 

1979 79 27.8 8.1 76.3 11.70 2 

\.. 
1980 107 29.9 8.9 74.5 13.53 2 

A··US 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

132/31 JUDGESHIPS 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$169,100 487 36 

Not Selected, serVing$ 15 000 
or Challenged I, 

211 60.8 136 39.2 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTI MATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

$ 52,400 1 ,191 58 
i 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number'of 
Sessions Hours In 
Convened Session 

-14 93 
'-:':;;1 

21 150 

35) 255 

44 326 
-:,I~ 

44 300 

"\ 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

6.64 

7 c 14 

7.29 

7.41 

6.82 
./ 

-- ---~"~----~--~----------

JUROR USAGE PROFILE UTAH 

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

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 

D 

/' 

"-

\.. 

Total 
Available 

2,889 

100 % 

38 
TOTAL 

Total 
In Existence 

3 

29 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 
USAGE Selected Not Selected, In 
INDEX or Challenged Serving or Travel 

Serving Challenged Status 

2,112 536 228 13 
17.40 

73.1 % 18.6 % 7.9 % 0.4 % 

15 39.5 23 60.5 166 
CIVIL o/~y CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. No.On 
July 1, 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 

1 2 1 2 

599 154 20.7 5.31 

Jurors In Hours In Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
SessIon Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR % Not % Selected Juror Total Nutnber % Criminal 
Number of ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage 

Grand Serving or Index JUNE 30 Trials Trials 
Challenged 

Serving 
Juries 

,~ 'I 

1976 72 
,. 

59.7 21.4 64.8 19.60 4 

1977 47 48.9 36.8 52. 1 23.40 2 

1978 47 87.2 30.9 56.7 22.70 4 -. 

1979 45 77 .8 14.2 65.5 19.51 2 

1980 38 60.5 7.9 73.1 17.40 3 

A-1l9 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS L2.J 
ESTIMATED COSTS " 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

~S142 ,300 857 49 

Not Selected, serVing$ 11 200 
or Challenged , 

,... 

105 63.3 61 36.7 
CIVIl: % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTI MA TED COSTS '\ 

Per 
TOTAL Per Juror Session Day 

30,400 1,048 51 
i 
$ 

.---------''''' For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATiON 

AVerage Number of, N~mber of 
Hours In Number of Sessions 

Convened Session Hours per 
Session 

26 99 3.81 

65 300 4.62 
,7 

26 129 4.96 

21 107 5.10 

'\ 

29 154 5.31 ./ 

,: 
J 
I 
1 



JUROR USAGE PROFILE WYOMING 

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

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

r 
.' 

To~al 
Availablo 

1,798 f------ -
100 % 

41 
-------

TOTAL.. 

"-

/ 

Total 
in Exiotonca 

2 

I 17 

Sessions 
Convened 

"-

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 
or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 

Sorvlng Challenged Status 

1,300 253 244 1 
11.75 

72.3 % 14. 1 "0 13.6 % - ~a . 
20 48.8 21 51.2 153 

CIVIL S,o CRIMINAL ~·o . TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No.On No. No. NO.On 
July 1, 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1,1980 

1 1 1 1 

346 112 20.4 6.59 
.. 

Jurors in Hours in Mg:Jurors Avg.Hours 
Session Session ' per Session per Se'lsion 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

~R JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total 
ENDED of Jury Jury Selected. or Usage NUll'berof 

JUNE30 Trials. Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Juries 

----. 

1976 32 
)' 

46.9 13.9 70.6 12.84 1 

1977 39 46.2 21.2 68.2 12.24 1 

1978 26 42.3 19.7 67.4 12.82 2 

1979 18 55.6 14.7 7'1.4 14.35 1 

"-
1980 41 51".2 13.6 72.3 11.75 2 

- 1-- - ---~ -~ - ~~ ••• ----~--.__---------------------------------~ __ ~-----

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS L.l---1 
ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

8 63 ,300 414 35 

Not Selected, serVing$ 8 600 
or Challellged ' 

109 71. 2 44 28.8 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL o· 

"0 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "'\ 

Per 
Per--

TOTAL Juror Session Day 

$ 7,600 447 22 
i 

-. 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover I / '------V 

'\ 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of Average 
Sessionr.; Houts In Number of 
Convened ,~ S(;1SSion Hours per 

SessIon 

5 36 7.20 

5 37 7.40 --
8 55 6.88 

19 144 7. 5B~:: 

17 li2 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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JUROR USAGE PROFILE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
I) 

f 

-- .. 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

~--
JUROR 

Total Solected Not Selected. In USAGE 

Avaifable or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

f:::':-. ~-f-~ -
9,838 5,950 1,380 2,508 -

f------.-- -- - 18.81 
100 "', 60.5 til 14.0 .j'1l 25.5 Q/o 0' 

I - ,0 

--,..".'--..-

F 
"--

114 38 33.3 76 66.7 
-- civil" '>: - CRI~AINAL -

T01{,L 
,,, 
"J 

.'-----~--":---
JURY TRIALS ----

523 
TOTAL 

r -
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

~-~---. .' -
Total No. On No. No. NO.On 

in EXistence .July 1, 1979 Impaneled Di~chargcd July 1,1980 
-

25 15 10 
I 

10 15 
.. - --

702 13,773 3,121 19.6 4.45 

Se:):;ions Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg.Houfs 
Convened Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total 
ENDED Selected, or Number of 

" Number I 
of Jury Jury Usage 

JUNE30 Trials Tf~ls Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Juries --

1976 193 70.5 28.0 58.2 21.00 18 

1977 150 74.7 28.0 56.3 21. 59 23 

1978 147 74.1 22.7 61.8 20.31 26 

1979 , : 125 63.2 28.5 57.0 22.65 23 

1980 114 66.7 25.5 60.5 18.81 25 
'-

- r~· -

YEAR ENDED 
JUi\l1E 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS 0 
ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$ 228,800 437 23 

Not Selected, SerVlng$ 58 300 
or Challenged , 

267 51. 1 256 48.9 
CIVIL {:o CRIMINAL {, 

il) 

JURY TRIAL DAYS / 

ESTIMATED COSTS ~ 
Per 

TOTAL . Per Juror ' 
~esslOn Day 

$ 318,800 454 23 
I -

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At l3acl{ Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number tlf 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Session 

497 2,464 

681 I 3,269 
j 

838 4,161 

705 3,373 

702 3,121 

/ 

" 
-
Average 

Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

4.96 
'--

4.80 

4.97 

4.78 

4.45 ./ 
COMMENT: This district's predominance 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 aVEilable 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 ju~ge requires 
the jurors to be sequestered or kept together for the 
duration of the trial for reasons of security and to 
shield them from publicity. 
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PETIT JURY: 

PEREMPTORY 
CHALLENGE: 

PLEA: 

PRELIMINARY 
EXAMINATION (OR 
PRELIMINARY 
HEARING): 

PRE-TRIAL 
CONFERENCE: 

SETTLEMENT: 

STAGGERED TRIAL 
STARTS: 

VOIR DIRE: 

APPENDIX A 
GLOSSARY OF TERMS 

(Continued) 

Persons selected according to law, impaneled and 
sworn in a district court to determine questions of 
fe.ct, in any civil or criminal action, through hearing 
the evidence presented at trial. 

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

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

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

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

In civil cases, an agreement of the parties to com­
promise a lawsuit, thus concluding it without 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. 
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APPENDIX B 

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

District of Columbia (April 16, 1971)* 

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

FIRST CIRCUIT 

Maine (November 29, 1971) 

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

Massachusetts (October 8, 1971) 

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

New Hampshire (July 27, 1971) 

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

Rhode Island (Filed September 20, 1971) 

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

Puerto Rico (January 19, 1972) 

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

SECOND CIRCUIT 

Connecticut (October 17, 1972) 

"Number of Jurors. 
all civil cases." 

The jury shall consist of six members in the trial of 
(Effective October 1, 1972) 

New York, Northern (July 3, 1973) 

"In all Civil Jury Cases in this District Court, 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 August 31,: 1973) 

New York, Eastern (July 3, 1973) 

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

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

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

Vermont (October 17, 1972) 

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six members. In pro­
tracted litigation an additional juror, or jurors, may be selected who 
will participate in the deliberations and verdict." (Effective July 1, 1973) 

THIRD CIRCUIT 

Delaware 

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

New Jersey (May 28, 1971) 

"In all civil jury actions, except as may be otherwise expressly reqllired 
by law, the jury shall consist of six members." (Effective September 1, 
1971) 

Pennsylvania, Eastern (April 13, 1971) 

"(a) Except as provided in (b), juries in civil cases shall consist, ini­
tially, of eight (8) members. Trials in such cases shall continue so long 
as at least six (6) jurors remain in service. If the number of jurors falls" 
below six (6), a mistrial shall be declared upon prompt application there­
fore by any party then on the record. (b) Trial by a jury consisting of 
twelve (12) members may be had if written demand therefore (with notice to 
all parties) is filed with the court not less than thirty (30) and not more 
than sixty (60) days following service of the last pleading directed to the 
issue triable of right by the jury. (c) This rule shall become effective 
m1 May 1, 1971. All civil jury cases pending in this court on the effec­
tive date hereof shall be tried in accordance with sub-division (a) unless 
demand for trial by jury consisting of twelve (12) members is made within 
fifteen (15) days following the effective date of this rule." (Effec-
tive May 1, 1971) 

Pennsylvania, Middle (July 6, 1973) 

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

Pennsylvania, Western (May 27, 1971) 

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

Virgin Islands (February 16, 1973) 

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six: (6) members." 
(Effective March 1, 1973) 
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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, plus such number of alternate 
ju~ors as the court may deem necessary. This rule shall apply to all cases 
tried ~n 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 th~ United States District Courts for the Dis­
trict of South Carolina, the issues may be submitted to juries of six (6) 
or twelve (12) jurors, at the discretion of the presiding judge." 

Virginia, Eastern (May 22, 1972) 

"The jury in any civil case shall consist of six. The number of peremptory 
challenges shall be as provided by law (28 U.S.C. §1870)." (Effective July 
1, 1972) 

Virginia, Western 

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

West Virginia, Northern 

"(e) In civil actions in which trial by jury has been (:-amanded pU:Lsuant to 
Rule 38, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the jury shall consist of six 
jurors, plus such number of alternate jurors as the Court may determine 
necess~ry." (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, 
pl~s 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 otherwj.se directed by a Judge of 
the court the jury in all civil jury cases shall consist of six members. 
This rule'does not preclude the impaneling of alternate jurors under Ru~e 
47 (b), Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, nor does i~ precl~d: the pa:t~es, 
with the consent of a Judge of the court, from enter~ng add~t~onal ~t~pu­
lations with respect to such jury under Rule 48, Federal Rules of C~v~l 
Procedure." 

Alabama, Middle (July 12, 1971) 

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

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

Florida, Northern (December 1, 1977) 

"Rule 22. In 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) In all civil cases tried by jury, the jury shall consist of 
six persons plus such number of alternate jurors, if any, as the Court may 
specify." (Effective July 1, 1977) 

Florida, Southern (February 8, 1971) 

"Rule l5A. (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. ~187(j." 

Georgia, Southern 

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

Louisiana, Eastern (April 20, 1971) 

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

Louisiana, Middle 

"Rule l6A. Jury Cases. In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of 
six (6) members." 

Louisiana, Western (April 9, 1971) 

"In all civil jury cases, jurisdiction for which is based on 28 U.S.C. s1332, 
45 U.S.C. §51, 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 iuror, in lengthy cases, will be impaneled, with one peremptory 
challeiiga allowed to each of the opposing parties." (Effecti~e 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 aQove set forth. 

Texas, Eastern (December 3, 1973) 

-r 

" ••• 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 lr. 1971) (As amended July 1, 1971) 

SIXTH CIRCUIT 

Kentucky, Eastern (January 6, 1976) 

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

Kentucky, Western (April 24, 1972) 

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

Michigan, Eastern (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 retu~tied 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.l2A A jury for the trial of civil 
persons, plus such alternate jurors as may 
orders a jury of eight (8) or twelve (12). 

Tennessee, Eastern (October 13, 1971) 

cases shall consist of six (6) 
be impaneled, unless the court 

(Effective February 22, 1978) 

"In ~ll civil jury cases except as 
the Jury shall consist of not less may be otherwise expressly required by law, 

than six (6) members." 

Tennessee, Middle (March 23, 1972) 

"It . ~s therefore ORDERED that from and aft I 

cases the jury shall consist of six er May 1, 1972, in all civil jury 
persons, excluding alternates." 

Tennessee, Western (January 6, 1978) 

"Rule 18 Juries in Civil Ca"'es J' . " 
of eight (8) members Trials: ur~es ~n c~v~l cases shall consist 
six (6) jurors remai~ in servi~~.~uc cases shall continue so long a~ 

SEVENTH- CIRCUIT 

initially, 
at least 

Illinois, Northern (May 18, 1971) 

"In all jury cases, except 
controlling rule, the jury 
tember l3, 1971) 

as may be otherwise expressly required by law 0 

shall consist of six members" (Eff t' S r . ec ~ve ep-

Illinois. Eastern (December 10, 1970) 

Hln all civil jury cases the jury shall consist 
September 1, 1971) of ,six members." (Effective 

Illinois, Southern (J anuary 21, 1971) 

"In all jury cases 
law or controlling 
May 1, 1971) 

(civil), except as may be otherwise expressly 
rule th' h required by , e Jury s all consist of six members." (Effective 

Indiana, Northern (February 1, 1975) 

"~ule 25 Civil Jury Cases. In all 
s~x (6) b civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of 

mem ers, unless otherwise provided by law." 

Indiana, Southern (March 3, 1975) 

"Rule 31 In all civil cases the .J' ury shall consist oi six (6) jurors." 

Wisconsin, Eastern (July 26, 1971) 

"In all jury cases except as may 
controlling rule, the jury shall 
tember 1, 1971) 

Wisconsin, Western (August 28, 1973) 

be o~herwise,expressly required by law or 
cons~st of s~x members." (Effective Sep-

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall 
alternate jurors as may be impaneled." consist of six members, plus such 
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EIGHTH CIRCUIT 

Iowa, Northern 

"To better serve the interests ,of judicial economy and to avoid the calling of 
alternates in all civil jury Ca!3eS the parties shall be bound by the verdict 
of not less than six jurors." I;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)(l) A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons, plus 
such alternate jurors as may be impaneled." 

Missouri, Wes~ern (July 1, 1972) 

"Unless otherwise specially ordered by the court in a designated civil action 
or consolidated actions, the juriesl 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 C 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
uary 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 4·7 (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) 
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Arizona (October 1, 1971) 

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

California, Northern (November 18, 1971) 

"Rule 245-1 In all civil actions in which a party is entitled to a jury 
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) 

nln 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, 
197-1) 

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

Montana (Filed July 14, 1971) 

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

Nevada 

"A jury for the trial of civil cases shall 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. !n870 and Federal Rules of Civil Proc." 47(b) 

Washington, Eastern 

"Rule 17 (a) A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six jurors." 

A-133 



Washington, Western (May 22, 1972) 

Guam 

"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) 

"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 Septembe:r' 1, 1973) 

Northern Mariana Islands 

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

TENTH CIRCUIT 

Colorado 

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

Kansas (}furch 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. Six Member Juries. The jury shall consist of six members in all 
civil jury cases. The number of alternate members will be at the discretion 
of the Court." 

Oklahoma, Northern (August 7, 1973) 

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

Oklahoma, Eastern (April 14, 1972) 

"(3) In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members. The 
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 pr~vided in 28 U.S.C. 1870 and Rule 
47(b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure." (Added, effective August 1, 
1973.) 

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

"In all civil jury cases, except as may be othendse 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 NATIONAL 

~ PLACES OF HOLDI NG COUl; I' (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
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t' 

t' NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 

Available or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

605,547 368,71 q 92,110 I 140,145 4,582 

60. 9010 15.2 23. 1% 0.8 % 
18.83 

100 % % 

7,289 3,871 53. 1 3,418 46.9 32,159 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

t' NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No. On No. No. No.On 
in Existence July 1, 1979 Impaneled Discharged July 1, 1980 

699 387 312 288 411 

10,338 206,627 54,163 20.0 5.24 

Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors Mg. Hours 
Convened Session Session per Session per Session 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

YEAR % Not Tetal 

--~~----~~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1980 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$ 24,759,200 770 41 

Not Selected, serVlng$ 5 719 4001 
or Challenged " 

16,510 51. 3 15,649 48.7 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
, 

Per TOTAL Session 

8,862,900 857 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

43 

, 

Average Number % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Number of ENDED of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions Hours In Number of 
JUNE30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened Session Hours per 

Challenged Juries 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 .. 
1979 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 j 

A-l35 



" Office Administrative 
Prepared by the U "ted States Courts 

of the nl 

- ,-

,II 

I 
I 
\ 
I, .';} 




