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'FOREWORD

Since 1971, the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts has published a report on juror
usage in the U.S. district courts. In prior years, this report was entitled Juror Utilization in
US. District Courts, however, this year the title has been changed to Grand and Petit Juror
Service in U.S. District Courts to more accurately refleet the report's contents.

The grand and petit juror statistics presented are derived from the JS-11 and the

,J8-11G monthly reports submitted by each district court during the year. The present petit
‘reporting system began in July 1970 and the grand juror reporting system started in July

1974. This report contains data for the year ended June 30, 1982 and comparison statistics
from prior years. This information is useful to the Federal Judiciary and to anyone interested
in statisties on the number of citizens reporting for jury duty.

Section I of this report contains text and summary tables on grand and petit juror usage.

Section II presents information on payments during 1982 for juror attendance, mileage,
subsistence, and other costs.,

Section III provides individual profile pages that highlight pertinent juror statistics for
each district. Historical data for a five year period are also provided along with comments
discussing specific factors that affected a distriet's juror usage statistics. A profile page
(fold-out) of the 1982 national averages is presented at the end of this report.  When
comparing these national averages to the averages for a particular court, caution is required
because unique circumstances not reflected in the statistical profile might cause a court to
vary substantially from the nationgl average.

Low: Tl
William E. Foley
Director

‘December 1982
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SECTION 1
Juror Service

The daily activity of grand and petit jurors in the distriet courts is recorded on JS-11G
and JS-11 reporting forms. These forms are submitted on a monthly basis to the
Administrative Office and provide the statisties presented on the following pages. This report
represents a comprehensive overview of jury activity for the year ended June 30, 1982 and
provides statisties for previous years as a means of comparing trends from year to year.

The text contains statements on distriets which recorded the highest and lowest in the
various categories of grand and petit juror statistics. The territories of the Virgin Islands, the
Canal Zone, Guam, and the Northern Mariana Islands are not included since their unique
circumstances would make comparisons unfair.

Grand Jury

As Table 1 summarizes, the total number of grand jury sessions convened decreased 4.4
percent from 10,997 in 1981 to 10,508 in 1982. This reversed an increasing trend that began in
1975, the first full year statistics were collected on grand jury activity. For 1982, the total
number of jurors in session and hours in session also declined 4.4 percent and 4.6 percent,
respectively. Compared to 1981, the average number of jurors per session (20.0) and the
average number of hours per session (5.29) remained virtually the same.

Table 1
U. S. Distriet Courts
National Grand Juror Statisties
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1978 through 1982

1982 over 1981
Grand Juries
and Number | Percent
Jurors 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 | Change | Change
Total Number of: B
Sessions Convened ...... 8,929 9,791 10,338 10,997 10,508 -489 ~-4.4
Jurors in Session....... . 176,459 194,168 206,627 219,860 210,213 | -9,647 ~4.4
Hours in Session « v e vvew. 46,739 50,896 54,163 58,278 55,569 | -2,709 -4.6
Average Number of: ‘
- Jurors Per Session ...... 19.8 19.8 20.0 20.0 20.0° - -
Hours Per Session..... . 5.23 5.20 5.24 5.30 5.29 - -
Total Number of
Grand Juries:
InExistence ..o evsvinne 659 674 699 738 739 1 0.1
Impaneled ..ocveevoens 321 311 312 328 309 -39 -5.8
Discharged. « o« s o s v eves 295 286 288 308 325 17 5.5

Nationwide, there were 739 grand juries in existence at some time during the year, an
increase of one over 1981. Seventeen more grand juries were discharged, however, 19 fewer
grand juries were impaneled.




Every grand jury is classified as either a regular or special grand jury. A regular grand
jury meets to investigate the probability that a specific crime was committed in a distriet. Its
term of service is %8 months, however, it may be discharged by a court order at any time
during that period.* A special grand jury meets to study the overall picture of criminal
activity in a distriet. The special grand jury serves as an advisory body, usually having greater
discretion than a regular grand jury and often submits a report on organized erime activities or
the miseonduct of public_officials. Since this purpose is more extensive, its term of service
can last up to 36 months.

Table 2 shows, by district, the number of grand juries in existence on July 1, 1981, the
number impaneled and discharged during the twelve month period, the number in existence on
June 30, 1982, and the total number of grand juries that were in existence at some point during
the year.

On June 30, 1982, there were 414 grand juries in existence, 3.7 percent fewer than a
year ago. During the entire twelve month period, 739 grand juries existed. The type of erim-
inal activity affects the number of grand juries in the separate distriets, despite the number of
places of holding court. For example, New York, Southern reported the most grand juries in
existence during 1982 with 53, while Mississippi, Southern; Arkansas, Western; and Wyoming
reported only one grand jury in existence.

The number of grand jury sessions convened, jurors in session, and hours in session are
provided in Table 3. Between 16 and 23 jurors must be present to convene a grand jury
session. The category "Jurors in Session" includes only those jurors who participated in a eon-
vened session. dJurors not included in the category "Jurors in Session" are those reporting for

orientation, those reporting only for impanelment, jurors in travel status, and those waiting for
a quorum of 186.

Once again, the Southern District of New York reported the greatest amount of grand
jury aectivity with 1,066 sessions convened, 21,685 jurors in session, and 4,815 hours in session.
Montana reported the fewest number of grand jury sessions convened with 12, the smallest
number of jurors in session with 261 and the least number of hours in session with 70.

The average number of jurors per session has not changed substantially over the past
several years. Hawaii reported the lowest average of grand jurors per session with 18.6, while
North Dakota reported the highest average with 22.4 grand jurors present per session.

A high average of hours per session is one indication that grand jurors' time is being
used efficiently. The highest average hours per session was 8.00 reported by Alaska and
Oklahoma, Northern. Seven other districts averaged seven hours or more per grand jury ses-
sion. Vermont's average was the lowest with grand jurors spending only 3.33 hours per session.

Table 4 provides six years of historical data on the number of months each grand jury
was in existence. Over one-half of the grand juries discharged during 1982 had been impaneled
for 18 months, the full duration of a regular grand jury. Thirteen (24.5 percent) of ‘the 53
special grand juries discharged lasted the maximum 36 months.

During the entire six year period, 48.2 percent of the discharged grand juries were
impaneled for 18 months. A total of 260 grand juries (14.4 percent) lasted six months or less;
276 grand juries (15.3 percent) lasted between 7 and 12 months; 1,175 grand juries (65.1

percent) lasted between 13 and 18 months; and 94 (5.2 percent) lasted between 19 and 36
months.

1

5 Rule 6(g), Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure.

Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3333.
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Table 2

U.S. Distriet Courts
Number of Grand Juries
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1982

Dis- Total Dis~ Total
Number | Impaneled | charged { Number in Number | Impaneled| charged | Number in
on in the in the on {Existence on in the in the on Existence
July 1, | 12 Month | 12 Month | June 30,] in the July 1, | 12 Month {12 Month | June 30,1 in the
Distriet 1981 Period Period 1882 | Period District 1981 Period Period 1982 Period
Totsl. ... 430 309 325 414 739 7th Cir.
LyN.ieeas 12 11 11 12 23
DC.ioeene 14 9 12 11 23 LyCoeieans 2 2 2 2 4
. IL,S coisus 1 1 1 1 2
1st Cir. IN,N...... 1 1 1 1 2
ME (.oones 1 2 1 2 3 INS evennn 2 3 3 2 5
MA .. .veee 10 8 7 11 18 WLE...... 3 1 2 2 4
NH ,coi0ne 1 2 1 2 3 WLW ..... 1 1 1 1 2
Rlveoeeons 2 2 1 3 4
PR ..... 3 3 1 5 6 8th Cir.
AR,E ..... 2 1 1 2 3
2nd Cir. AR, W..... 1 - 1 - 1
CT veeevnn 9 2 5 6 11 IA,N...... 3 2 3 2 5
NY, N . 6 4 4 6 10 IA,S..e.ee 1 2 1 2 3
NY,E .... 32 16 23 25 48 MN .voevee 3 1 2 2 4
NY,S . 31 22 21 32 53 MO,E ..... 1 2 1 2 3
NY, W, ‘ 5 4 4 5 9 MO, W..... 3 - 1 2 3
A AP 3 - 1 2 3 NE .ooveee 1 2 1 2 3
ND ...vian 1 1 1 1 2
3rd Cir. ) T 2 2 2 2 4
DE ..cun 2 - 1 1 2
Ndevvunens 10 7 5 12 17 9th Cir.
PALE ,... 10 5 7 8 15 AK sooeaas 2 - - 2 2
PA, M .o 4 2 2 4 6 AZ tivenn 4 4 5 3 8
PA, W PN 10 6 7 9 16 CA,N .... 7 6 5 8 13
VI¥ L ioeens - - - - - CAE ..... 4 2 3 3 g
CA,C.... 18 16 19 15 3
4th Cir. CA)S munns 7 4 5 6 11
MD .oeene 10 11 15 6 21 H....oove 2 2 2 2 4
NC,E ... 3 4 3 4 7 IDiseesass 1 1 1 1 2
NC,M.... 1 2 1 2 3 BIT ceeneee 1 1 1 1 2
NC,W..... 2 2 2 2 4 NV .coevee 6 2 3 5 8
SCiverenns 2 3 2 3 5 OR ....c.. 3 3 3 3 6
VAE oot 12 8 9 11 29 WA,E..... 1 1 1 1 2
VA, W..... 5 5 5 5 10 WA, W...'o 4 2 2 2 4
WV,N ..... 2 1 2 1 3 GU (veveva 1 1 1 1 2
wv,S ..... 5 1 2 4 8 NMI*...... - - - - -
5th Cir. 10th Cir.
LAE 1eses 4 4 3 5 8 CO covenne 1 3 1 3 4
LA,M ..... 4 3 5 2 7 KS.coevono 4 2 2 4 6
LA,W..... 3 2 3 2 5 NM.ioeoen 2 1 1 2 3
MS,N ..... 1 1 1 1 2 OK,N ..... 1 1 1 1 2
MS,8ivevs. 1 - 1 - 1 OK,E ..,.. 1 1 1 1 2
TX,N ..... 7 6 5 8 13 OK,Waeseon 2 - 1 1 2
TX,E vaves 2 2 2 2 4 UT cecanse 2 - - 2 2
TX,8.0c0.0 ] 7 7 9 16 WY cencess - 1 - 1 1
F OO I e 11th Cir.
. AL, N ..... 1 2 2 1 3
6th Cir. ALM..... 2 2 1 3 4
KY,E ... ] 4 § 5 10 AL,S..ce0 1 1 1 1 2
KY,W..... 2 - - 2 2 FL,N ..... 2 2 1 3 4
MLE.:ieoo. g 8 8 8 17 FL,M ..... 8 4 4 8 12
MLW ..... 2 1 1 2 3 FL,S..¢.0. 12 11 9 is 23
OH,N ..... 6 4 4 8 10 GA,N..... 6 7 5 8 13
OH,S ..... 6 2 1 7 8 GA,M..... 3 1 1 3 4
TNyE covne 2 2 1 3 4 GA,S se.ss 2 3 2 3 5
TN, M .ct0e 3 1 2 2 4
TN, W .asuo 3 3 3 3 8

¢ The districts of the Virgin Islands, Canal Zone, and the Northern Mariana Islands reported no grand juries in existence during the twelve month

period ended June 30, 1982.




Table 3
U. S. District Courts
Grand Juror Usage
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1982

Aversge Average Average Average
: Number Number Number Number
Jurors Hours | of Jurors of Hours Jurors Hours | of Jurors of Hours
Sessions in in per per Sessions in in per per
District Convened | Session | Session | Session Session District Convened | Session j Session | Session Session
Total.... 10,508 210,213 65,569 20.0 5.29 Tth Cir.
IL,N.,.... 461 9,371 2,429 20.3 5.27
DC .ivvunn 564 11,033 2,706 19.6 4.30 L,C.veven 62 1,263 343 204 5.53
R IL,S eoeenn 53 1,048 352 19.8 6.64
1st Cir. INyN....o 41 859 238 21.0 5.80
ME ....... 15 316 95 211 6.33 IN,S eonsne 78 1,582 542 20.3 6.95
MA ... 334 6,492 1,372 19.4 4,11 WLE...... 52 1,084 327 20.8 6.29
NH ....... 38 744 193 19.6 5.08 WLW ... 13 275 80 21.2 6.15
Rl.veeenen 44 892 264 20.3 6.00 N
PR vevvnnn 57 1,161 245 | 204 4.30 8th Cir.
i AR,E ..... 23 491 139 21.3 6.04
2nd Cir. AR, W..... 15 285 861 19.0 5.73
CT vevenns 95 1,785 539 18.8 5.67 I4,N...... 20 417 90 20.9 4.50
NY,N ..... 111 2,152 544 184 4.90 IA,S ..t 29 559 151 19.3 5.21
NY,E ..... 569 11,345 2,617 19.9 4.80 MN....... 63 1,245 384 19.8 6.10
NY,S ..... 1,066 21,685 4,815 20.3 4.52 MO,E ..... 81 1,587 553 19.6 6.83
NY,W..... 184 3,612 977 19.6 5.31 MO, W..... 51 1,028 340 20.2 6.67
Vleeesonns 36 77 120 19.9 3.33 NE soienen 39 842 231 21.6 5.92
.- ND .coveee 14 313 91 22.4 6.50
3rd Cir. SDuvevenn. 20 394 135 197 6.75
DE .e.ov..n 37 755 153 20.4 4.14 .
NIvouinnnn 344 6,826 1,604 | 198 4.66 9th Cir. .
PAE ..... 334 6,618 1,418 19.8 4.25 AK s vennn 24 474 192 19.8 8.00
PA/M..... 93, 1,868 517 20.1 5.56 AZ (..., 101 1,956 535 19.4 5.30
PA,W..... 141 2,825 760 20.0 5.39 CA,N..... 245 4,722 1,153 19.3 4.71
VI* ... - - - - - CAE ..... 89 1,769 524 19.9 5.59
. CA,C..... 437 8,556 2,215 19.6 5.07
4th Cir. CA,S ..... 234 4,656 1,366 { 19.9 5.84
MD....... 268 5,456 1,268 20.4 4.73 Hl........ 34 633 176 18.6 5.18
NC,E ..... 46 982 360 21.3 6.52 IDivecesas 18 366 112 20.3 6.22
NC,M..... 43 879 299 20.4 6.95 MT ....... 12 261 70 21.8 5.83
NC,W..... 18 337 121 18.7 6.72 NV (e 125 2,415 524 193 4.19
10 0 69 1,344 487 19.5 7.06 OR .covue 62 1,246 369 20.1 5.95
VAE ..... 1m 3,476 1,062 20.3 6.21 WAE..... 17 358 95 21.1 5.59
VA, W..... 41 792 247 19.3 6.02 WA, W..... 92 1,885 673 20.5 7.32
WV,N..... 23 473 166 20.6 7.22 GU .cvevee 21 395 136 18.8 6.48
wv,s ..... 71 1,426 505 20.1 7.11 NMI*, . .... - - - - -
5th Cir. 10th Cir.
LAVE ..... 145 2,889 901 19.9 6.21 CO .oovnns 102 2,087 664 20.2 6.51
LA,M..... 60 1.241 270 20.7 4.50 KS.venenes 44 874 245 19.9 §.57
LA, W..... 53 1,036 341 19.5 6.43 NM....... 27 552 139 20.4 5.15
MS,N ..... 24 503 154 21.0 6.42 OKN...... 30 626 240 20.9 8,00
MS,S...... 41 852 220 20.8 5.37 OK,E ..... 19 406 127 21.4 6.68
TX, N ..... 119 2,391 727 20.1 6.11 OK,W..... 51 1,061 333 20.8 6.53
TXL,E ... 31 608 154 18.6 4.97 UT covenns 36 694 200 19.3 5.56
TX,8....., 180 3,579 850 19.9 4.72 WY coeenne 20 413 158 20.7 7.90
’(I:‘)Z{”“ W 13&3 2,89(_5_ 658_ 20_._8 4-..73 11th Cir.
. AL, N ..... 33 nn 248 21.7 7.52
5th Cir. AL, M o.un. 37 775 255|  20.9 6.89
KY,E ..... 86 1,704 439 19.8 5.10 AL,S...... 24 491 155 20.5 6.46
KY,W..... 71 1,587 418 20.6 5.43 FL,N ..... T4 1,508 415 20.4 5.61
MLE...... 290 5,911 1,624 20.4 5.60 FL,M ..,.. 240 4,661 1,485 19.4 €.19
MLW ..... 59 1,168 344 19.8 5.83 FL,S...... 373 7,385 1,783 19.8 4.78
OH,N..... 164 3,327 915 20.3 5.58 GA,N ..... 135 2,723 862 20.2 6.39
OH,S8 ..... 100 2,003 667 20.0 6.67 GA,M..... 48 1,025 278 214 5.79
™,E ..... 33 638 231 19.3 7.00 GA,S .. 48 1,010 288 21.0 6.00
™, M..... 42 831 225 19.8 5.36
TN, W ..... 86 1,745 511 20.3 5.94

* The districts of the Virgin Islands, Canal Zone, and the Northern Mariana Islands reported no grand juries in existence during the twelve month
period ended June 30, 1982,
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> - 7 Table 4 - : !
‘ Duration of Grand Juries Discharged : i i
From July 1, 1976 to June 30,1982 ‘
. : Number of Months in Existence ;
Grand Juries Discharged 1} 2| 3| ¢ s| e 7] 8} 9)1w| n|1z|1sf1a]|1s] 16|17 £
July 1, 1976 ~ Juné 30, 1977 N , ‘
RegUIAT « o veevassonnonnnes] 9 51 . 5| 14 7 9 6 3 4 | 13 8 | 11 8 4| 11 9 | 13 , j
3 Special «veesoovenensiones | - -] - - 1 2 2 - - - - 2 4 - 2 - - *
Totaleeoovcssesaseacncanna| 9 5 5 | 14+ 8] 11 8 3 4 j 13 8| 13| 12 4| 13 9 | 13
N ; Percent of Totale seeoeeeeess |30 117 | 17 | 46 |26 | 36 26 | 1.0 [ 1.3 |43 | 26 | 43 | 40 | 1.3 | 43 | 3.0 | 43
i = :
] July 1, 1977 - June 30, 1978 : ‘ C ‘
' Regulal vvovveeeosananesss | 10 4 | 10 | 16 8| 7| 10 6 5 4 9| 13 2 7{ 10 7| 22 i
: Special ceeeaserssonnsenss - - -, - = - - 2 - .1 - 1 1 - 2 - - ki
Totaleevessssesssnnsoanss | 10 4| 10 | 16 8 7 | 10 8 5.1 5 9| 14 3 71 12 7 | 22 .
| Percent of Totale.eeveevece | 34 | 1.4 | 3.4 | 54 [.2.7 | 24 |84 ] 27 |17 [ 17| 31 )47 |10} 24 ) 41 ) 24 |75 ;
B ] July 1, 1978 - June 30, 1979 » ‘ 8 o ' _
: 4 Reglflf «oeveveonvossoesce] 5 6 3| 12 4| 7 41 7 3 4 71 19 8 1 71 12 | 25 5
] Special .eeesvseanrvecannes] 1 - -1 1 1 - 1 2 1 - - - -1 2 1 - 1
! TOtaleeeeeevearsnsnseaasal 6 L B 31 13 5 71 5 9 4 4 7| 19 8 3 8] 12 | 26 :
Percent of Total. . ecovveaess | 20 121 | 10 | 45 | 1.7 | 24 | 1.7 | 3.1 | 1.4 | 14 24 1 66 | 28 | 1.0 | 28 | 42 |91 i
j July 1, 1979 - June 30, 1980 , ;
Regulor eoovvenenceeoeaess| 3 |10 7 11 2 5 7 2 5 5 3] 12 6 3 6| -7 1 24
Special .ioaesrenrnorsaoes| - - 1 2 - 1 o 1 - -1 1 5 - ~ 1] - ;
: Totalesosesnnnnevennaanea| 3 | 10 g | 13 2 6 7 2 6 5 31 13 11 3 6 8 | 24 2
! Percent of Total. ..voeeeensa. | 10 [ 3.5 | 2.8 ) 45 | 0.7 | 2.1 | 24| 0.7 | 21 | 17 1.0 | 45| 38 ] 1.0 |-21 | 2.8 | 83 £
; July 1, 1980 - June 30, 1981 , « T
. Regulfl + - e vcoerovoncosoen| 1 5 7 5 6 9 7 5°1 3 9 9l 17 4] 3 6 4 |:25
o : Speciel .sveesirernoansios| - 1 - - - 1 -1 =] 1 - = 2 - - - - =
{ ; Total.ieseosossensennanas| 1 6 71.5 6 | 10 7 5 4 9 9| 17 6 3 6 4] 25
A ! Percent of Total..vcvaeeonc. [ 03 [ 1.9 ) 23 | 16 | 1.9 | 3.2 | 23 | 1.6 | 1.3 | 2.9 29 ] 55| 1.9 | 1.0 | 1.9 | 1.3 | 8.1 5
July 1, 1981 - June 30, 1982 ' . ' | = : ‘
REGUIAT v evvvnssnsensanas| 1| 6] 8 4 7 7 1 3 2 8| 13| 13 3 5 3| 5| 27
Special evereiiciensannes - - -- - 3 - - - - - - 1 3 1 - 1 2
TOtal.eoeeosnsocenseensnas| 1 6 8 4] 10| 7 1 3 2{ 8| 13| 14 6 6 3 6 | 29
. Percentof Total......c.ovos |03 1 1.8 | 25 | 1.2 | 31| 22 { 03| 08 | 06 | 25 4.0 | 43 | 1.8 (/1.8 | 0.9 | 1.8 | 8.9
i ., % Total Grand Juries Discharged .
. ~ =¥ July 1, 1976 - June 30, 1982 , : Lo : ﬂ
. : ReGUIAT ¢4 v oenyunsiinnoeass| 29| 36 | 40 | 62 | 34 | 44 | 35| 26| 22 | 43 | 49 8| 31| 23} 43 ] 44 1136
: . Special seseeseniiiiAisene] 1 1] 1 3|-5 14| 3] 4 3 1: -1 51 15| 8 51 2 3
: STOtBlu v svvnnsesvaneanseasea] 30 | 37 | 41 | 65 391 48 | 38} 30| 25 | 44 49| 90| 46| 26| 48 | 46 | 139
; Percent of Total.« v vovevnens | 17 [20 | 23 ) 3.6 | 2.2 | 2.7 |21 | L7 | 1.4-y°24 27150 | 25| 14} 271 25 | .7
§ o ] . f i g
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e Table 4 '
Duration of Grand Juries Discharged

~ From July 1, 1976 to June 30, 1982

‘ ey o , (continued) n

Number of Months in Existence

Grand Juries Discharged - 181 19 20 .21 | 22 23 24 v 25 26 27 30 31 33 35 36

Totals

July 1, 1976 - June 30, 1977 | v ‘
REZUIAL v eveonsnaanseaces | 115 - -

; - - -1 -1 -1 - - - =l 254
; SPECIAl +veereneneceseanaa| 20| 5| 1| = -] 2| 3 S R T N U L PSR I T T B 49
! Total e vceeosccascencssces 136 5- 1: - - 2 3 - 1 1 < - 1 - 1 303

- -{o7 {10 -Jo3 o3} - | - {03 | - 103 | 100%

Percent of Totale s s eooesssee | 4494 1.7 0.3
: July 1, 1977 - June 30, 1978 ) '
v ; Regular « oo vvesnsosnsansss | 106] =

- = - - - - - - - - - - - 256
, 5 Special seeeececraneenenas | 18] 3 1 - - - 4 1 - - 2 - 2 - 1 39
. ’ : : Totaleveooesoocsnoanasvss | 1241 3 1 - - - 4 I - 2 - 2 - 1| 295
Percent of Total. .ceeesvoess | 42,010 | 03 - - - l14 1} 03 - - 107 - jo7 | - 03 [l'100%
July 1, 1978 ~ June 30, 1979 : -
" RegUIAP s ieenseinaveseieas | 121 = - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 255 1
Special «.evseieneariiieeas | 11} - - 1f - - 2 - 1 - - - - - 5 31 "
Total.seoweenooonanannnes | 132 = - 1 - - 2! -1 1 - - - - - 5 286 i
- Percent of Total. ..o ocoveos | 462 - - | 0.3 - - 103 - 103 - - - - = 1 1.7 100% ]
. )
July 1, 1979 - June 30, 1980 B E § :
Regulel e eevvvavnonssanens| 134f = -1 - - - - - - - - - - - 252
Special «oveeinninnieeanea | 12] - - 1 - 1 3 2 - 1 (1 -1 2 36
Total.eeoevernononeansaas| 146 = - 1 - 1] 3. 2 - 1 1 - 1 2 288 f
- - - 3 |10} 07 - 103 103 LK 7 || 100%

Percentof Total. .o eveeeeess | 50,71

July 1, 1980 - June 30, 1981

Regulal vovveessocnsessess | 145 S - - o - =1.- : - 270
Special L.iivesrnsaannisos 151 1 C - 11 1 C= 18 38
Total.secoveseesesesonans 160 1 - 11 14 8 308
Percentof Total. ...ceoese.s] 519} 0.3 - 1 03 0.3 6 100%

' July 1,1981 - June 30, 1982 E 1 ) B

: ' Regular....seesessosseses | 156 - -1 = -
e : ‘Special i vevs e isas s 16 2
’ ' Total. e ovevsnsnssasenseas] 172 2
Percentof Total...ieuveuves ] 52.9) 0.6
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e T : ’ , Total Grand Juries Discharged
R July 1, 1976 - June 30, 1982 : ) ‘ ) [ e
e . : Regular v oveevsovnesssesss| TIT] o= - - o EEEN INEIE U - -1 - - -} .= |t 1,859
I B R : : Special c.cecevseireseneres |t 93} 11 3 4 2 3 18 3] 4 1 8 3 3 1.1 307} 246
b S LR _ . Total.,s.vivsencsenssensa) 870 11 }-. 3 4 2 3118 '3 4] 1 8 3 3 1 30 1,805
: - ‘ ) ‘Percent of Totalv evessooses | 48.2 Ol.\6 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.2 1.0 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.1 }-1.7 14-100% -
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Table 5 provides the number of cases commenced by indietment, the number of defen-
dants proceeded against, the total number of grand jury sessions, and the number of hours in
session for 1977 through 1982. Continuing an increasing .trend which began last year, the
18,399 cases commenced by indictment and the 29,366 defendants proceeded against by
indictment represent increases of 6.8 percent and 7.3 percent, respectively. As the following
chart illustrates, the average number of defendants indicted per grand jury session steadily
declined from 1977 to 1980, finally leveling off in 1981. This year, the average number of
defendants indicted per session rose 12.0 percent to 2.79, however, this remains well below the
average of 4.14 defendants indicted per session in 1977.

Table 5
U. S. District Courts
Proceedings by indictment and Grand Jury Sessions
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended
June 30, 1977 through 1982

Proceedings Average
Commenced Average Grand Defendants
by Indictment Defen- Jury Indicted per | Hours | Average
Defen- dants Sessions Grand Jury in Hours per
Year Cases dants per Case | Convened Session Session | Session
1977 .. 25,016 36,608 1.46 8,849 4.14 47,094 5.32
1978 .. 22,698 32,740 1.44 8,929 3.67 46,739 5.23
1979 .. 18,724 28,395 1.52 9,791 2.90 50,896 5.20
1980 .. 16,524 25,612 1.55 10,338 - 248 54,163 5.24
1981 .. 17,229 27,367 1.59 10,997 2.49 58,278 5.30
1982 .. 18,399 29,366 1.60 10,508 2.79 55,569 5.29

Table 6 focuses on the number of cases commenced by indietment and the number of
defendants proceeded against by indictment in each of the U.S. distriet courts. Table 6,
however, is not necessarily a measure of a court's efficient administration of the grand jury
system, because the time required to obtain indictments depends on the nature of criminal
activity, the number of defendants involved, and the U.S. attorney's guidance in the matters
being presented before the grand jury. ‘
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Table 6 1 U-So DISTRIC'P COURTS
U. S. Distriet Courts . | -
Proceedings by Indictment and Grand Juror Usage ) i G RAN D J U RY S ESSIONS CONVEN ED
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1982 ; o F D 3 D Y
Proceedings Commenced Grand Proceedings Commenced Grand AN D DE EN ANTS lN 'CTED
by Indictment Jury Hours by Indietment Jury Hours Avera
Sessions in Sessions in | 12 MONTHS ENDED JUNE 30, 1977-1982 ge
District Cases J Defendants Convened | Session District Cases Defendants Convened | Session | Number of
v Number of Defendants
umbper o i
Total.....| 18,399 29,366 10,508 | 55,569 7th Cir. Sessi I"ds'::‘:i‘:, ge'
! essions
DC...... 248 348 564 2,706 IL,N.ieeaens 462 708 461 2,429 i i
IL,Cuvennnn 111 156 62 343 | - 10
1st Cir. IL,S cesennn 84 132 53 352 )
INyNueorons 120 147 41 238 B 12,000 —
ME ... c00ee 41 71 15 95 IN,S.uvuses 130 181 8 542 o
MA ,oieeeen 292 470 334 1,372 WLE:.e,uuo 136 189 52 327
NH .cveven 27 52 38 193 WLW ceveen §5 71 13 80 5 =~ 9
RI..ooevven 110 148 44 264 :
PR wvvenene 177 252 57 245 8th Cir. 11,000 =
2nd Cir. AR,E ...... 157 197 23 139
AR, W...... 59 75 15 86
CT .cvvvnns 161 301 95 539 IA,LN...cvtn 55 80 20 90
NY,N...... 51 74 111 544 JA,S cveeenn 85 117 29 151 10,000 |- 8
NY,E ...... 327 509 569 2,617 MN........ 207 325 63 384 '
NY,S8 ...... 527 940 1,066 4,815 MOE ...... 207 286 81 553
NY,W...... 131 193 184 977 MO, W...... 227 293 51 340
VI eieaeenns 42 81 36 120 NE ....veen 74 120 39 231
ND .oievens 98 142 14 91
3rd Cir. SDiveasanen 153 173 20 135 9,000 =~ .
DE ..ocvvse 33 43 37 153 9th Cir. i
NIeoevoreno 198 356 344 1,604
PAE ...... 337 579 334 1,418 AK coivvve 85 112 24 192
PA,M..covos 112 163 93 517 AZ iieennn 370 635 101 535 8000 -
PA,W...... 168 280 141 766 CA,N...... 333 486 245 1,153 i
VI* Lo - - - - CAE...... 374 652 89 524
CA,C...... 837 1,162 437 2,215 - 6
4th Cir. CA,S ...... 697 1,276 234 1,366
) & | 72 109 34 176
MD....couws 385 688 268 1,268 IDevecesans 80 105 18 112 7,000 -
NC,E ...... 150 260 46 300 MT coenvene 100 117 12 70
NC, M...... 153 228 43 299 NV covevens 131 206 125 524
NC,W...... 155 214 18 121 OR ....000e 89 142 62 369
SCevrsvenes 277 489 69 457 WAE..uovne 163 186 Loo17 95 - 5
VAE couene 331 506 171 1,062 WA, W...... 211 330 92 673
VA, W...... 103 146 41 247 GU veveinns 49 76 21 136 6,000 4
WV,N...... 41 75 23 166 NMI*....... - - - -
WV,8 ...... 85 138 71 505
10th Cir.
5th Cir. -
CO covvvnee 150 196 102 664 . e
LAE ...... 226 365 145 901 KS.eeoeanns 152 195 44 245 5000 + 4
27 55 . 60 270 NM . veoonns 134 246 27 139 3
101 119 53 341 OK,N...... 104 125 30 240
65 92 24 154 OK,E ...... 70 ‘ 88 19 127
55 96 41 220 OK,W...... 144 207 51 333
TX,N ...... 531 775 119 727 UT coeenein 80 130 36 200 4,000 <
TX,E cevasn 94 124 31 154 WY cevevenn 43 63 20 158 3 ~ 3
TX,S.......| 1,386 2,097 180 850 X
TX, W eenans 527 821 138 658 11th Cir. Delendants
CZ*,.v0uven - - - - N o N
AL, N ...... 298 385 33} 248 3000 YT
6th Cir. AL,M...... 118 171 37 255 4 n :Defendants Delendants
AL,S...cus. 81 139 24 155 —
KY,E ...... 153 246 86 439 FL,N ...... 89 173 74 415 - 2
KY,W...... 224 336 ks 418 FL,M ...... 295 589 240 1,485
MLE....vus 299 524 290 1,624 FL,S....... 735 1,937 373 1,783
MLW (.o 116 200 59 344 GA,N...... 345 561 135 862 2000 A
OH,N ... 165 222 . 164 915 GA,M...... 73 130 48 278 !
OH,S8 ...... 133 186 100 6€7 GA,S ...... 117 225 48 288
TN,E voivnne 153 244 33 231 "
™,M...... 137 196 42 225 - 1
TN, W oeouns 296 412 86 511
K 1,000< -
% The distriets of the Virgin Islands, Canal Zone, and the Northern Mariane Islands reported no grand juries in existence in the 12-month
period ended June 30, 1982.
] 0 - L. 0
1977 1978
9
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The Effect of the Speedy Trial Act of 1974

The Speedy Trial Act of 1974 guarantees that every defendant charged with an offense

: oA ifie ti Act. amended effective August 2, 1979,
will be brought to trial within a specific time. The Aect, a ndiotment and 70 days from

i imi t to i

i datory time limits of 30 days from arres . rom

?Ifcg?ct)tl::gig ga?rial. 3'II‘he arrest to indictment interval aff%cts the c.all_mg og '(ci};efe%lr(';rﬁ S]u;‘ge
Although this time interval can be extended by 30 days, the majority o

indicted in 30 days or less. This results in grand juries being called more often to hear evi-

dence in fewer cases.

Delays to the time limitations are also granted. P:or e?cample,‘ a de}ay isdgr‘;aptledor‘{leaélei
fendant must undergo examination for mental or physical incapacity to stand trial, r whe
S dotond harges in a state or Federal court. There are 23 applicable

is tried on other c¢ _ . -
?eggcfﬁg dfi?td:eslay that could extend the amount of time a defendant is under prosecution. The

time delayed is not included in the 30 or 70 day intervals.

ements and administering justice efficiently has
It is more efficient to summon granq jurors to hiar
cvidence i st lesst two cases for & Tul deys, worl tatner (e CRCE PER LY coneiad,

i indivi istric ] :
fllc?\:veevi?'r tltrllg 1{\31%1'151;&00?;(36:; caﬁngt wait to present two or t}_u'ee cases at onte grind ;1&;\; jﬁss'tﬁg
because ,of the risk involved in not megting Speedy Tr1'a1 time requiremen s. As )
number of grand jury sessions convened inereased steadily until tnis year.

Meeting Speedy Trial time requir
created confliets for jury administrators.

f the Speedy Trial Act of 1974 ean be found in the

i i feets o
Further ds o o e tor pub1 ed by the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts.

1982 Annual Report of the Director publish

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

There are three categories of jury service for each day that jurors or potential jurors
are preserit to serve in a district. Each juror is reported in the highest level of service
attained on that particular day. Jurors are classified (from highest level of service to lowest)
as selected, serving, or challenged, or not selected, serving, or challenged. Some jurors must
travel long distances in order to serve. Although these jurors are not actually available to
serve, they are paid, and therefore, must be reported. dJurors in travel status are included in
the not selected, serving, or challenged category in the summary tables, but are shown sepa-
rately in the tables which present jury data by distriet and on the individual distriet profile
pages.

Data from Table 7 shows that the total number of prospective jurors available
decreased 2.7 percent during the twelve month period ended June 30, 1982. Of the 631,606
jurors available to serve, 388,979 or 61.6 percent, were selected or serving; 98,657 or 15.6
percent were challenged for cause or peremptorily challenged; and the remaining 143,970, or
22.8 percent, were not selected, serving, or challenged. Continuing a three year decreasing
trend, the proportion of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged declined nearly one per-
centage point. A total of 5,572 jurors, or 0.9 percent, were reported in travel status.

Table 7
U. 8. District Courts

National Petit Juror Usage
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1977 through 1982

1982 over 1981

Number | Percent
Petit Jurors 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 Change | Change
Ietgl Available ....000.n 584,122 570,523 565,617 605,547 648,929 631,606 | -17,323 -2.7
Selec .dorServing.eeseense 352,940 345,372 334,765 368,710 396,746 388,979 7,767 -2.0
Poreent coeeenonsinnens 60.4 60.5 59.2 60.9 61.1 61.6 -
Challenged. . v o veeervenvne 90,693 88,103 91,575 92,110. 100,041 98,657 -1,384 -1.4
Percent cooeevreceansnn 15.5 155 16.2 15.2 154 15.6 -
Not Selected, Serving )
or Challenged-Total ...... 140,489 137,048 139,277 144,727 152,142 143,970 -8,172 -5.4
Percent oo vvevveenavans 24.1 24.0 24.6 23.9 234 22.8 -
In Travel Status c.vosvene * hd * 4,582 5,078 5,572 494 9.7
Percent cveveveaincans hd * . 0.8 0.8 0.9 -
Jury Triel Days «o.eoneess . 29,875 29,238 28,851 32,159 35,596 35,263 -333 =09
Criminal »veveeeeeennes 16,945 16,084 15,171 15,649 15,925 15,587 -338. -2.1
Percent coovvvennnnnnnn 56.7 55.0 52.6 48.7 4.7 44.2 -
Civil v vvvsvnese eses e 12,930 13,154 13,680 16,510 19,671 19,676 5
Percent «oovevevinanene 43.3 45.0 47.4 51.3 55.3 55.8

* The jurors in travel status are included in the category of jurors not selected, serving or challenged.

The total number of jury trial days declined 0.9 percent, primarily due to a 2.1 percent
decrease in the number of criminal trial days. The number of civil trial days remained virtu-
ally the same and now accounts for 55.8 percent of the total number of jury trial days.

Table 8 provides, by district, the number of juror days, the number of jury trial days and
the Juror Usage Index (J.U.L). The index is calculated by dividing the total number of avail-
able jurors by the total number of jury trial days. The result is the average number of jurors
available for service on each jury trial day. The national J.U.L for 1982 was 17.91 with the
individual districts ranging from a low of 11.42 in Wyoming to a high of 24.04 in Puerto Rico.

The national average for jurors selected or serving on jury trials during 1982 was 61.6
percent. The Eastern District of Oklahoma reported the highest percentage in this group with
83.0 percent, while seven other districts reported that more than three-fourths of their avail-
able jurors were selected or serving. The lowest percentage of jurors selected or serving was
recorded by the Western District of Kentucky at 43.8 percent.
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Table 8
| U. 8. Distriet Courts
Table 8 i Petit Juror Usage
U. 8. District Courts | During the Twelve M?nth Penof)i Ended dune 30, 1982
Petit Juror Usage : e continued
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30,1882 Number of
‘ Numl?er of Number of Juror Days Jury Trial Days
Number of Juror Days Jury Trial Days i Pere
Per- o Per- cent Not Per-
Per- cent Not Per- [ 55 cent Per- Selected, cent Per-
cent Per- Selected, cent p Per; Juror ‘ g‘otgll Selected é:gnlt Setggnig Trin . Per; é:qnt IJJ uror
Total |[Selected| cent Serving in er- { cen u . vail- or al- | or Chal- ave een rim- sag
A\?ail— or Chal- or Chal- g:a:el Total ée;n_tl Qrinll- Igf]zii ¥ District able | Serving | lenged lenged Status | Total | Civil inal Index
Distriet able |Serving | lenged lenged atus | Tota ivi ina t
' P Tth Cir.
Total. .. 631,606 61.6 15.6 21.9 0.9 35,263 55.8 44.2 17.91 B L, N..... 19,229 60.7 13.1 26.1 _ 1,128 51.6 48.4 17.05
L,C..... 3,376 63.7 18.5 17.8 - 186 37.6 62.4 18.15
DC...... | 10421 60.0 15.5 24.5 - | 525 | 459 54.1 | 19.85 IL,S «.... 2,856 52.1 22.2 25.0 0.6 161 | 78.9 211 | 17.714
‘ IN,N..... 3,772 46.7 18.5 34.8 - 165 53.9 46.1 22.86
1st Cir. IN,S ..... 3,786 64.3 15.6 20.1 - 194 26.8 73.2 19.52
ME ...... |} 943 72.1 18.0 8.0 1.9 54 64.8 35.2 17.46 L WLE..... 4,666 60.5 19.0 20.6 - 261 | -49.0 51.0 17.88
MA ...... 15,250 65.3 10.0 24.6 - 9%0 ggg ggg iggg *’ i WIL,LW .... 1,286 74.7 19.7 4.6 1.1 85 50.6 49.4 15.13
NH (.ovve 2,368 65.4 18.7 14.9 - 135 . . 54 )
RI....... 3:220 82.3 12.0 5.7 - 227 70.9 29.1 14.19 o 8th2C1r.
PR ...... 2,933 49.5 14.1 23.4 13.0 122 29.5 70.5 24.04 i o AR, Eo e 4,018 55.9 224 21.2 0.5 201 64.7 35.3 19.99
- v AR, W= ... 3,529 62.5 19.8 17.7 0.1 174 66.7 33.3 20.28
2nd Cir. i IA,N..... 1,628 57.3 11.5 21.8 9.4 95 69.5 30.5 17.14
CT ...cv 7,353 63.8 19.5 16.7 - 325 49.2 50.8 22.6% IA,S o.vu 2,502 68.2 - 15.4 15.4 1.0 185 84.3 15.7 13.52
e 5 69.5 9.3 31.2 - 252 58.7 41.3 18.3 5 MN...... 8,271 59.5 13.2 25.8 14 490 64.9 35.1 16.88
§f§’§ zg’%g 57.2 13.2 29.7 - ] 1,260 | 39.4 60.6 | 21.57 | MO,E .... 8770,  59.4 22.3 18.2 0.1 566 | 624  37.6 | 15.49
NY.S .... 41,183| 56.1 13.1 30.8 - | 2,028 | 50.8 49.4 | 20.31 5 MO, W.... 4,845| 56.5 21.2 22.3 - 306 | 73.9 26.1 | 15.83
NY,W.... 4,972 75.1 9.1 15.8 - 311 67.5 32.5 15.99 g NEZ. ceaen 5,641 45.5 10.7 38.9 4.9 277 73.6 26.4 20.36
VT: ceeene 2,683 74.6 8.6 16.8 - 176 58.0 42.0 15.24 ‘ ND“ ..... 2,443 65.0 19.1 8.5 6.4 138 36.2 63.8 17.70
SD..s.ev 3,776 54.8 23.7 16.8 4.7 191 51.8 48.2 19.77
3rd Cir. .
DE ...... 1,218 63.1 11.2 25.6 - 65 33.8 66.2 18.74 : : . 9th Cir.
Ndevoonoo 16,076 67.3 10.9 21.8 - 920 50.8 49.2 17.47 ; AK ...... 1,949 53.4 14.3 25.5 6.8 93 30.1 69.9 20.96
PA,E .... 28,886 60.1 21.6 17.9 0.5 1,667 64.3 35.7 17.33 i : AZ ...... 6,657 60.7 22.5 16.0 6.8 337 19.3 80.7 19.75
PA’ M.... 7:245 78.1 14.6 7.1 0.2 402 49.3 50.7 18.02 3 3y CA,N .... 11,514 65.3 13.1 21.1 0.5 736 62.4 37.6 15.64
PA, W.... 8,184 69.6 18.1 9.6 2.3 539 53.6 46 .4 15.18 A CAE ... 5,099 60.4 14.1 21.3 4.2 258 31.8 68.2 19.76
Yi , sesee 5,019 58.5 18.7 21.7 - 147 33.3 66.7 34.14 i CA,C.... 24,401 66.4 - 10.7 20.7 2.1 1,396 38.8 61.2 17.48
: i 5 CA,S .... 8,590/ 59.6 17.9 22.5 - 413 | 29.1  70.9 | 20.80
4th Cir. ¥ H ....... 1,052 72.2 21.2 6.6 T 86 | 73.3 26.7 12.23
MD . SRR 11,886 56.7 18.2 23.9 1.2 621 52.3 47.7 19%4 ; ID.iousen 2:524 62.5 16.1 12.5 8.9 142 54.2 45.8 17.77
v 92 72.8 154 i1.9 - 238 56.1 43.9 20.05 1 3 MT ..oovs 2,533 51.8 14.1 18.8 15.4 135 69.6 30.4 18.76
NOM.| hs] tos 145 114 33 | 162 | 537 46.3 | 14.68 g NV .o....| 4437 668 100 223 0.8 | 230 | 27.8 722 | 19.29
LRI G R A mp| o owe o i) minsonn) s
SC%..c.ve 8,774 80.2 9.8 8.8 1.1 : . . ¢ ¢ s B 3 . . . . . . .
VA,E g "t 5:795 53.3 25.6 20.9 0.2 356 65.7 ggg igig ? g{}, W.... 7,3gg Bg'{ 13.; 15.; 4.7 458 45.6 54.4 15.93
.es 450| 52.0 35.9 12.1 - 135 | 61.5 . . e 8 25. 8. 64. 17 15 - 100.0 | 55.2
\V[VI\&/,,VIEII e 2,862 52.2 24.8 22.4 0.6 55 745 26.5 15.23 B NMI...... 522 50.4 23.6 26.1 - 27 14.8 85.2 19.33
wWV,S ... 3,129 63.5 20.0 16.4 0.1 198 62.6 37.4 15. 1 10th Cir.
5th Cir. £ ‘ CO ...uu 4,741 69.2 17.8 11.0 2.0 358 69.8 30.2 13.24
e il mromsom4 oL ) moag) | G| pelms momom) o me
oo 64.2 16.4 19.3 - . . . § ceene . . . . . . .
iﬁ:% e }Eﬁgg 50.4 17.6 31.8 0.1 282 | 823  17.7 | 17.68 : i OK,N .... 3,463| 617 18.0 203 - 222 | 65.8 34.2 | 15.60
e 59.2 24.6 16.2 - 141 | 709 29.1 | 17.87 , OK,E .... 1,147 83.0 13.4 0.2 3.4 95 | 53.7  46.3 | 12.07
ﬁg’ gz oo 2’%2 §5.3 13.7 30.0 0.9 227 73.6 26.4 23.93 e é OK’ W..o. 5:200 68.6 18.9 12.3 0.3 449 884 118 11.58
. N2 ... | 12.805] 55.3 128 318 01 | 665| 740 26.0 | 19.39 utt... ... | 3,157 726  19.9 6.9 06 | 182| 648 352 | 17.35
TX.E +.0. 6,460| 62.1 20.5 17.3 - 369 | 851 149 | 17.51 o : WY ...... 1,713] 71.6 5.6 12.7 01 150 | 76.0  24.0 | 11.42
TX.S..... | 13,387] 617 155  22.8 -] 727 | s8s 414 | 18.41 it ,
T W .u . 8,853 59.4 16.2 24.3 0.2 431 | 517 483 | 20.54 ith Cir. ‘
Cz2. . ... - - - - - - - - - AL,N .... 6,298 59.4 19.6 187 5.3 378 66.1 33.9 16.66
- S AL,M .... 2,349 75.1 14.6 7.6 2.6 130 58.5 41.5 18.07
6th Cir. ! AL,S..... 3,370 78.6 12.9 2.5 5.9 197 48.2 51.8 17.11
KZ,E .... 5,776 55.2 18.9 25.2 0.7 262 30.5 69.5 22.05 ¢ FL,N .... 3,323 72.8 15.5 11.2 0.5 185 21.6 78.4 17.96
KY: Wl 3.458 43.8 23.3 32.9 - 156 60.3  39.7 22.;7 FL,M .... 12,015 64.3 15.3 20.3 0.1 | 680 434 . 566 17.67
MLE..... 25,798 60.9 12.8 26.3 - | 1,585 66.9 32; ; iggg . . I(;IK SN PR ig,gg ggg igg Zgg - 1,114 23.8" 76.3 222’;
MLW ... 39101 632 130 B o1 | e | tea  sie| 1613 éawz | 'isst| a2 e 16 D sl 345 %5 | 10m
gg:g e g:gég 65.9 122 190 29 | 371 695 305) 1652 GA,S ....| 3,888] 65.3 245  10.2 - | 203 s5.2 448 | 19.15
TNLE .... 3,682 62.6 12.4 25.0 - 262 80.9 19.1 X ‘
TN M. ... | 3572 497 150 352 178 | 702 20.8 | 20.07 ! e - o _ o
TN, W 5309 70.0 14.9 15.2 - 312 36.2 63.8 17.02 Total available jurors dlv:de.:d by total jury trial days gives the average number per jury trial day.
LA ’ Indicates those distriets which have not adopted local rules reducing the size of eivil juries.
Note: Due to rounding, percents may net add to 100.0 percent.
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U.S. DISTRICT COURTS

PETIT JUROR USAGE

12 MONTHS ENDED JUNE 30, 1982

NOTE: Eighteen people are pictured because the Juror Usage Index* in 1982 was 17.91.

CHALLENGED

v,

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

available jurors by the total number of jury trial days.

**Includes those jurors reported in travel status,

-

NOT SELECTEC SERVING,
OR CHALLENGEL = 22.8%**

An average of 15.6 percent of all prospective jurors were challenged either by court or
counsel during 1982. Generally, more cﬁlallenges are exercised in the selection of a eriminal
jury than in the selection of a ecivil jury.* Despite a 6.1 percentage point decrease from 1981,
the Western District of Virginia again reported the highest percentage of jurors challenged at
35.9 percent. Conversely, the Northern District of Ohio reported only 7.2 percent of its 7,712
jurors as challenged. The wide range in percentages of jurors challenged may be due to
different local court practices regarding peremptory challenges and the increased number of
challenges for cause in districts which have experienced highly publicized trials.

The third classification of jurors includes those who attend court but are not selected or
serving on a jury, and those not challenged in a jury selection. Factors contributing to a large
number of excess jurors include late settlements or pleas, an overcall of jurors for the number
of scheduled trials, a poor jury pool management, or a high percentage of eriminal jury trials.
A total of 25 districts reported 15 percent or less of the available jurors were not selected,
serving, or challenged. The Eastern District of Oklahoma reported the lowest percentage of
jurors not selected, serving, or challenged at 0.2 percent, while Nebraska reported the highest
percentage in this category at 38.9 percent.

Substantial improvement in efficient juror usage can be made by reducing the number
of jurors in the not selected, serving, or challenged category. Methods of limiting the number
of jurors in this category differ from district to district depending on the court size and the
number of places of holding court. Techniques that improve juror usage include less than 12
member civil juries, jury pooling, multiple voir dire, staggered trial starts, deadlines for
settlements and pleas, reduection in voir dire size, effective use of pretrial hearings, and use of
the code-a-phone for notifying jurors of postponement or ecancellation of a trial.

For the year ended June 30, 1982, a total of 67 districts reported a majority of eivil
jury trial days. The percentage of civil jury trial days ranged from 19.3 percent in Arizona to
88.4 percent in Oklahoma, Western. As mentioned previously, a court with a majority of
criminal trials has more problems to overcome than a court with a predominately civil
calendar. For example, more prospective jurors are called for service in the selection of a
criminal jury because the law provides for more peremptory challenges in criminal cases. In
addition, most districts allow six member civil juries, while eriminal trials almost always
require a minimum of 12 jurors.

Of the 25 distriets which reported less than 15.0 percent in the not selected, serving, or
challenged category, only five (20.0 percent) experienced a majority of criminal jury trial
days.

Comparison of Juror Utilization 1977 through 1982

As shown in Table 9, 47 districts reported improvement this year in the category of
jurors selected or serving. Since 1977, the greatest improvement was reported by Maine,
increasing from 54.0 percent selected or serving in 1977 to 72.1 percent selected or serving in
1982. As shown in Table 10, 46 districts improved this year in the category of not selected,
serving, or challenged. In this category, Utah reported the most improvement dropping from
36.8 percent in 1977 to 6.9 percent in 1982.

The territories of the Virgin Islands, the Canal Zone, Guam, and the Northern Mariana
Islands have been excluded from these comparisons because of the unique circumstances that
exist in these courts. The Middle Distriet of Louisiana was also excluded, since the data was
not complete from 1974 through 1979. Finally, the Federal District Court Organization Act of
1978 (P.L. 9¢ -409) changed distriet boundaries in Illinois, so a comparison from 1977 through
1982 cannot be made.

4 Title 28 U.S.C. Sections 1866(c)2) and 1866(c)(5).
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! ‘ = Table 10
Table 9 : ; S U. S. Distriet Courts
. U. 8. District Courts ' . : ol . Percentage of Jurors Nog Selected, Serving or Challenged
Duringpfgg%]\fri%\?eo{d g::;r;::ﬁcstgl (;):dS;vangoonlglvxgyt;ll‘naJsh 1989 ! o During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1977 through 1982
i ne 30, roug
- Distriet 1977T 1978 l 1979 l 1980 | 1981J 1982 Distriet  |1977 ‘ 1978 ] l l I
Distriet 1977 l iars l 1979 | 1980 l 1981 [ 1982 District 1977 l 1978 | 1979 I 1980 ] 1981 l 1952 == == o
X National .
Nationsl . . ; Average... | 24.1% 24.0% 24.6% 23.1% 22.7% 21.9% Tth Cir.
Aversge... | 60.4% 60.5% 59.2% 60.9% 61.1% 61.6% Tth Cir. | IL,N..c.o.. | 26.8% 27.0% 30.4% 26.9% 29.7% 26.1%
, IL,N....... | 63.6% 62.1% 56.6% 60.6% 58.3% B60.7% | DC........| 280 227 285 255 25.7 245 IL,ck......| - - 217 160 287 178
56.3 618 57.0 605 616  60.0 wcZll| = 557 664 525  63. ! B 15t Ci - mw,s: ..l - - 21 178 180  25.0
mN. | sea sea a8 tes  sas aed ME .. 339 7.8 140 984 61 B8O NS, AT Gee a8 a7 298 a0l
cerasne . 3. R . & R 4 creseeas B B o B . B coessese . o R A R Jd
540 740 718 75.0 75.8 7241 INS.......| 605 606 612 624 57.5 643 MA ........{ 163 20,0 - 223 . 236 26.0 246 WLE.......|161 257 139 144 158 28.6
71.0 677 689 66.0 633  65.3 WLE.......| 68.0 63.3 706 69.2 68.7 605 ' NH «.......] 235 291  20.7 9.8 123 149 WLW .oooon | 47 5.0 84 47 103 46
58,8 53.0 645 747 715 65.4 WLW ......| 713 782 714 762 70.8 747 I Rl.........p 127 1041 6.0 2.0 103 5.7 .
Zgg gig 2;'{ gg; ;gg 232 8th Cir. Lt PR ........] 43.0 414 38.0 242 326 23.4 8th Cir.
. . . . X . - . AR,E ,..... |17.8 269 188 189 165 21.2
Rl o B v R R Bl I ot sr ss wr srome wmr | MwoiEE OED oD BEOBD A
Zg.; ggul) 74.g 7';.9 ;g; 63.8 IA,’N veesess | 651 455 619 64.0 58.0 57.3 2 NY,N......| 456 339 384 289 200 312 IAi S.eeee... 12,8 131 216 201 148 154
. . . 54.2  63.0 . 59.5 14,S ....... | 693 680 614 631 66.8 68.2 " NY,E ......| 329 294 240 304 298 297 MN ........ 211 228 24, 24.2 2 258
NY,E ...... | 53.7 559 59.0 54. = 557 57.2 MN ........| 604 607 598 611 714 59.5 NY,S ......| 302 334 315 352 334 308 MO,E ...... | 200 220 2‘;.3 21.5 zlnsag 18.2
NY,S ...... | 542 515 524 492 514  56.1 MO,E...... | 548 574 573 58.8 553 59.4 NY,W......[ 208 207 185 201 134 158 MO, W...... 1263 247 177 162 154 223
NY,W......| 702 633 701 700 1783 75.1 MO,W......| 483 584 56.6 68.4 63.1 565 VT.........} 254 286 32.0 193 ~23.6 16.8 22.6 26,7 306 283 199 389
VT...vvee.. | 613 60.8 573 70.8 65.2 746 NE ........| 57.8 56.6 49.7 509 56.9 455 3rd Ci 23.2 248 234 136 153 9.5
2rd Cir gg veveee..| 613 568 55.3 55.6 585  65.0 - rd Cir. ; \ . 8Dev.......| 319 285 259 225 209 16.8
. “eevess.. ] 487 503 569 544 531 548 cereesad| 154 8.7 13.9 11, 18.7 5. .
DE ........ | 604 705 672 712 64.8 63.1 . it NJveewsooo.] 202 252 219 164 179 218 9th Cir.
NJ......... | 68.9 845 67.0 726 70.7 67.3 9th Cir. , PAE ......| 251 305 351 316 195 179 AK ........| 226 323 525 201 387 255
PAE ...... | 558 506 459 503 599  60.1 AK ........| 639 525 380 631 438 534 PA,M......| 88 8.9 701 131 7.9 7.1 AZ ........|15.6 243 19.8 16.0 170 16.0
PA,M ...... | 760 773 752 691 772 8.1 AZ ........| 47.4 496 595 63.5 . 623 607 “ PA,W......{ 271 234 267 109 168 5.6 CA,N......[214 173 218 216 215 211
PA,W ......| 56.6 57.4 539 649 628 69.0 CA;N......| 659 69.3 .65.6 651 659 . 653 VI..oieo.sof 299 239 176 148 151 217 CAE ......[37.0 249 252 282 203 21.3
VI:........| 488 54.6 590 582 63.4 585 CAE......| 535 593 594 584 654 604 Ath Ci CA,C...... | 28.4 295 328 257 23.8 20.7
&th Gir. CA,C......] 61.3 617 575 63.3 644 66.4 1. CA,S ......| 229 184 242 312 267 225
CA,S ......| 60.1 65.6 58.7 49.5 58.3  59.6 MD........; 31.3 158 23.1 276  25.0 239 Hl.........| 83 13 4.2 9.3 5.2 6.6
MD........ 54.6 66.9 59.6 557 54,1  56.7 Hl.........| 581 67.5 61.2 58.3 59.7 72.2 Lo NC,E ......| 817 259 236 143 126 119 ID.iveuoeea | 228 347 196 197 102 125
NC,E ...... | 59.2 603 62.4 765 75.8 728 Deeceee... | 590 495 61.0 - 60.8 63.0 625 : NC,M......| 13.6 159 81 114 8.2 114 MT ........ | 17.4 227 309 236 16.6 188
NC,M......| 731 861 771 761 715  70.8 MT ........| 683 63.1 559 51.3 56.3 51.8 g NC,W......| 12,9 = 132 164 101 115 134 NV ........| 388 304 279 243 407 223
NC,W...... 76.0 773 5.2 69.1 77.2 782 "NV ........| 49.4 ' 548 551 55.7 436 66.8 SCeveeeev..| 158 126 154 135 8.6 8.8 OR ........| 227 18.2 241 182 163 201
SC.cvvevees | 710 773 722 748 795 802 OR .eo.o...| 549 64.0 56.2 62,6 63.6 600 ! 5, VA,E ......] 140 119 17.0 = 147 157  20.9 WA,E......| 210 180 193 181 180 254
VA,E ......| 492 548 525 558 562 §3.3 WAE ... 584 564 606  63.7 629 557 ‘ VA, W......l 51 233 9.1 12.2 5.0 121 WA, W......[| 221 209 256 18.0 238 154
m, Wa.eeo..| 576 £0.2 5189 506 53.0 52.0 WA, Wisv...| 591 621 57.0 61.8 58.5  66.7 : & WV,N......| 148 185 243 161 19.0 22.4 GU guu.....| 631 307 305 547 1000 649
W g N ggg ggg ggg ggg{ ggg ggg ggﬂs vereee.| 205 665 570 24.9 - 251 i % WV,S .....q) 283 194 1901 150 156 164 NMB.......| - 1000 634 314 517 26.1
)8 e . . . . . . Ceeeen - - 182 2.0 21.1 © 50.4 ﬁ Sth Ci. 10th Gir.
5th Cir. 10th Cir. g LAE ......| 178 197 208 281 266 ' 21.4 co 18.6 232 208 143 118 110
LAE ......| 530 604 S68 5L1 513 563 CO ........| 645 59.8 607 624 685  69.2 2 LaMl.oo00] 287 170 332 233 394 19.3 KS.vvvvvooo| 214 186 1956 170 182 175
LA, MY L.... ] 385 417 277 487 437 64.2 KS.veieceeo.| 63.2 663 655 685 685 654 : LA, W......| 246 23.6 271  28.7 263 31.8 NM..oowwoo| 156 134 18,0 8.7 6.2 7.3
LA,W......| 538 55.0 551 50.4 .53.2 504 NM........|] 666 703 629 689 718 1710 - MS,N ......{ 166 13.3 129 184 221  16.2 OK,N ......| 1. 115 215 159 151 203
MS,N ......| 642 686 - 658 58.7 53.2 59.2 OK,N......| 69.0 729 66.8  68.7 67.8 617 3 MS,S.......] 25.0 261 .30.2 285 25.0 30.0 OK.E ......| 131 212 9.7 11 5.9 0.2
MS,S.......| 58.9 610 551 53.2 545  55.3 OK,E ......| 688 60,7 696 79.5 - 720 83.0 5 TX,N ......] 175 200 244 220 309 318 OK,W......} 142 67 81 89 58 123
TX,N ...... | 69.2 67.1 ' 61.2 66.3 558 553 OK,W......| 70.8 77.6 763 745 76.6 68,6 | * TX%,E ......{ 191 263 225 16.8 205 173 UT vo......| 368 308 142 7.9 80 69
T%,E ...... | 659 585 603 672 60.1 62.1 UT o.......| 521 567 655 731 170.3  72.6 : TX,S.......| 20.8 269 242 259 193  22.8 wY 212 197 147 13.6 148 127
TX,5.......| 673 584 628 60.6 658 617 WY ... .. .01 682 674 714 723 679 716 A TXW .oneo.] 2106 241 267 246 216 243 R S . . . - >
TX,W ...... | 613 578 5.2 59.5 62.0 59.4 - CZ v.o.....| 347 259 324 156 66.9 - 11th Cir.
CZ eovev...| 593 479 382 510 - 25.2 - 11th Cir. s S AL,N ......| 268 23.6 23.9° 226 204 157
6th Cir. AL, N ......| 537 569 546 53.3 541 594 . 8 6th Cir. AL,M......[ 139 145 145 80 57 716
AL,M......| 75.6 733 73.0 723 768  75.1 ] i KY,E ......| 30.3 283 207 180 251  25.2 AL,S.......| 6.2 44 179 43 3.2 2.5
KY,E ......| 583 61.8 682 70.1 609 55.2 AL,S.......{ 808 '8l0 685 762 782 786 : KY,W......} 302 318 320 371 324 329 FL,N ......| 158 23.80 207 23.0 178 112
KY,W......| 539 51.% 50.0 43.2 516 43.8 FL,N ......| 697 60.4 61.7 575 659 72.8 e MLE.......| 228 204 262 231 304 263 FL,M ......| 206 213 161 179 19.0 203
MLE.......| 674 8.2 623 664 57.8 609 FL,M ......| 67.0 647 686 68.2 66.7 64.3 i MLW ......| 9.8 142 235 157 243 214 FL,S.......| 340 290 320 345 322 293
MLW ......| 818 733 641 73.0 619 63.2 FL,S.......| 528 56.6 52.6 527 53.2  54.8 o OH,N ......| 374 205 229 353 332 248 GAN ......| 240 261 242 219 241 248
OH,N ......| 544 599 664 542 551 679 GA,N'......| 56.2 53.6 .57.2 610 576 585 OH,S ......| 187 175 157 220 241 190 GAM......| 11.8 146 151 135 101 76
OH,S ......| 681 704 674 640 607 659 GA,M......| 649 606 627 662 679 69.2 ™,E ......] 233 246 238 171 171 25.0 GALS ......| 56 105 111 74 6.6 102
TN,E «.....| 625 631 614 7.9 718 626 GA,S ......} 76.8 719 703 69.7 75.3 65.3 TN,M ......| 389 334 271 406 379 352
TN,M ......| 499 547 585 485 501  49.7 : TN,W.ouooo| 137 136 167 126 164  15.2
T™N,W......| 69.1 683 657 697 677 70.0 —
1 :
1 : Data from 1977 to 1979 was under reported H
Date from 1977 to 1979 was under reported. ] ent P P . PO H
Pursuant to the Pederal District Court Organization Act of 1978 (P.L. 95~409), district boundaries in Ilinois were changed. Only data xS ;’;;2;3:; fode ;:éigf&rg,ft-lscsﬁ,‘(',';:nomm“w“ Act of 1978 (P. L. 95~409), district boundaries in Illinois were changed. Only data ‘
ince passagie o atl legisiation is shown. 3 3 H 3 . : i
The District of the Northern Mariana Islands was established on January 8, 1978. The District of the Northern Mariana Islands was established on January 8, 1978. i
NOTE: Data for 1980 through 1982 excludes jurors in travel status. i ’
]
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Juror Usage Check Sheet

The following Juror Usage Check Sheet lists 14 basie positive f i
result in a low J.U.. and 14 adverse factors which 'teng to resfl(’:ctoil;f ghltfirgl'hte?dUtIo
Communication between the Administrative Office and district court personnel ‘identi.fit.aci
tl}esg factors 5as Juror usage problems encountered by the district courts. Each of the 94
dlStI’.lc.t cou?ts has .var'.lafglons of local rules and implements different practices regarding juror
z_admmxstratmn. Thls listing is not meant to include all possible factors affecting a district's
juror us'ag:e, but can be used as a starting point to isolate and study individual aspects of a
district's juror usage program. Once a court has determined the practices or conditions that

exist in its jury program, it can proceed to stud i i ificati
s y those areas which may r
to improve the usage of petit and grand jurors. l Y reguire modification

5 The Canal Zone

e closed March 31, 198-% in accordance with the Panama Canal Act of

7
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CHECK SHEET ON JUROR USAGE FACTORS THAT MAY HAVE AN EFFECT ON
JUROR STATISTICS

POSITIVE FACTORS

ADVERSE FACYORS

o e o O o s s o R

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

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

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

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

Use of multiple veir dires in the jury

selection process.

Reduction in voir dive panel size.

Use of civil juries of less than twelve
members.

Reduction in the number of challenges
allowed.

Established deadlines for settlements
or pleas.

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

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

© BRack up trials set so that a jury'

panel for the first case may still he
used if this First case does mot go
forward for some reason.

. Stipulation by coumsel te waive alter-

nate jurors or vgrdicts by 12 or 6.

B

No highly publidized"trials and few
multiple defendant criminal cases.

Q

14

1

2

the same time and on the same day.

~“No back up trials set so that a jury

. Use of alternates in all cases with

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

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

Each judge using a separate Jjury
panel,

All judges beginning jury selection at

O O 4dd

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. | I

"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-
endar - 70% or more of all jury trials.

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

no attempt to obtain waiver of their
use.

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

O O o o

NOTE: Factors are randomly lisfed-with no order as to Significance;
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Seqtion 11
JUROR COSTS

The following expenditures are based on vouchers submitted by clerks of U.S. district
courts to the Administrative Office. Since these vouchers are not always submitted immedi-
ately, the expenditures listed must be considered estimates.

Nationwide, approximately $38,897,800 was expended for petit and grand jurors during
the year ended June 30, 1982. Of this total, $10,542,300 (27.1 percent) was spent for grand

jurors and $28,355,500 (72.9 percent) was paid for petit jurors. The chart below illustrates the
percentage of total juror expenditures for attendance, mileage, subsistence, and other costs.

i
if
]

HOW JUROR DOLLARS WERE SPENT

IN THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1982

Total Juror Expenditures: $38,897,800
Grand Juror Expenditures: 10,542,300
Petit Juror Expenditures: 28,355,500

PRV

NG

P

Mileage - 6.3%

‘s

Attendance - 48.5%

Other -0.6%

Other ~4.3%

Mileage -16.6%

Subsistence - 3.6%
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GRAND JUROR COSTS

For the twelve month period ended June 30, 1982, total payments for grand juror
activity amounted to $10,542,300. Table 11 divides grand juror payments into the categories
of attendance, mileage, subsistence, and other miscellaneous expenses. dJurors (excluding
Federal employees) are paid an attendance fee of $30 per day. Attendance fees accounted for
$6,613,000, or 62.7 percent, of the total amcunt expended for grand jurors. Mileage and toll
expenses aceounted for $2,461,900 (23.4 percent), while $1,220,900 (11.6 percent) was spent on
subsistence. A total of $246,500 (2.3 percent) was paid for other miscellaneous expenses which
ineludes parking, telephone calls, and refreshments.

Table 11
U.S. Distriet Courts
National Grand Juror Payments’
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1978 through 1982
(Estimated Figures)

Grand Suror
Payments 1978* 1979* 1980%* 1981* 1982
Total Payments .. ... $4,645,400  $6,730,500  $8,862,900 $10,310,700 $10,542,300
Attendance ...... 3,536,000 4,925,600 6,141,300 6,541,400 6,613,000
Subsistence ...... 250,900 403,200 629,500 1,029,700 1,220,900
Mile8ge v vvveven- 847,100 1,389,000 2,036,500 2,684,500 2,461,900
Other v.voevneen 11,400 12,700 55,600 55,200 246,500

* Expenditure data for the years 1978 through 1981 was underreported by approximately five
percent. Comparisons between 1982 and previous years, therefore, must l?e maqg with caution.

Table 12 presents grand juror expenditures by district. New York, Southern spent the
most in 1982, paying approximately $883,670 for grand juror activity. The average cost per
grand jury session in 1982 was $1,003 and the average cost per grand juror day was $50.

21

D

»




!
f
i
Table 12
U.S. District Courts :
Grand Juror Expenditure Breakdown for the Year Ended June 30, 1982 ! ) PETIT JUROR COSTS
(Estimated Figures) | . ,
Percentage of Estimated ‘  Percentege of Estimated , As shown in Tat?le 13, $28,355,500 was expended for petit jurors during 1982. Atten-
Total Expenditure for:® Total Expenditure for:* dance fees of $30 per juror per day (excluding Federal employees) accounted for $18,863,400,
Est. Total Attend- | Mile- { Subsist- Est. Total Attend- | Mile~ | Subsist- o) . i i
Distriet Expenditures ance age ence Other District Expenditures ance age ence Other ; fI‘ 66.5 percent Of the.tOtaL Although the I:nlleag:e auowanee V\.IaS reduc.ed in December 1981
rom 22.5 cents per mile to 20 cents per mile, mileage expenditures still totalled $6,443,500
Total....... |$ 10,542,283 627 234 118 2.3 7th Cir. (22.7 percent). Only $1,394,8.00 (4.9 percent) was paid for subsistence and $1,6§3,80‘0 (5.8
261.726 91.6 8.4 L. N 489,650 6.6 20.0 0.1 23 percent) was spent for other miseellaneous expenses. Miscellaneous expenses are primarily for
DC.evnennns . ! : : - A wel 847125 452 322 207 18 the comfort and convenience of the jurors.
1st Cir. Ly S cavvnnses 75,562 46,2 168 357 1.3 '
IN,N.oovonen 70,187 427 260 294 1.2
ME vivvurnnns 18,461 559 337 3.8 6.6 [| IS .oouvuuns 122,264 447 240 306 0.6
MA cenvnennns 263,145 746  23.3 - 21 || WLE......... 87,620 47.3 234 231 6.2 Table 13
NH voevrenns- 41,571 61.3 igo 6.0 07 || wLw . oo..... 44,795 36.8 289  29.1 5.2 U.S. Distriet Courts
Rl...... erees 35,571 2.0 .8 - T2.2 National Petit Juror Pa
. yments
PR tevevnnnes 96,189 45.8 17.0 36.8 0.4 8th Cir, During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1978 through 1982
2nd Cir. AR,E .. .00 41,865 44.6 30.2 24.1 1.2 (Estimated Figures)
, AR, W. . 34,896 371 249 318 0.1
CT vvvnvnnans 69,246 75.3 §°‘5 1.6 26 | 1AN... §§iﬁ égg g:{g 13; i Petit Juror
NY,N ..... e 106,864 64.8 11 13 2.8 . . . . . + . - .
NY.E ..... . 481,067 784 20.6 0.3 o1 || mN. 88,989 435 100 383 8.2 Payments 1978 1979 1980 1881 1982
NY,S verenans £83,670 779 214 - 0.6 || MO,E 67,878 660 - 208 112 1.9
NY, W . . ..., 143,215 76.4  19.8 - 37 | Mmo,w........ 82,524 442 181 36 1.0
VT errinannns 35,283 63.4  32.2 - 44 Il NE L......... 86,715 39.0 - 27.3 339 0.1 Total Payments ..... $14,875,400 $18,863,500 $24,759,200 $27,415,400 $28,355,550
ND vevnennes 37,365 348 . 30.6 344 0.2 :
3rd Cir. SD..... SRREEE 58,928 845 307 348 - Attendance ...... 11,283,000 14,241,900 17,076,400 18,279,700 18,863,400
.......... 32,416 1.6 237 - 4.6 8th Cir. .
DE ... . pbALs me  na - 48 Subsistence ...... 359,400 563,900 783,700 1,090,600 1,394,800
PAE covvnnnn 288,673 67.9  24.6 5.8 17 || AR cevvnnnne, 54,294 305 220 356 12,0 )
PA, M .cveenn. 91,168 60.2 280 6.9 a9 || AZ ....oiall, 113,542 558 259 151 3.2 Mileage v evven. s 2,525,200 3,675,100 5,418,100 7,139,300 6,443,500
PAW .ovuusn, 174,871 561 210 20.4 25 || CAN........ 208,647 624 313 63 u
VIeeerenenenn - - - - - CAE..e.... . . . .
) e s10 g o o Other ..vvvvunns 707,800 382,600 1,481,000 905,800 1,653,800
4th Cir, 182,422 746  19.9 0.1 5.4
. 28,100 68.2  24.6 1.2 6.0 |
MD ...vvenn . 232,270 58,1 314 4,0 65 ff IDoviieeinnns 37,346 424 290 286 - .k
NCE sivenens 56,631 50.8 21.6 27.1 0.6 MT covevennas 45,760 344 37.1 28.4 0.1 i ) xpenditure data for the years 1978 through 1981 was underreported by approximately five percent
NC,M.iviunns, 49,581 62.4 312 6.3 0.0 | NVl 88,401 8.3 181 0.6 - g » Comparisons betw : . X1 © .
NCI WLl 18,343 §0.8 392 - ) S . 131,021 397 287 303 14 i parisons between 1982 and previous years, therefore, must be made with caution.
5C..... cereee 88,622 461 250 289 -l wAE........ 38,791 435 230 = 318 17 3
VAE . .... .. 135,905 68.2  22.9 2.1 6.8 | WA, Wo.u... .. 111,506 576 205 160 5.9 i
v’%, Woerrrennn 69,785 428 169 284 119 || GU ...veeennn 13,678 88.8 112 - - i
WY,N .. ...... 28,071 572 235 164 29 || NMI....... ces - - - - - I - - .
WVIS et 59993 768 171 30 33 Table 14 presents petit juror expenditures t.Jy filstmct. .Agam, New York, Southern
o , 10th Cir, b reported the largest payments ($1,600,014) to petit jurors. Five other districts reported
o ir. e N N Y 2,678 R Y 20 | (lagg;ndltugis in g)iciless,of $1,000,000 for petit juror activity. The average cost per juror day in
’ resneens R . - . cesessone .. . . o . e S j i
LA M .....e., 48,393 | 807 172 19 02 || NM.eeeriiiis 12,966 | 340 356 300 04 : was $45 and the average cost per jury trial day was $804.
LA, W ....oud 73,773 553 246 171 30 | ok,N........ 23,015 76.5 235 - - : :
MS,N covvnnnn 33,988 488 339 175 - OK,E........ 31,280 469 333 197 0.2 f& :
MS,S,.0uu.n. . 77,045 373 154 460 13 || OK,W........ 52,948 590 162  23.0 o 2; 5
TE,N covnens. - 117,552 63.0 281 8.8 01 fl UT .......... 35442 .. 60.7 176 187 3.0 B I
TX,E vvuen. .. 40,960 50,5 210 . 187 9.8 | WY.......... 14,890 78.0  14.6 5.6 1.8 i : :
TX,S...... e 170,657 663  23.6 2.2 7.4 : o !
T)Z(, Wieeerenns 134,300 664 214 5.4 6.8 11th Cir. ! ,
CZ evrnnnn .. - - - - - ; ';
AL N couvnnns 62,355 461 248 217 1.3 {
8th Cir. AL,M...ov.n. 52,827 50.3 249 244 01
AL.S..eeenrns 25,198 §0.0  29.9 8.5 1.5 :
KY,E ........ 84,977 68.3  28.4 - 33 || PL,N ........ 101,344 52,0 222  25.0 0.8 :
KY,Weirnunns 61,359 768 202 11 19 || PL,M evvnne. 280,376 56.2  22.6  20.7 0.6 :
MLE..ion.. 278,778 69.5  27.4 0.1 30 || PL,S.vcuennn. 319,027 769 117 2.0 3.3 £ .
ML W .. 76,778 49.9 22.7 21.1 6.4 GA,N sovvnans 153,372 §7.9 25.4 13.2 3.5 b "
OH,N .. 184,972 578 253 142 28 || GA,M........ 79,7113 431 213 356 -
OH,S ........ 119,692 542 294 157 07 | GA,S «....... 96,617 376 333 291 - £ !
TN,E ouvnnren 24,848 68.8  28.4 - 23 i £ g
TN, M vennanns 41,735 60.8 378 - 14 i :
TN, W eevninns 69,170 773 203 0.1 2.5 x;
i re 31

* Due to rounding to the nearest decimal point, percentages may not add to 100.0 percent. 3
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I g YEAR ENDED
Tahle 14 : JUNE 30, 1982
U.S. District Courts B JUROR USAGE PROFILE ’
Petit Juror Expenditure Breakdown for the )Year Ended June 30, 1982 _ 2
(Estimated Figures, ; 1 L 2
Percentage of Estimated Percentage of Estimated T L1 | PLACESOF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) ’ JUDGESHIPS | = 1
Total Expenditure for:* Total Expenditure for:* . : .
Est. Total Attend- | Mile~ { Subsist= Est. Total Attend- | Mile~ | Subsist- .}i IMATED COST
District Expenditures ance age ence Other Distriet Expenditures ance age ence Other i iijélZglé ESTIMATEI f STS 5
3 k Selecte er er
-~ Serving.or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Total....... |$28,355,548 665 227 49 5.8 Tth Cir. N ‘| * Ghallenged Day Day
i P
DC vevennanss 289,755 76.0 7.0 - 168 ILyNoerioonsos 756,826 74.1 20.8 - 5.3 ! y
- IL,Ceiivnnnn. 145,851 5869 368 24 18 i E 3 4 5 6 7 $ 13 14 15
1st Cir. IL,S evvvavens 176,099 58.1 33.8 3.6 4.6 ; 12 )
INNNeoooeaonn 143,120 76.0 181 03 5.5 H T
VE ceeennnnns 45,721 60.2 24.2 6.8 8.8 IN,S covnnnnns 191,403 62.8 285 15 73 i 100 % 8 % 9 9 10 % 11 9 Not Selected, Serving $ 16
MA ivrnennnns 619,296 747 20.7 - 45 [ WLE......... 219,353 64.7 19.9 2.5 12.8 j , I or Challenged
NH cevennnnns 122,815 62.2 32.4 24 30 WLW coveennn 51,111 661 214 64 6.1 g T
;1 (S 140,645 781 162 - 5.7 g
PR vevennnnss 187,041 454 159 317 1.3 8th Cir. : : 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26
|
2nd Cir. ARE ciienann 176,449 67.1 26.9 2.8 3.3 , T e
AR, Wouveenns 159,891 690 218 0.2 2.0 ]\ CWVILS b 5 LA CRIMINAL |
CT vevernnnen 308,604 748 191 01 6.1 790~ S 109,174 50.7 22.9 17.8 8.5 ;
NY;N.ivuuusn 196,372 725 207 2.5 44 TA)S vevennnss 126,286 §0.4 288 8.4 2.4 A JURY TRIAL DAYS
NY,E cevunnon 1,074,189 768 187 - 3.4 MN covveeinns 391,036 65.2 175 9.8 74 ;
NY,S voveenes | 1,600,014 75.0 214 02 35 MO,E . evusenn 351,239 713 21.7 0.6 6.4
NY, Weeenouns 223,474 74.7 184 1.8 5.1 MO, Warrenins 207,934 707 250 2.2 2.1 : ESTIMATED COSTS \
s O 131,617 61.6 218 2.8 14.1 NE vevvvennns 295,469 57.0 25.0 159 2.1 5
ND covvnnancs 141,990 53.3 22.9 21.0 2.8 ; Por Jper
3rd Cir. ) PO 224,997 521 302 163 14 TOTAL Session 6‘;3’
o) N 49,317 72.3 22,2 1.6 33 9th Cir. - G -
NI eenneennns 694,339 71.2 211 0.3 75 . q 37 38 39
PAE veveenss 1,335,273 62.5 21.9 7.0 8.6 AK vevnnncnns 109,744 55.5 12.2 20.7 116 ] R o)
PA,M...ouues 329,244 635 26.2 2.8 75 AZ ..viieennn 277,135 7.7 19.7 43 43 i
PA,Worveeuns 394,977 62.5 21.3 121 4.1 CA/N cviennss 604,529 63.6 25.0 44 7.0 3 A
VI eveovacnnns 191,020 76.6 44 0.1 18.9 CAE vovvnnns 296,781 53.3 28.9 14.3 3.5 d N
' CACrvrennne 1,270,429 54.0 25.1 10.0 10.8 |
4th Cir. CA,S cuvennns 356,621 I 19.9 06 78 D . :
HEocouenennen Spend | sas 188 Ul For National Profile
MD tvnvnnnnns 497,691 59.4 307 5.2 48 IDiiennnnnenn 0, . Oben Foldout
NC,E covnunns 207,585 59.2 27.6 1.2 19 MT vevurncans 159,640 46.3 28.7 23.6 15 A?Back Cover
NC,Muuvaunes 122,544 56.3 317 109 11 NV ivrenennnn 192,958 747 15.2 55 45 5
NC,Wieeeeanns 110,845 76.3 237 - - OR vevreennns 199,771 65.4 24.0 5.7 43 !
SCiveenvennes 498,596 55.0 32.0 10.2 2.7 WA,E ....ven 67,616 63.8 19.2 105 6.5 |
VAE cevvenns 205,312 727 21.9 04 540 WA, Woeeroan 372,620 611 195 12.6 6.8 i )
VA, W.eereons 116,508 63.7 23.3 0.1 12.9 Sgn ig"{sgi ;gﬁ 12(7) - ;.g 'i \
WY, N . ouvnuen 36,744 70.7 24.0 11 42 NMl.eiiouannn , X - . i
WV,S ovennnn 125,952 723 210 20 47 | HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
5th Cir 10th Cie- é PETIT JUROR USAGE R RAND JUROR-USA
: CO voveennnnn 230,894 61.3 19.3 146 47 3 YEAR % Not :
LAE cenveaes 468,379 66.4 18.7 0.5 145 KS.vovernnnss 197,244 70.2 241 4.3 l-g B ENDED Selected % Selected Juror
LA, M.eoiernn. 47,375 78.1 106 - 2.2 NM ceoavsonne 249,800 50.6 27.7 179 3. JUNES3 Serving or or Usage
LA, W .eevaans 168,420 70.0 255 0.4 41 139,484 739 240 05 1.7 0 Challenged Serving Index
MS,N vvennns 129,519 59.8 363 0.7 3.2 62,234 53.8 37-’5 f-g 8-
MS,S.cnnesaes 269,816 60.0 22.5 2.8 14.9 194,380 7.7 22-4 o7 e
TX, N eeeaeess 502,321 76.8 22.3 0.3 - 159,564 62.4 21. . 4 ' , A
TX,E vevenans 298,203 700 244 0.1 55 WY ovennnns 58,241 84.2 9.1 0 3 ; 1978
TX,Seuveeenns 673,125 66.8 238 19 75 . .
TXoW vvvnnnnn 362,482 I 184 25 75 11th Cir. : 1979
CZ veveennnns - - - - - ,
. AL N covennen 386,578 472 287 22.3 1.9 ' o
th Cir. AL, M covanans 102,583 66.4 275 5.7 0.4 : 40 -
' AL, S...vevers 187,677 55.2 25.0 18.5 1.3 : , 1980
KY, E covennes 265,555 667 278 2.1 34 | FL,N coeennen 137,370 665 - 245 2.9 g'i ;
KY,W.oeearaas 146,435 70.7 245 - 43 FL,M ccvvenss 538,646 66.6 25.3 g.g 34 : . :
MLE.rouenens 1,148,179 672 239 0.4 84 || FLiS.ccovnsn. 1,193,367 723 16 § . 4 1981 !
MLW .ouunen. 216,088 549 274 9.0 8.2 GA, N .oovuonn 539,204 711 229 g-i gj ;
OH, N ........ 319,257 689 239 1.6 58 | GAM........ 92,742 24 255 o1 195 ;;. :
OHS wuvuvnnn 287,015 614 - 229 9.2 85 || GAS «eeennlt 202,537 611 193 : ] - 1982 '
TNE ceeneens 164,174 712 26.8 - 2.0 \_
TN, M ..ivians 149,701 728 23.8 - 3.8
TRy Woeerenns 198,140 755  21.8 - 2.8 , o
* Due to rounding to the nearest decimal point, percentages may not add to 100.0 percent. . ‘
'
25
G
24




10.
11.

12.

13.

14.
15.

16'

17.

18.
19.

20.

Section Il
JUROR USAGE PROFILES

EXPLANATION OF ENTRIES ON DISTRICT JUROR USAGE PROFILES
Places of holding court where peétit jurors have been in court and available to serve for
jury trial activity.
Authorized judgeships on June 30, 1982 (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.

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

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.

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

Percentage of petit jurors who were challenged. |

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

Percentsge of petit jurors who were in travel status.

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.L is
calculated 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.

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

Estimated cost per jury trial per day.

Estimated cost per petit juror per day.

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

Total fiumber of eivil and criminal jury trials. This information is derived from the JS-
10, the Monthly Report of Trials and Other Court Activity.

Total number of civil jury trials.
Percentage of civil jury trials (Box 18 divided by box 17).

Total number of eriminal jury trials.

26

21.
22.

23.
24.
25.
26.
27.

28.
29:

30.

31.
32.

330

34.

35.

36‘

37.

Section I
JUROR USAGE PROFILES
(eontinued)
Percentage of eriminal jury trials (Box 20 divided by box 17).

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

Total number of civil jury trial days.

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

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

Total number of grand juries that were in existence for one or more months during the
past year (July 1, 1981 through June 30, 1982).

Total number of grand juries in existence on July 1, 1981.

Total number of grand juries impaneled or brought into existence at some time between
July 1, 1981 and June 30, 1982.

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,
1981 and June 30, 1982.

Total number of grand juries still in existence on July 1, 1982.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

f
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Section I
JUROR USAGE PROFILES
(continued)

38. Estimated cost for each grand jury session eonvened.
39. Estimated cost per grand juror per day.

40. A comparison of selected petit juror utilization data for the year ended June 30, 1978
through 1982. :

41. A comparison of selected grand juror data, 1978 through 1982.

COMMENT: A statement is provided for those districets reporting various oceurrences in the
operation of their jury system which have had an effect on their usage statisties. This
information is obtained from the JS-11G and JS-11 monthly reports provided by the Clerks of
the U. B. Distriet Courts. The data in this report are compiled by the Statistical Analysis and
Reports Division.

28 ‘ ' ._ o

VIRGINIA

1

=3




YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982
JUROR USAGE PROFILE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
L1 | PLACESOF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS | 12 |
/ NUMBER OF JUROCR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
3 T Totét - g o elécted N T R S PN S T D P - "1 USAGE Per Por
o Available’ L INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
o ovaiabie o seryin Day Day
p :
E 10,421 6,251 1,612 2,558 - 19.85 S 289,755 552 29
T ' '
: 100% - 60.0 % 15.5 %| 24.5 %l - % Nt Cananged 2§ 705990
T
119 53 66 525 241 45.9 284 | 54.1
" TOTAL |- ONIL | % | CRIMINALL _ TOTAL | OWL | .k ['GAMINALL %
\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
K NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES . ESTIMATED COSTS \
e i TOTAL Seszgon Jg;?,r
G &
R 23 14 9 12 11 P 261,726 464 24
A
N 564 | 11,033 2,706 19.6 | 4.80
P — For National Profile
L Sessiong for Open Foldout :
" Convenfid . | . Sessian % . :Session 1 per At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS s
a | HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ~ A S, 1
T TRIALS N PETIT JUROR USAGE B : Maine y
bt assachusetts
EYNED/:\ERD : Seﬁl,érgtoéd, % Seétracted d:;og New Har.npshire‘
JUNE30 | | Ssovingor | serving index _ Rhode Island’
L | Challenged 2" Puerto Ri . !
) / agine;
1978 22.7 | 61.8 | 20.31 |
1979 28.5 57.0 | 22.65
1980 25.5 | 60.5 | 18.81 &
1981 25.7 | 61.6 | 19.70
\_ 1982 24.5 60.0 | 19.85 i
§
COMMENT: The Distriet of Columbia court was the focus of national attention in 1982 with the jury ‘trial of U.S. vs Hinckley. g
Despite the notoriety of this case, the jury was selected from a panel of only 90 persons - 77 of whom were either selected (18, . i
ineluding six alternates) or challenged (53). The districet's percentage of persons not selected, serving, or challenged actually declined i ) . e . . _ C s i
slightly in 1982 to 24.5 percent. » . ) Y . . . . ‘ . B . o E
Nevertheless, this court reported other situations where a number of trials were condueted before juries with four and even ,‘ P ’ . ] ' ' : S Ca ! O‘g
five alternate jurors. Several 12 person civil juries were also selected. Large juries such as these require large panels for selection, ¥ © o , e " AT : - L Di . ‘ 5
because the number of challenges allowed increases. : S S ©o- ST . e . S istr ICtS-Of\th.e‘ : .
The clerk's office in the District of Columbia is exceptional in that it keeps jury statistics for the use of its judges in addition % - : R . o - v ‘- - p - ' - ‘ e
to those required by the Judicial Conference: This internal report summarizes for each judge how many jurors were used or not used - S . . : ' o . A . Fl r st c I J ;
for each trial and keeps track of the numbers of settlements, pleas, ete. 3 . B * : S . D . s - - rc u l
Preceding page blank A3 T ——
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L YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982
JUROR USAGE PROFILE MAINE
L_2 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS LE__I
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
slaster “1'Not Selecied, | * USAGE Per Per
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Day Day
P )
E 943 680 170 75 18 $ 5,721 847 | 48
17.46
T
: 100 % 72.1 %| 18.0 % 8.0 % 1.9 % N e Cranonged© 3,658
T
19
Gl % | CRIMINA
JURY TRIAL DAYS
ESTIMATED COSTS )
Per Per
TOTAL Session Jg;gr
G .
R $ 18,461 1,231 58
A
N 15 316 95 21.1 6.33
D For National Profile
Open Foldout
nvehed: ssion 551D At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ‘ \
3 PETIT JUROR USAGE GRAND JUROR USAGE ‘
YEAR %Not | o
ENDED | Selecteq, | * Selected | - Juror
JUNE 30 | gt?é}llgngggrd Serving index
1978 7.8 74.1 17.16
1979 14.0 71.8 16.79
1980 9.4 75.0 17.42
1981 6.1 75.9 20.39
\\1982 8.0 72.1 17.46 3

COMMENT: Jury trial activity slowed in 1982 as only 20 cases were tried before a jury, down from 24
cases in 1981. The number of jury trial days shifted from a majority of eriminal jury trial days in 1981
to a majority of civil jury trial days in 1982. Multiple voir dire is used efficiently in this district
resulting in few unselected jurors with only 75 jurors in this category in 1982, 8.0 percent of the total
available. There was one long civil trial involving asbestosis, a complex product liability case, in 1982
which required a larger than average size panel for the two day selection of the jury.

Preceding pag‘eblank -
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YEAR ENDED

MASSACHUSETTS JUNE 30, 1982

l___l__l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

JUROR USAGE PROFILE
JUDGESHIPS |10 |

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
: e RRALC e I JUROR = =
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
erTvin , i Day Day
P 15,250 9,962 1,529 - S 619,296 673 41
E , 16.58
-:- 100 % 65 . 3 % 10 . O % - % Not ?relcer?;lelghggavmg 1bd Py 3
T
127 64.8
SN b % o] CRIMINAL Wi IMINAL ~
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
p
TOTAL Sezgli'on ngér
g‘ 18 10 8 7 1 $ 263,145 788 41
A
N 334 6,492 1,372 19.4 4.11
D For National Profile
Open Fcldout
©+ “Oonvened: Sesgion # |- Session:: At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 ' HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
RY TR i PETIT JUROR USAGE
YEAR % N 0,
ENDED Selep?é " % Seg:cted d:;zre
JUNE 30 gﬁ;}"g'nggga Serving Index
1878 20.0 67.7 18.42
1979 22.3 68.9 18.17
1980 23.6 66.0 15.96
1981 26.0 63.3 16.76
. 65.3 6.58
\_ 1982 24.6 1

COMMENT: Two, and sométimes three times each month, jurors report for orientation at the one
place of holding court with jury trial activity in this distriect. Excess jurors on these orientation days
account for much of the large percentage of jurors reported as not selected, serving, or challenged.
Last year, approximately one fourth of the total available jurors were not selected, serving, or chal-
lenged. In 1982, there were several jury trials which lasted over 20 days involving insurance and anti-
trust violations, postal fraud, and embezzlement. When a trial is expected to last several weeks, a
large panel of jurors is generally called in expectation of a great number of requests for excuses.
These cases, therefore, account for part of the not selected jurors.
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JUROR USAGE PROFiILE

NEW HAMPSHIRE

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

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982

JUDGESHIPS I._2__1

a

ESTIMATED COSTS

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR
el T Not Semctedi] - USAGE Per Per
; INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Day Day
P
= $ 122,815 910| 52
T 17.54
: N S Crananged > $ 18,299
T
84 37.8
\_ JURY TRIAL JURY TRIAL DAYS
{ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Per Per
TOTAL Session Jg;gr
G 3
a 3 1 2 1 2 $ 41,571 1,094 | 56
A
N 38 744 193 19.6 5.08
D For National Profile
Open Foldout
slons: o Sesslon, ) o) pert At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
S HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
PETIT JUROR USAGE
YEAR 0
ENDED S;/‘l’e':?é g | % Se‘lﬁcted 0];;3;
JUNE 30 gfﬁg'r?ggﬁ Serving index
— e
1978 29.1 53.0 25.26
1979 20.7 64.5 15.48
1980 9.8 74.7 16.67
198’1 12.3 71.5 14.12
\1982 14.9 65.4 17.54

COMMENT: Every three months, a new panel of qualified jurors is summoned for instructions and for

selection.

One to three juries are selected from this panel.

The panel is large compared to the

number of juries selected from it, so the number of unselected jurors is always high on "instruction"
day. Overall, however, New Hampshire's percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged is
low compared to the national average of 21.9 percent.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

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

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982

JUDGESHIPS | 2 |

OF JUROR

JUROR

ESTIMATED COSTS

LoD ey L

ST NBE ] USAGE Per Per
INDEX Trial Juror
o Day Day
E 3,220 385 184 - $ 140,645 620 44
T 14.19 '
| 12.0 % 5.7 % - % ‘N°‘§e§€;ﬁgh§§9'"g $ 8,017
! :
15 lj 227 66 | 29.1
AL | oML | % | CRMNALD % |  [SO0TAL . % | CRIMINAL| %
JURY TRIA
ESTIMATED COSTS )
b No: On o 1 op Per
sy 1, 1582 session | 157
G
R 2 1 3 g 808 40
A
N 264 20.3 6.00
D e e S For National Profile
ours “Avg. Jurors |- Avg.Hours - Open Foldout
3810 . Sesgjon per Session |-perSession At Back Cover
USAGE STATISTICS ‘
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS R
PETIT JUROR USAGE B
EYNEDAE% SZfelgfé 4 % Selected l.JJuror
. ) S
JUNE 30 | Sevinger | serving Indox
1978 10.1 82.9 | 13.86
1979 6.0 81.7 16.58
1980 2.0 79.1 15.46
1981 10.3 73.3 17.60
(_ 1982 5.7 82.3 | 14.19

COMMENT: Increased jury trial activity was noted in this district in 1982 as 10 more trials and 45 -

more tria} days. were reported than a year earlier. This increase was not matched by an increase in
total available jurors, instead, the total available increased by only 17 jurors, a 0.5 percent rise. This

reflects a more efficient usage of petit jurors. Consequently, both the number and percentage of .
challenged and not selected, serving, or challenged jurors were very low in 1982. 5

JUROR USAGE PROFILE

PUERTO RICO

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

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982

JUDGESHIPS |7 |

ESTIMATED COSTS )

- NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS
R o 25 Not Selected, T Per Per
erving of. ray TOTAL Trial Juror
..} Challenged |- 'Status Day Day
P N
E 2,933 1,451 685 382 5 187,041 | 1,533 | 64
T <
: 100 % 49.5 % 23.4 %| 13.0 % N S Caonced © D 43,768
T .
11 66.7 29.5 86 |70.5
T TOTAL, | ~GOWMIL | % °| CAMINAL| % ~ CWVIL- | % | CRIMINAL] % _
N JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS )
- NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
e ] meom L Ne T he T Neom b Per
| mekbence | iy T, 9861 | imponeled | pischaraea fauty %, 1962 TOTAL | session | o
G X
R 6 3 1 $ 96,189 | 1,688 83
A
N 57 1,161 245 20.4
D - . S ——— = Sor N?:ti?crj\altProﬁle
%lggéf&g N ggg;?og 5 p:x?Segrs%i pe‘:'gsgggia% At Back Cover
USAGE STATISTICS

-

HISTORICAL COMPARISQ

PETIT JUROR USAGE :
1978 44.5 | 24.09
1979 49.1 | 22.71
1980 51.2 | 22.77
1981 39.0 | 31.23
\_ 1982 49.5 | 24.04

COMMENT: The size of the panel of prospective jurors brought in for selection of a jury in this dis-
triet is average, ranging between 17 and 26 jurors for a ecivil trial and between 27 and 42 jurors for a
Exceptionally large panels of 60 to 70 jurors were called for several eriminal jury
selections in 1982. The excess jurors from these selections, two orientation groups of approximately
50 jurors each, and a large number of last minute cancellations resulted in a large percentage of not
selected, serving, or challenged jurors this year. As in prior years, a large percentage of jurors were
required to travel before and after jury service.
second highest nationwide.

criminal trial.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

CONNECTICUT
L9 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982

JUDGESHIPS |5 |

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS LUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected | Not Selected, In USAGE Per Per
Availabl or Challenged Serving or Trave! INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
ailadie Serving Challenged Status Day Day
P S
E 7,353 4,689 1,437 1,227 - $ 308,604 950 42
22.62
T . :
, 100 % 63.8 %| 19.5 %| 16.7 % - % Nt S Crationged 0 $ 51,537
T
65 28 | 43.1 37 56.9 325 160 | 49.2 165 | 50.8
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL Civil % CRIMINAL %
\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS -/
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Total No. No. No. No. O P Per
in Exi%taence Ju;y(ﬁ,%m Impaneled Dischgrged July°1, 1382 TOTAL Sesg?o“ J[g:;r
G X
R 11 9 2 5 6 $ 69,246 729 39
A
N 95 1,785 539 18.8 5.67
D , For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session ‘Session per Session | per Session | At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
a HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR USAGE GRAND JUROR USAGE
YEAR o % Not o Total Averaga
Numb % 0, Selected J ber of ber of g
ENDED | Wb | M| edha | ©S9d) i | emberor | 'mbnat | Mot | ke
JUNE 30 Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juges Convened Session Seasion
1978 31 48.4 6.8 86.1 | 15.08 10 68 349 5.13
1979 63 36.5 8.7 74.0 | 17.01 13 134 751 5.60
1980 55 29.1 5.7 77.9 | 15.11 17 215 | 1,235 5.74
1981 62 | 46.8] 12.0| 72.3| 17.80 14 136 748 5.50
\_ 1982 65 56.9 16.7 63.8 | 22.62 11 95 539 5.67)

COMMENT: Due to an increase in the proportion of criminal jury trial activity in Connecticut, 13.2

percent more jurors were called for service during 1982 than last year.

Though the percentage of

jurors not selected, serving, or challenged rose, this figure is still well below the national average of
21.9 percent.

Preceding page blank
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; ’ YEAR ENDED
YEAR ENDED : i JUNE 30, 1982
JUNE 30, 1982 JUROR USAGE PROFILE 'NEW YORK EASTERN
JUROR USAGE PROFILE NEW YORK NORTHERN ¢« L2 1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS |10 1
ithj i ivi JUDGESHIPS | 3 1
L5 | PLACES QF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) ; : o NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS x
ESTIMATED COSTS ‘ T Not Selaeh ’ USAGE P T Fa
ﬂ,%%%é Per Per gﬁéﬁing L INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
INDEX TOTAL TI'Drlal Jg;t;r p ~Challenged Day Day
ay
o £ E 27,179 15,541 3,579 8,059 - 551,074,189 853 40
P 196,372 779 43 T . ] ] ] 21.57 et -
s 18.31 Not Selected, Serving ! sk °7.2 % 13.2 % 29.7 % - /u . OVegﬁéﬁghgg&vmg $ 319,034
: or Challe'nged $ 61,268 i T :
T ‘ ' 225 108 | 48.0 117 52.0 1,260 497 t 39.4 763 | 60.6
37 | 71.2| 15 f ~ TOTAL | OMIL | % | CGAMINAL] % | | TOTAL | [OML ] . % | CAMNAL] %
ovi “CRIMINAL ' - JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
JURY TRIALS
N 4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
ESTIMATED COSTS LRI S (e N FbT RSl s -
NUBER OF GRAND JURIES e | b5 | o ool | O | ol |
TOTAL For J.;‘;‘;’ e _impaneied: . ) MIREATEEC. iUl 1, 1 Ho. c
G & R 48 32 16 23 25 \B 481,067 845 42
R 10 6 4 4 6 P 106,864 963 50 A
,5‘ N
A C D 569 11,345 2,617 19.9
N e e gor Nz::ti?gal tProfile
i i y ; SR “Avdidiirors 1 Avg. Hours pen Foidou
P 5%2:'1‘?&?33::5 roflle i | per Segsion | per Session . At Back Cover
: i At Back Cover
\_ USAGE S f‘:
e - HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
f HISTORICAL COMPARISONS B \ ' S SURYTRIALS PETIT JUROR USAGE T
PETIT JUROR USAGE ‘ AND B USAGE ; . E\;\IE[')L\ERD geoNot | % Selected | Juror
YEAR % Not | o Selected |  dJuror \ JUNE 30 Serving of | serying ndex
ENDED Selected, | * " or Usage : 7 Challenged
JUNE 30 gﬁ’ ving or Serving Index 9
allenged & 1978
: 29.4 55.9 22.37
1978 : 57.0 | 22.38
33.3 c e 24.0 | 59.0 | 19.83
1879 . 54.2 | 19.29 !
38.1 - ! 1980 0.4 | 58.0 | 21.36
1980 : 18.96
299 | 63.0 1981 29.8 | 857 | 2161 |
1981 . 14.82
20.0 | 70.2 \_1982 29.7 | 57.2 | 21.57
L1982 31.2 | 59.5 | 18.31
COMMENT: Though New York, Eastern uses the multiple selection technique and reuses jurors on jury
. . . i i ) ion days, almost 30 percent of the total available jurors in this district were reported as not
: v 56 jurors are routinely called to court solely to attend an orientation selection ¥S, ) anlable | . ]
scegé\fylEilr:H;eveﬁggrpolfcnégtsfyholdiilgr%ourt in this disytrict. This practice contributed to the large per- selected, serving, or challenged. This percentage is significantly higher than the national average and
t f not seleeted, serving, or challenged jurors (31.2 percent) during 1982. ’ is caused, in part, by the large panels of jurors (150 to 200 persons) called to court. On such days, over
centage oL nn ? e vk half of the people who reported were not selected, serving, or challenged.
% A7
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VEAR ENDED | 3 YEAR ENDED
; JUNE 30, 1982
‘ JUNE 30,1982 : JUROR USAGE PROFILE NEW YORK WESTERN
E PROFILE NEW YORK SOUTHERN |
JUROR USAG 0 97 : - L2 | PLACESOF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS | 3 |
L1 | PLACESOF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS [/ .1 P
; NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \ | 8 4 potar 1 Selecfed” | ] Not Seleoted, |- e ] USAGE Per Per
USAGE Per Per | X o Avéllable | L Ot< -, Challehged | ~Servingor-.t " Travel - | INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
INDE- TOTAL Trial Juror SRR e o Sening e s T Challenged. | " fatus: Day Day
15 Day Day B P s
P , dS 600.014 189 39 . E 4,972 3,736 451 785 - 5 99 U 223,474 719 45
E 41,183 23,108 5,384 12,691 _ P L 01 - g T 100 ¥ o o 9 - 9 5. Not Selected, Serving
T ‘ 20.31 Not Selected, Serving o i X 75.1 % 9.1 % 15.8 % t or Challenged $ 35,309
: 100 % 56.1 % 13.1%| 30.8 % - % o Challanged © B 492,804 (I
T > 194 39 8 | 20.5 31 479.5 311 210 | 67.5 101 32.;1
327 203 | 6.1 124 379 L 25028 \ 1’02;6 ,50,.',6 100 S S o TotAL | ToVIE | % | CRIMINAL| % Lo TOTAL | e Tl e | CRIMINAL L %
B e e S R - TOJAL | G | % | CRIMINAL| % \ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
“\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
N 0 a2 NUMBER OF GR ESTIMATED COSTS
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES - ESTIMATED COSTS ' T —— ;,Nd.;janr?-if' NcOn TOTAL Per Jﬁ?gr
Tty N .00 - TOTAL Per | Juror ’ July 1,1981 | - duly 1, 1982 Session | 'Day
mEXt81¢n 0% . 1982 Session Day ‘ o ;
. st iy - R 9 5 4 4 5 $ 13,215 | 778 | 40
R 53 31 22 21 32 W 883,670 829 | 41 A
A ;N 19.6 5.31 N
N 1,066 ». D — For National Profile
D i For National Profile -Avg.durars | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
N R Open Foldout jer Seasion | per Session | At Back Cover
-:,cggt‘sféneds At Back Cover
\ !
N | , T HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
[ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS b BT o PETIT JURGR USAGE T TR
R % Not o : ! or sage Rl vl
ENDED SSeleic?ed: B8 Uease - | JUNESO | Craliongod | Serving | ndex | Grand.
or ! ~, e
JUNE 30 Cr?é;llenngged Serving index
e 1978 20.7 | 69.3 | 24.00
1978 33.4 | 51.5 | 23.41 .
y : P 1979 18.5 70.1 | 21.95
1979 31.5 | 52.4 | 23.07 L 1980 |
: i ‘ 20.1 70.0 20.12
1980 35.2 | 49.2 | 23.43 —
2 13.4 78.3 20.15
1981 33.4 | 51.4 | 21.00 1982
‘ ] Y 15.8 | 75.1 15.99
\_ 1982 30.8 56.1 | 20.31 27
] COMMENT: Over the past three years more than 70 percent 6f the jury trials in New York, Western
COMMENT: This court managed to improve its petit juror statisties in 1982 despite the fact that some were eriminal. This factor is significant because selection of eriminal juries is generally more compli-
judges continue to request large panels of 100 to 150 jurors for jury selection. Four jury trials, two cated than selection of eivil juries due to larger panels that are called in anticipation of additional
civil and two eriminal, lasted longer than 50 days. challenges. The practice of selecting jurors for trials to begin at a later date did not significantly
' oo * ; affect 1982 statistics. Though the percentage of jurors selected or serving declined to 75.1 percent
A total of 53 grand juries convened for 1,066 sessions during the year ended June 30, 1982. The * this year, the figure is still well above the national average in this category.
prospective jurors not selected to serve as grand jurors are returned tg{the petit jury pool for possible .
service on a trial. e
A-19
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YEAR ENDED
, JUNE 30, 1982
JUROR USAGE PROFILE VERMONT |
L_2 1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS |_2 |
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
cted o ot Selected; USAGE Per Per
alf / INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
B : ] b N Day Day
P
E 2,683 2,001 231 451 - $ 131,617 748 49
15.24
H 100 % 7469 8.64| 1684 - o Nof Selected Setvine @ 22,112
T
18 176 102 | 58.0 74 | 42.0
AL s oML ] % - TOTAL v - OGRIMINAL L %
JURY TRIALS 'S
e i
/" NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES . ESTIMATED COSTS \ 3
G ReCEE 5 f
, N ’13 TOTAL Se‘;ggon ngér
G @
R 3 3 - 1 2| & 3,283 | 980 | 49
A 7
N 36 717 120 19.9 3.33
D _ For National Profile
o Open Foldout
Sesslon . -] Sessin ‘perSession-| pe At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS ;
] *VIRGIN ISLANDS 1
/ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
BRI L5 PETIT JUROR USAGE 2o )
YEAR % Not 9
ENDED Seiscteq, | Sejectsd | duror L
JUNE 30 | gﬁ;ﬁg‘ragggrd Serving index Delaware .
g New Jersey
1978 28.6 | 60.8 | 14.21 Fenteylvania:
1979 32.0 | 57.3 | 17.44 adle
1980 19.3 | 70.8 | 14.92 Virgin lslands
1981 23.6 65.2 16.34
\1982 16.8 74.6 15.24
COMMENT: Fewer last minute settlements and changes of plea positively affected the percentage of =+
jurors n~t selected, serving, or challenged. Also, instead of holding separate orientation days where all
jurors called were reported as not selected, serving, or challenged, the district began to select a jury
and start a trial on these orientation days, which positively influenced Vermont's juror statisties. , ‘ .
While 23.6 percent of the total available jurors were reported as not selected, serving, or challenged . S, * : - NI e .
last year, only 16.8 percent were reported as such this year. .. ’ - _. o ' : . .Districts of the . '_ R N
' > Third Circuit |
. : - . - - ,‘&L‘ ) ) b H
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YEAR ENDED

JUNE 30, 1982
JUROR USAGE PROFILE DELAWARE

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

[ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
ey : 1 USAGE Per Per
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Day Day
P Q@
E 1,218 769 137 312 - Y 49,317 759 40
T 18.74 | ¢ .
: 100 % 63.1 % 11.2 % 25.6 % - % Not g’f‘gﬁ;ﬁghgga‘""g $ 12,625
T
22 66.2
JURY TRIALS
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
bt i : : o
TOTAL Sezgl{on Jgsér
G Q\ -
R 2 2 - 1 1 O 32,416 876 43
A
N
D . = For National Profile
i Hours: Open Foldout
asit perSession At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORIGAL COMPARISONS )
PETIT JURDR USAGE G
YEAR % N .
ENDED Svasied, | * Selacted | Juror
JUNE 30 nggmggga Serving index
1978 8.7 70.5 15.16
1979 13.9 67.2 12.81
1980 11.4 71.2 13.43
1981 18.7 64.8 16.21
\_ 1e82 | 25.6 63.1 | 18.74 2

COMMENT: Delaware reported three notorious trials during the year, including one with seven well-
known defendants. In this case a nonjury trial was granted to the defense just ten minutes before the
trial was due to start. The distriet's 63.1 percent rate of jurors selected or servmg is slightly better
than the national average of 61.6 percent. y

Preceding page blank
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

NEW

JERSEY

L_E_J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982

JUDGESHIPS L 11 1

f NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
glg 4 USAGE Per Per
J INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
p . Day Day
E 16,076 | 10,821 1,750 | 3,505 - 1747 $ 694,339| 755 | 43
T i
| 100 % 67.3 %| 10.9 | 21.8 4 - g N e Chanonged "2 B 151,366
T
158 95
T TOTAL ] oW iz CHIMINAL
\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
r NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES _J ESTIMATED COSTS
- Por Per
TOTAL Session Jg;gr
G N A
5 17 10 7 5 12 $ 262,911 764 39
A
N 344 6,826 1,604 19.8 4.66
D For Nationa! Profile
ours: Open Foldout
e Sakei At Back Cover
USAGE STATISTICS
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
PETIT JUROR USAGE :
YEAR %N \
ENDED | Seleciea, | % Selected | - Juror
JUNE 30 gﬁ;}’lg‘r?ggg Serving Index
1978 25.2 64.5 | 19.87
1979 21.9 67.0 | 19.17
1980 16.4 72.6 | 16.61
1981 17.9 70.7 | 16.58
(1982 21.8 67.3 | 17.47

COMMENT: The District of New Jersey reported frequent last minute pleas, adjournments, settle-
ments, and dismissals during 1982. The court uses multiple voir dire and selects juries for trizl at a

later date.

This practice outweighed the negative impact of jury trial cancellations as shown by a

percentage of jurors selected or serving (67.3 percent) which is better than the national average of
61.6 percent. One criminal jury trial for alleged extortion, racketeering, and threats lasted more than

60 days.
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YEAR ENDED

JUNE 30, 1982

JUROR USAGE PROFILE PENNSYLVANIA EASTERN

19
L_3___J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L 22§

( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS Juno ESTIMATED ::)STS _
tel T FNot Selested, |- e Trial Juror
o - it e TOTAL by | ‘pay
P 5,157 141 & 1,335,273 801 | 46
: 17.33 Selected, Servin
T 100 % 60.1 | 21.6 %) 17.9 %} 0.54% Not Sefected, Serving @8 239,014
I
T 353 238 | 67.4{ 115 | 32.6 1,667 1,072 | 64.3 595 | 35.7
=it | % | CRIMMAL | % |  TOTAL . CIiL o LCHIMINAR ] %
. — JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS .
7 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS Per\
Vo 0" | lbuumetea | Discharase |1y 7, 1982 TOTAL | session | 857
ﬁ 15 10 5 7 8 & 288,673 864 44
A
N ,618 19.8 4.25
D 33 01 For National Profile
Sin Open Foldout
ggé%ﬁ- ion At Back Cover
~ USAGE STATISTICS
( HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ‘\
PETIT JUROR USAGE i
YEAR % Not % Selected Juror
ONE o Sovgor | soing | e
JUNE30 § Challenged Serving nde:
1978 30.5 50.6 | 20.42
1979 35.1 45.9 | 22.18
1980 31.6 50.3 | 20.32
1981 19.5 59.9 | 17.47
\_ 1982 17.9 | 60.1 | 17.33

istri i t reuse of jurors and a number of
COMMENT: The Eastern District of Pennsylvania reported frequgn' § . f
trials by magistrates. Despite an increase in the percentage of criminal jury trials, both the é).elc'jcentr
age of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged and the Juror Usage Index improved for the third yea
in a row. Both statistics are better than the national averages.
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YEAR ENDED
Y Y| J E y
JUROR USAGE PROFILE PENNSYLVANIA MIDDLE UNE 30, 1982
L5 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS | 5 1
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS UROR ESTIMATED COSTS
VAP RRNTLIRY SeSnEEl T N SR TR o USAGE Per P’r&'
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juice
Day Day
P N
E 7,245 | 5,658 | 1,056 518 il P S 320,240 819 | 45
T ) -
: 100 % 78.1 %| 14.6 % 7.1 % 0.2 % e AT $ 23,376
T
85 55 | 64.7 30 204 |50.7
| CTOTAL CIVIL | CRIMINAL Y - IV % | GRIMINAL |7 %
\_ JURY TRIALS J L DAYS ,
- NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
= p Per
TOTAL Sesgl;cn Jg;gr
G . @
R § 4 2 2 4 b 91,168| 980 49
A
N 93 1,868 517 20.1 5.56
D - For National Profile.
: Open Foldout
X ned : k. Bession P At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N
'-i PETIT JUROR USAGE : \ND JUROR USAGE i
YEAR g ;
ENDED Se/?ef‘é?; a | ® Seg?cted dg;gre
JUNE 30 CS:t;}IIlenngggG Serving Index
1978 8.9 77.3 17.13
1979 7.1 75.2 17.04
1980 13.1 69.1 21.32
1981 7.9 77.2 16.18
\_ 1982 7.1 78.1 18.02

)
R i

7 SR 4k S 23 s iy

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982
JUROR USAGE PROFILE PENNSYLVANIA WESTERN
L2 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JupGgesHIPs 110 1
a | NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
“Selected Mot Selecied USAGE Per Per
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
! Day Day
P L
E 8,184 5,646 1,564 783 191 $ 304,977 733 48
15.18 .
T 100 % 69.0 %| 19.1 % 9.6 % 2.3 % Nt e anoed 0 $ 37,918
T
88 47 | 53.4 41 | 46.6 539 289 | 53.6 250
[ TOTAL [P ot i} % 1 CRIMINAL ] % CTOTAL: . | ettt CRIMINAL
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
TOTAL Sezesgon Jggér
G X
R 16 10 6 7 9 $ 174,871 1,240 62
A
N
D For National Profile
Open Foldout
At Back Cover
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N
URY TRIALEY » PETIT JUROR USAGE RAND JUROD!
YEAR % Not 9
ENDED Selec?ed, % Secl;cted 0'3232
JUNE 30 gﬁ;}lliennggga Serving Index
1978 23.4 57.4 | 19.90
1979 26.7 53.9 | 19.06
1980 10.9 64.9 | 16.04
1981 16.8 62.8 | 16.96
L1982 9.6 69.0 | 15.18

COMMENT: Despite an increase in the percentage of criminal trials in the Western District of
Pennsylvania, both the Juror Usage Index and percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged
improved. This percentage is at its lowest level for this distriet since the Administrative Office
started keeping jury records.
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YEAR ENDED

JUNE 30, 1982

JUROR USAGE PROFILE VIRGIN ISLANDS

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

JUDGESHIPS |2 |

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS LUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
i & & 1 USAGE Per Per
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Day Day
P &
E 5,019 2,937 991 1,091 - P 191,020 1,299 38
T ~ 34.14 - : =
, 100 % 58.5 %| 19.7 % 21.7 %] - N S Ghaitonged -~ B 41,451
T
61 12 19.7 49 80.3 49 66.7
- TOTAL. VIL % L CRIMINAL L % GML % L CRIMINAL L%
¥ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS /
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED CQSTS \
— o
ToTAL | %0y | et
G N
R - - - - 53 - - -
A
N -
D : v For National Profile
~durorsin 1 Avg. o i Hour: Open Foldout
- Sesslon . | - -Ses ‘per Session | perSession At Back Cover
USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
PETIT JUROR USAGE Lt ‘
YEAR A 9
ENDED S;/Ie'g?et a | % Seclﬁcted d:;z;
JUNE 30 ghear#enr?gglc’j Serving Index
1978 23.9 54.6 | 27.81
1979 17.6 59.0 | 28.14
1980 14.8 58.2 | 35.37
1981 15.1 63.4 | 28.45
\ 1982 21.7 | 58.5 | 34.14
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YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982
JUROR USAGE PROFILE - MARYLAND
L1 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS l__g__l
/ NUMBER OF JURCR DAYS ESTIMATED COSTS \
: JUROR ]
 retal " Belected i - 4 "Not Selected, | = ioln7 ] USAGE Per \Per
: AV%‘,“?«"‘,% ;f‘ “Serving : Challenged gﬁéﬁ?ﬁged [ SR i INDEX ToTAL ga'\i‘/l Jg:))/r
E 11,886 6,739 2,164 2,844 139 55 497,691 801 42
19.14
T .
r 100 % 56.7 %| 18.2 %| 23.9 % 1.2 % N e Craonged "2 P 118,948
T
133 59 44.4 74 55.6 621 325 [52.3 296 |47.7
o TOTAL p - CVIL ) 0 %] CRIMINAL | % SO TOTAL b Gk % ] CCRIMINAL |- <% - .
\_ JURY TRIALS . JURY TRIAL DAYS J
( NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Lo Total. o b N CNo. T} Ne.©n P Per
7’ in Ex?s?ence‘ '3u|$|01 ?381 jmpageled Discharged Julyqr,‘[gS?, TOTAL Sesggon Jg,;;r
G N
R 21 10 11 15 6 Sp 232,270 867 43
A
N 268 5,456 1,268 20.4 | 4.73
D : % S— . . For National Profile
- Sessions - 1 Jurorsin’ Hours mf_ “LAvg.durors | Avg. Hodrs Open Foldout
- Convened - | Session - - | . Session: .| perSesslon | per Session . At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
HISTORICAL COMPAR!SONS \\
JUR”wmALs PETIT JUROR USAGE b o
YEAR ol _%Not | T a
ENDED | 'umb: Sselqc(t)ed, % Selected | duror 4 :;i;g‘é?éigif
- - S aY Je 7 erving or
JUNE 30 Helo0 Chélller?ged Serving Index :‘-_Sesrglggr
1978 15.8 66.9 | 17.94
1979 23.1 59.6 | 19.25
1980 27.6 55.7 20.66
1981 25.0 54.1 20.25 | 74 1 495
\_ 1982 23.9 56.7 | 19.14 | ‘21 | 268 |' 1,268| 4.73 }
COMMENT: Maryland reported a number of last minute settlements and five "Organization Days"
where jurors reported for orientation activities only. The percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or
challenged was higher than the national average, but was an improvement over 1980 and 1981 figures.
This distriet's Juror Usage Index is at its lowest level since 1978
i lank
ceding page b
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YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982
JUROR USAGE PROFILE NORTH CAROLINA EASTERN
L% | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS |_3 1

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JURGR ESTIMATED COSTS
: 'Not Selected, ] -7 [n. " 7] USAGE Per Per
- Servingor - INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
chaner‘oged . Day Day
P &
E 568 - o 207,585 869 43
T 20.05
: 100 % 72.8 %] 15.4 %] 11.9 % - % N S Onetionoad ™ § 24,703
T
53 21 | 39.6 32 60.4 239 134 56.1 105443 .9
" TOTAL .| OWVIL. | % | CRIMINAL| % T TOTAL | OWMIL. | % | CRIMINAL
\__ JURY TRIALS | JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
© o Toal ] 'Ne.o “No, - No. ] Ne,On Pe per
in Exxstsnce | duty ¥, 1381 lmpaneled 'Drs‘g, arged |July 1, 1982 TOTAL Session By
G
R 7 3 4 3 4 $ 56,631 1,231 58
A
N 46 982 300 21.3 6.52
D Y A—— For National Profile
" Sessions - Jurors m "Hoursin | Ava.durors | Aves Hours - Open Foldout
3 Convened - Session Sessior!‘ |'perSesslon | per Session. At Back Cover
\¥ USAGE STATISTICS
/ HISTORICAL GOMPARISONS )
T s PETIT JUROR USAGE ... . GRANDJURORUSAGE =~
YEAR | %Not | o T A R
ENDED | | selecteq, | % Selected | Juror Nu}'ﬁéﬁ?eaf
JUNE30 | | Seningor | Serving Index Rburs per

;Sesgionr

1978 25.9 60.3 26.18

1979 23.6 62.4 23.79

1980 14.3 76.5 21.04

1981 12.6 75.8 20.17

1.9 | 72.8 | 2008 | 7| a6 | 300 | 652/

60.4

(1982 |, 53 |

COMMENT: The percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged 1mproved for the fifth year
in a row in the Eastern Distriet of North Carolina. The dJuror Usage Index i improved for the fourth year
in a row. The large increase experienced in the percentage of criminal jury trials would normally
worsen a distriet's Juror Usage Index over the previous year, but it has no effeet in this district be-
cause the court continues the practice of using 12 member c1v11 juries which keeps this district's Juror
Usage Index unusually high.
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YEAR ENDED

JUNE 30, 1982
JUROR USAGE PROFILE NORTH CAROLINA MIDDLE
1_3_.1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L_3 |
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
N Se‘ected : llenged ‘-’Nmé"rsv?rluzcgerd : Lljr?égf TOTAL Tl | Juror
lable. 1+ ;jsérving | Challenged - Day Day
P i X
E 2,378 1,683 345 2772 78 E) 122,544 756 52
14.68 :
T 100 % 70.8 %| 14.5 %| 11.4 %| 3.3 % N Ghanionged "° B 13,970
T
37 19 [ 51.4 18 48.6 162 87 1| 53.7 75 146.3
CTOTAL L TLeMIL fr % ) ORIMINAL | % " JOTAL | - oMVIL Y % | CRIMINAL| %
\_ JURY TRIALS —JURY TRIAL DAYS
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
otal | No. 1 Noo Neo LN, On TOTAL Per Juror
xistence: | July 1, 1981 1 impaneged ‘f'v-QiSGhﬂfged daly 1, 1982 Session | "pay
G «
R 3 1 2 1 2 W 49,581 [ 1,153 56
A
N 43 879 299 20.4 | 6.95 :
D Sor Nath?(rj\al tF‘rcflle
s pen Foldou
‘gjefgéfa? gggga‘g ;?é’f’s‘i‘é%?{s?: ﬁgsgé’s"iﬁ At Back Cover
USAGE STATISTICS
[ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS . )
: RYTRIALS. | - PETIT JUROR USAGE ;z,;aE,QHANU'.JUROBf‘U’SﬁAGE’<v R
E\;\l[sAERD geleic?e %r A,Se‘ljicted d:;g; mber Spss d A go urs In‘ N
JUNE 30 : Ci?arrlenfgged Serving Index [ aran onvened | essmn
1978 15.9 66.1 18.21
1979 8.1 77.1 15.58
1980 11.4 | 76.1 | 15.40
1981 8.2 71.5 18.14
\_ 1982 11.4 70.8 14.68

COMMENT: In each of the last ten years, this distriet's percentage of jurors seleected or serving, the
percentage not selected, serving, or challenged, and the Juror Usage Index ha\{e all been better than
the national averages. This is even more of an accomplishment when one considers the fact that the
Middle District of North Carolina’s percentage of criminal trials has been higher than average through-
out the last decade. This can be attributed to efficient administration of the jury program.
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YEAR ENDED YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982 JUNE 30, 1882
JUROR USAGE PROFILE NORTH-CAROLINA WESTERN i JUROR USAGE PROFILE SOUTH CAROLINA
3 : _,
L_5 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS |~ | L% 1 pLACES OFHOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS |8 |
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED GOSTS )
: - — . Per Per g BRSO ey y: &8¢ : fne-% ] USAGE Per Per
;‘-‘?‘,' : TOTAL T:'é@' Jg;c))lr INDEX TOTAL Brai?/l Jl:t)xggr
P : Q@ : P o
E 242 385 - 5 10 $ 110,845 619 38 | E P 498,596 | 1,005| 57
16. 17.69 - :
Selected, Servi - T . . , . :
':' 100 % 78.2 o 8.4 %| 13.4 9 - % Nof Seieoted. Setvine § 14,853 | 100 % 80.2 % 9.8 % - 8.8 %] 1.1 % Mo S eleoted, Serving $ 43.87
T | T
81 45 | 55.6 36 44 .4 179 110 | 61.5 69 | 38.5 . 190 144 | 75.8 46 24.2 496 364 | 73.4 132 | 26.6
T TOTAL | CONIL ', % | CRWINAL| % rotaL T | cewit | % o f cRMiNALE % ) f,; TOTAL- [T UGNVIE. T % | CRIMINAL | % co TOTAL - | OWI T % ] CRIMINAL| . %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRlAL DAYS i \_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
r NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS - ( NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
.r;“’ " : ; : : X i S Pel: J e Per
:nﬁlgfe‘nce Ju;i}"% ?381 TOTAL Session | Doy TOTAL Ser Auror
== n G
§ 4 2 2 2 2 $ 18,343\ 1,019 | 54 R 5 2 3 2 3 $ ss.622| 1,281] 6
A A
N 18 337 121 18.7 6.72 ' _ ‘ N 69 1,344 487 19.5 7.06
D ‘ - — g%; National Profile i D For National Profile
o] s | Avs. Fours ] pen Foldout
L nggsé‘:{;d 1 %uégéﬁaf : ;' Sggg?ﬁg er Sesgion. ?JerSassTcn At Back Cover , ¥ At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS USAGE STATISTICS
a HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N * o - HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
% g B YEAR - % Not o,
EYI\IEéqERD - Numbe | soreoted, | Selected | Jarer f ENDED Selected, | ' Selected Janer
JUNE 30 T ’ "l gﬁg;’lg‘ﬁgg‘é Serving Index JUNE 30 gﬁ;}?g’r?ggﬁ Serving index
1978 13.2 | 77.3 | 14.74 f 1978 12.6 | 77.3 | 19.76
i
1979 16.4 | 75.8 | 15.76 b 1979 15.4 | 72.2 | 20.47
38
1880 10.1 81.2 14.45 : 1980 ]Q 5 74.8 21.01
1981 11.5 | 79.0 | 15.15 | | | 8.6 | 79.5 | 18.68
1982 13.4 | 78.2 | 16.10 | 4 18| 12| 672 ) 71 8.8 | 8.2 | 17.69]
COMMENT: Despite the use of 12 member civil juries, the Western District of North Carolina exhibits -
good juror usage. Its percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged and its Juror Usage
Index have been better than the national average over the past decade. The court takes every oppor-
tunity to reuse jurors in another trial when they were not selected, serving, or challenged on the same - .
day. %
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YEAR ENDED YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982 . JUNE 30, 1982 -
JUROR USAGE PROFILE VIRGINIA EASTERN JUROR USAGE PROFILE VIRGINIA WESTERN
6 - . . 4
L% | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 8 ) L_—_1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS | T |
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS ( . NUMBER OF JUS?SR lDf:YdS SR ESTIMATED COSTS
bt & wSeFected | NotSglested, |- =~ USAGE " Per Per Total . | Selgeted _ Chailenged Serving or e el | INDEX TOTAL Trial Jper
,csy A\i?;t;gl,geﬂ R Semng ‘ Challenged g:arﬁlen‘?ggg T INDEX TOTAL ‘Igr;z;l Jg;zr o Ava:lable o1 Se?\;mg i ,}e:n g_e‘; . Cﬁél!gjr?ggg ;_fsggues Drelx?/ lg;c;'r
b , . : = ) -
£ 5,795 | 3,086 | 1.483 | 1,212 14| $ 205,312 | 577 | 3 E 2,450 | 1,274 | 880 296 o15 $ 116,508 863 | 48
- . . T ) | . ) . ' Not Selected, Servi
1{ 100 % 53. 3 % 25.6 o, 20.9 ¢ 0.2 Notosregﬁéﬁghgggvmg $ 42,910 | 100 % 52.0 % 35.9 % 12.1 % - 5 ofChaﬁengg(rjvmg a 14,097
T
T
172 100 | 58.1| 72 | 41.9 356 65.7| 122 |34.3 & | 4|23 2 |37 _ 13 83 | 61. 5l= J[38 .5
_STOTAL. - GIVIL: | % | CRIMINAL 1% % . - TOTAL | % o] CRIMINAL T %+ \ JOTAL: Cl\jbe TF:IIALS CRIMINAL | - % TOTAL clvg. CRIMINAL
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS JURY TRIAL DAYS _
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS : A _NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS _ )
T —T e y Por t Total ‘No.On = = “No." - “No. . No.Qn: Per o
o msi?gfénce Ju,f’\,'ﬂ (1)381;;{-}} ',‘mp";‘;e,ed N | .u,\“,’% ?{;‘32 TOTAL Seaglon Juror '1{nv;E>s|§tencve CJuly 1, 1981 _Ylmpan_eled; Discharged July 1, 1982 TOTAL Session | i’
G N 10 5 5 5 5 Y
R 20 12 8 9 11 $ 135005 | 795 | 30 R ’ P 09.785) 1,702 ] 88
A
X : N 41 792 247 19.3 6.02
N 171 3,476 1,062 20.3 | 6.21 ; D ' -0 T CTE——
P 5 SR b For National Profile 1 o fSéss;"i’onAsf‘ : Jurors m e Hohréiﬁ Avg .Jurors Avg Hours O%Ln ?":J?ggﬁt rore
e | hene |tk (M At | RPBack Gover | S | Sebe | SR |l AR | aPBack Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS | \ USAGE STATISTICS
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS AR e T T E T oo e HISTORICAL COMPARISONS _ — - A
e SN : SRR TR ot 1. , e Ta
S;/‘I’e'\é‘t’é 4. | % Selected l:ljuror ENDED | SSele]c?ed, t Se(l)?cted dgggre - Numbarpfu; ﬁu‘r’:l;:geof
i A , i - erving or Q :
gﬁ;}’,g‘,?ggg Sel?vring Jsage JUNE 30 " Challengged Serving Index ;f’gg‘ggr
1978
11.9 54.8 16.49 ‘ 23.3 50.2 18.67
1979
17.0 52.5 15.96 9.1 51.9 17.60
1980
14.7 55.8 | 16.17 | 12.2 50.6 | 17.30
1981
15.7 55.2 15.76 : _ 7 ] ‘ﬁ 5.0 53.0 16.83
' 1982
20.9 | 53.3 | 16.28 5 #20 | w17b | 1,062 | 621 } i 12.1 | 52.0 | 18.15
COMMENT: The Eastern Distriet of Virginia reported several trials conducted by magistrates and one * ‘ ’
instance of jury costs assessed for a trial continued after the jury reported. The court's Juror Usage
Index is significantly better than the national average, despite the fact that its percentage of eriminal .
trials is about average. This is due, in part, to the low number of last minute pleas and settlements - |;
which result in a jury panel not being used.
A-36 B A—37 \\::g

« ey : \
R A T B S T L T A A - «‘\\\



v YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982
YEAR ENDED JUROR USAGE PROFILE WEST ViRGINIA SOUTHERN
JUNE 30, 1982 i
JUROR USAGE PROFILE WEST VIRGINIR NORTHERN § L4 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS ¥ |
| £
L_% | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS | 1% 1 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYQ JUROR . ESTIMATED COSTS \
€ cog el NGt =] USAGE P
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS L INDEX TOTAL Trial ng‘fér
, T T = o ay ay
) ; Ayels TOTAL Tpr?arl Juror P &
o Challenged s | Day Day E 3,129 1,986 627 512 4 O 125,952 | 636 40
Q EL 15.80 - :
E 862 450 214 183 5 15.67 W 36’744 668 43 3 | 100 % 63.5 % 20.0 % 16.4 % 0.1 % ngreé}el’?élelghgsavmg $ 20,656
T .
! 0% | 52.2%| 24.8% 22.4% 0.6% M o Granenged - B 8,231 T
T L 39 66. 1 20 |33.9 198 124 62 6 74 |37.4
19 13 68.4 6 31.6 55 ! 41 74.5 14 25.5 U TOTAL - CMIL. ) % T L BRIMINAL- | % UTQ‘]}:AL e OV L CRIMINAL %)
: - e s . . - JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
VL TOTAL Y o OWIE: T %l CRIMINAL - % " TOTAL | CNIL v % | CRAMINALT % - i
- JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS /| _NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES _ ESTIMATED COSTS
- NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS ) | { | ToTaL | gler ngér
T T T L L T Per -
S Total Por | :
o dnbxistenes | T sesslon | oy || ? 6 5 1 2 4 $ 59,993 845 | 42
G X :
A 3 2 1 2 1 $ es071f1,220 | 59| i A
A ! N 71 1,426 505 20.1 | 7.11
N b o e For National Profile
23 7.22 L oedurors | Avg: Hours Open Foldout
D : e For National Profile B : ‘Session . ; per Sesslon { per Sedslon - At Back Cover
s B e e Hotre Open Foldout
S | , Session At Back Cover | \ USAGE STATISTICS
L USAGE STATISTICb '
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
‘ 1 ; oo U LS L PETIT JUROR USAGE T
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ) : VEAR o ' 2
AT PETIT JUROR USAGE i JRORUSAGE , | © ENDED |- 5:/7%%§%; * SR Ueage
: T
EYNE[;\EHD ,«: S;/?er:?etd, % Seé?cted d;‘;g; ‘ JUNE 30 Challenpad Serving Index
JUNE 30 | gﬁgg‘ﬁgg& Serving Index
: 1978 19.4 58.5 | 18.10
1978 18.5 | 55.5 | 19.00 ; i 1979 19.1 | 60.7 | 18.43
1979 24.3 | 46.8 | 25.01 1980 15.0 | 68.7 | 18.65
1980 16.1 | 54.0 | 17.28 5.6 | 68.1 | 16.14
1981 19.0 | 56.8 | 21.00 J 16.4 | 63.5 | 15.80
N 1982 22.4 52.2 15.67 ? COMMENT: In 1982, the Southern District of West Virginia had a number of last minute settlements
R % and pleas, one notorious case, and a January 1982 ice storm that prevented enough jurors from report-
ing to conduct a voir dire. The court's percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged, how-
} ever, was still better than the national average and its Juror Usage Index improved for the second year
.% in a row.
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YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982
JUROR USAGE PROFILE LOUISIANA EASTERN
L1 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 13 |
_NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JURCR ESTIMATED COSTS
-~ “In’ .| USAGE Per Per
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Day Day
P N
£ 2,522 | 2,416 Sl S 468,379 678 | 41
T .
| 100 % 56.3 %| 22.3 w| 21.4 % 0.1 % N S Cranonged " & 100,233
T
227 187 | 82.4 40 | 17.6 691 519 | 75.1 172 | 24.9
CoTotAL [ okl of % | CRIMINAL T % C TOTAL [ OWIL | % | CRIMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS W
/ 'NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES _ “ ESTIMATED COSTS )
I EER ST Per
ot e
G &
R 8 4 4 3 5 o 123,536 852 43
A
N 145 2,889 901 19.9 6.21
D S— 1 : For National Profile
- Sesslons - ~durorsin , vo.Hours Open Foldout
v ‘Convened: |\ Sessioh: S | per Session perSess[on At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
oo JURY TRIALS . PETIT JUROR USAGE = "T'GRAND JURDRUSAGE = 7"~ .= .
YEAR - o o, 0 T S o
ENDED | “'of Jury. | solocteq, | % Selected | Juror
JUNE 30 gﬁﬁg'fggﬁ Serving index
1978 19.7 60.4 17.07
1979 20.9 56.8 | 16.86
1980 28.1 51.1 | 18.38
1981 26.6 51.3 | 17.59
\_ 1982 6 | 21.4 | 56.3 | 16.37

COMMENT: Almost half (43.7 percent) of the district's total available jurors were challenged or were
not selected, serving, or challenged during 1982. This is a result of a great many lengthy and notorious
cases scheduled for trial and a large number of last minute cancellations of jury trials by plea or last
minute settlement. One criminal trial (for alleged extortlon, racketeering, and threats) lasted over 80
days.
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; YEAR ENDED
o JUNE 30, 1982
YEAR ENDED JUROR USAGE PROFILE LOUISIANA WESTERN
JUNE 30,1982
JUROR USAGE PROFILE LOUISIANA MIDDLE L6 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS | 5 1
L1 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L2 1 4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
? gt ] Selected .4 0L - | NotSelected,] © _Ip, . 4 USAGE P 3
- . ESTIMATED COSTS J o | SSCRE hciienged | | Senvingor | - siavel 7| INDEX TOTAL Tral | Juror
e USAGE Per Per v st e Senving oy e T | Challenged | S Day Day
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror ; ! P B N
Day Day | | E 4,102 2,069 723 1,306 4 W 168,420 ) 726 41
P & | 17.68 :
E 1,194 767 196 231 - 6.6 $ 47,375 | 667 40 | 'lr 100 % 50.4 %| 17.6 %{ 31.8 % 0.1 % N S Crananged "2 $ 53,558
| 100 % 64.2 %| 16.4 %] 19.3 %| - % Nt S Ghanenged B 9,143 T
T 79 69 | 87.3 10 12.7 | 232 191 | 82.3 41 117.7
LTOTALS fCVIL ] % [ GRIMINAL | % < TOTAL | "CWVIL | "% | CRIMINAL | %
. ; - e e = et JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
CTOTAL oM % | CRIMINAL Y % L TOTAL | aCVIL - % ) CORIMINAL | - % N L /
IAL DAYS
\— JURY TRIALS JURY TRIA / r~ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
. TR T o, Oc T N , ' " » p Per
ESTIMATED COSTS i N  neetance. | oot | tmaecied | | Disoharaed Ll 3982 TOTAL Session | Juror
Per er ) - oo L o ‘ B - B '~ L c S RN 8 .
TOTAL Sesal Juror G
ession | Day | | R 5 3 2 3 2 | $ 3l1e2 | 7
G 3
o S 48,393| 807 | 39 A
A N 53 1,036 341 19.5 | 6.43
N Do— For National Profile
. gessions | | Jurorsin - p. - Hoursin - {“Ayg,Jurors | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
D gor NaFtic':gal tProfule 3 Caqvened - |~ Session - | - Sesslon | perSession [‘per Session At Back Cover
pen Foldou ; ‘
At Back Cover \_ USAGE STATISTICS
a8 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
( 1 . JURYTRIALS. - PETIT JUROR USAGE e
| YEAR PR e j. 9 o T e
PETIT JUROR USAGE j , ENDED ;e Sl Selected, | " Selected oo ;z.‘sm;"é?}ﬁo: 1 Sess)
YEAR %Not | o Selected Juror | ; JUNE 30 rials gﬁéﬁg}f’ggé Serving Index ?‘;ggga fis
gl | "o
Of Serving ndex i
8 = : d 4 { ~
| Chatlenge b i 1978 23.0 | 55.0 | 14.39
o &
1978 17.0 41.7 | 24.00 ; ; 1979 27.1 55.1 | 18.83
1979 33.2 | 27.7 | 37.60 ;j 1980 29.7 | 50.4 | 21.78
1980 23.3 | 49.7 | 18.26 : i 1981 263 | 53.2 | 17.65
1981 39.1 43.7 | 20.29 : f1oo\t1es2 31.8 50.4 | 17.68
el s
\ 1982 19.3 64.2 16.82 7 ‘3 COMMENT: In 1982, the district reported large panels of jurors summoned for selection of juries - as
) | . 1 e v as e s . e many as 46 prospective jurors for a eivil jury and 49 for a criminal trial. On a few occasions, two
COMMENT: A separate panel of jurors was summoned for each scheduled jury trial in this distriet in 7 juries were selected from the same panel. The large panel sizes and infrequent reuse of jurors account
1982 (with only one exception). Since this pra_ctlce means that no jurors are reused for a gecond selee- g ! for the high percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged (31.8 percent). There were also
tion on the same day, there was a substantial percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or chal- ;= several last minute pleas and settlements which resulted in unused panels of jurors. In one such case,
lenged. One lengthy notorious trial was also reported during 1982. Q : 3 the cost of the panel of 21 jurors was assessed to the defendant after a last minute settlement.
1
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5 YEAR ENDED
F | ' JUNE 30, 1982
M g0 oD ~ JUROR USAGE PROFILE MISSISSIPPI SOUTHERN
JUROR USA - ‘ | |
SAGE PROFILE MISSISSIPPI NORTHERN ; © L5 1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS |3 |
I_% | PLACESOF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS |2 | :

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
\ ; L Gale S e Not Seletted, o s I USAGE Per Per
& T USAGE ESTIMATED COSTS = Wi Total ﬁ?yggted’a;"dﬁﬁ'uen'gea;~~N§2§v?;%g§q'-? . INDEX TOTAL Trial | Juror
[-Not Seleaten, | - dn.~ | USAGE Per Per i » Ayailablgf o Se,n'/'lhg"f’;ﬂ TR Challenged |08 Day ay
Brving e INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror T Monoiih - . 2
Day Day -

NUMBER OF J
. Tol | Selected T
< Avaitable - . 90 o) Challenged,
| Avallble | geiing | 00

5,433 | 3,007 747 | 1,630 49 25 03 $ 269,816 | 1,189 | 50
100 % 55.3 %| 13.7 %| 30.0 %| 0.9 % N S Cratanged > 80,945

N

D 129,519 919 51
17.87

100 % 59.2 % 20.6% 16.2% - % N o Chanonges "> & 20,982

ol oY

2,520 1,492 619 409 -

- — - m

- - - m o

49 35 | 71.4 14 | 28.6 227 167 |73.6 60 |26.4
53 37 | 69.8 16 | 30.2 141 100 | 70.9 41 | 29.1 " TOTAL | ONiL |- % [RGCRMINAL| % _ TOTAL [T oML | "% | CRMINAL] %
o TOTAL |- gL T % | cRMINALT % . TOTAL «'| CNMIL | % | CRMINAL|. % 0 \ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS /
N JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS ~ [ N
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS ~Total | Nejom - Moo |o Ne. 'l Ne.On oTA Per | Juror
CUNe e e No.On " Per P 'ln-Ei?s}taénce Jutl\\/‘cf’];;JgSl“ i< impaneled - | Disgharged: tJuly 1, 1982 TOTAL Session Day
_Impaneled | Discharged [July 1, 1982 TOTAL Session Jgg;r ;

/ NUMBER O
CocTotat L NaOw .|
:.‘.ip,,Existgpge, - July'1, 1981 4]

L
A~ rd

1 1 - 1 - 77,045 | 1,879 90

il o
\vird

2 1 1 1 1 33,988 1,416 68

b Nt g i

41 852 220 20.8 5.37

oZ2r 36

For National Profiie
ssions, | Jurorgin L “Houtsin | Avg.Jurors ¥ Avg. Hours Open Foldou
ggﬁ%ﬂ% kR Suess;ic‘s‘r? “]- . .gession | | per Session | per Session: At Back Cover

_ USAGE STATISTICS

OCZ2>»236

24 503 154 21.0 6.42

e e e e For National Profile
. [Sessions . 1.0 Jurorsin . [ Hoursin . ["Avg.Jurors | Avg Hofirs Open Foldout
- Convened .~ - Session .| Session ‘perSession | per Session’ At Back Cover

\__ USAGE STATISTICS

a HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )  JURYTRIALS PETIT JUROR USAGE . GRANDJURQR USAGE

| PETT/URORUSAGE  [' ~ GRANDJURORUSAGE | | .| ENDED | Mumeer | worminal| KN, | seloed | uror | ol | numberch | Nymborol | Aueage,
NDED | Number | % il | ANl | % selotea | gwror | 7ol Tnumporof | Numborar | vemce | | JUNES0 | Trials | Trlils | Servingof | somving | ndg | -Orand |'GoRienty | Ssson | Hours per
JUNESD | S iy | seminger | s Usage | Nmberof | Sessions | Hours in . | Number of SRR TR Challenged - duges | MOBNEE | VOSSR 1 Sessic

| Trlgls Trials © i rang, - ened |- Session - | Hours per- ; i NSNS BN
E30 T’»‘?-'?;z; Challenged Serving Index - durles | Q,Qr!v*e‘ne,d’ ASesgion 1 S"élgglgg: :

A Ty A St 1 B i

. JURYTRIALS

Ry e g

ki,

ER R £

26.1 | 61.0 | 21.92 | | 540

Lt .
B T

L 1978

R S T o
e

vl Y

_ Jodba 2 281 153 | 6.65 | L1982
1982 | 7 53l anis "
%2 | s3] we| 62| se2 | wer | 2| w|iss |t sl ) ; g

1978 13.3 68.6 17.89

1979 30.2 55.1 25.39

o B 5 69" |

1979

12.9 65.8 18.18

1980 28.5 53.2 24.95

1980

18.4 58.7 18.94

25.0 54.5 25.63
1981

22.1 58.2 18.41

1

30.0 55.3 23.93

COMMENT: This distriet's percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged r}c]).seh five poigts
COMMENT: This distriet improved its juror statisties despite an increase in the percentage of erimi~ - .- and ils v;eiﬂg gbpve the r:]a’iiogat&veix;a%g.th’ghlc]si slaf:ilc’:?ca'f}?i slsyi ;fs%tﬁgrf] ﬁqﬁ?‘g?{t’i :taiﬁewj J:y l;.:qsu;gies?
nal trials, two highly publiei S - . c . g e anel o jurors and tw :  year, | h re it t ’

pected le;lgth an:igcgmglexlii;z'ed #9565, and & eivil case where ten Jurors were selected due to it o g I:i)ered. If the court considered using six member civil juries, its juror statistics would probably

improve.

The Northern Distriet of Mississippi has a local rule a]iowing assessment of juror costs against ! . . ) ; : i ted before a
both parties when a civil case settles at the last minute, however, no costs were reported as assessed ~ The number of jury trials rose 36.1 percent, with several of them being conducte
during 1982. If costs had been levied, it may have reduced the substantial number of last minute magistrate.
settlements this distriet experienced. i =
(R A7 e




JUROR USAGE PROFILE

TEXAS NORTHERN

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

YEA
JUN

JUDGESHIPS |9 1

R ENDED
E 30, 1982

_NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
' T ‘Not:Selected} - USAGE Per Per
Sepving ore. INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
,v bﬁ«@lengeu A, Stetyd Day Day
P
E 4,104 | 16 $ 502,321 | 755 | 39
T i 19-33 | oreerctea sevin
| 31.8 % 0.1% o Challehged ~ 159,738
T
179 122 | 68.2 57 | 31.8 665 492 74.0, 173 | 26.0
T TOTAL | CNIL .| % .| CRMIREL. %7 T TOTAL | CWIL | % | ORIMINALY %.
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
¢ Total o | Ne.On 4 v Ne: i “No,On P Per
. inExisténce o Jury‘l 1381 July%;‘ ,’1382; TOTAL Sesgon JSQ?'
G ¢
R 13 7 6 5 8 S 117,552 988 | 49
A
N 119 2,391 727 20.1 6.11
D - ‘ For National Profile
Sessions - | durorsin A, duirors | Avg, Hour: s - Open Foldout
Convened " Session psr-Segsion |'per Session At Back Cover
N USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
augv'rmALs PETI ~JUROR USAGE B &ﬁAN&adROWUSAGE R
YEAR : % Not 0 T ¥ ; ,,
b | %G (] i Oa AV@
ENGED | "é?’i’ué', J'é';‘é"a‘ Selecteq, | " SGRcted | uiek N@g;gggﬁi* gt | N«-‘fé’é‘ﬁi‘}ﬁ* ;J,umb%?%f
) ’«@al; o {ma;g Challenged | Serving Index Jhiries - t ‘céq\{faqe.d cSessIen sﬂél;ggggr‘j
1978 | 141 20.0 | 67.1 | 18.53 551 -
1979 | 120 24.4 | 61.2 | 19.95 610 |+ %70 4
1980 | " a72 22.0 66.3 | 17.97 | 95 mfﬁ
1981 | 182 | 29.1| 30.9 | 5.8 | 19.70 | diz¢l iz | -856°| 6.74
\_'%82 | 179 | 318 | 31.8| 553 | 19.30 |° 13|’ e | 7| 611

COMMENT: The Northern District of Texas holds one orientation and 1mpane1ment day a month which
is detrimental to its juror statisties. For example, one month there were 137 jurors called for orienta-
tion and impanelment, but only 12 were actually selected or serving. In addition, this distriet's local

rule prov1des for 6 or 12 member civil juries at the discretion of the presiding judge.

Most judges

decide in favor of a 12 member jury. These two factors are primarily responsible for this district's

high percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE
L.__6__.l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

TEXAS EASTERN

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982

JUDGESHIPS |4 )

: NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
T Tbtélhi*f Se'ecwd Ch n ed‘ N%ts;sv%ecﬁa': :v’;velm' lﬁé&f TOTAL Trial Jurd
s a f N¢ ria ror
- Avaliable Servlng e"g 1 Crallonged | * Status Day Day
P
E 6,460 | 4,011 | 1,327 | 1,120 2 O  298,203| 808 | 46
17.51
T 100 % 62.1 % 20.5% 17.3 % - % ot oot ™ 51,589 |
T
146 130 | 89.0 16 | 11.0 369 314 | 85.1 55 | 14.9
oToTAL booviL s %l cRiMiNaL b % TOTAL o} - CWVIL * } "% 7] CRIMINAL |- %
_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
a NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
~_Total - | Neon: | o Ne. . Mo | No.On Per Fer
‘:i?}n‘Exf;wn'ce ';Jusy% 1981 | ?!mpaneled' N D=ss=;ha;'rse.dv.Jufly%.@§82, TOTAL session Day.
G ' &
R 4 2 2 2 2 O 40,960 1,321 67
v
N 31 608 154 19.6 4.97
D B : — For National Profile
Sessions Jurorsin | Hoursin® Avg durors | Ava.Hours | Open Foldout
-+ Qonvened Session _ Session .. | pefSession | per Session- At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
/ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR USAGE o GRAND JUROR USAGE
YEAR | | 1 % Not % Selected J Total 1 numb berof | Average
ENDED | Wb ’“%’é‘é‘y"’“‘ Selecteg, | ¥ ST} SGCE | umbeg of tumber ol | Numbere  Numbet of
JUNE 30 _Tfialg ’Tﬁa}s Shallenged Serving fndex Siaes Qonvenevcik SBSSion Session
1978 | “',,“5’:.‘88,'59 ,. 18 "2‘ 26.3 | 58.5 | 20.52 2| e8| 11| 611
1979 | 89°| 15 7b 22.5 | 60.3 | 19.21 4 |, 3| 2110 | 5:55
1980 “109° 20 20 16.8 | 67.2 | 18.28 3| “ao-| 206 | 5.5
1981 13097 12.9 | 205 | 60.1 | 2018 |° 3" 30t 184-| 6.13
1982 17.3 | 62.1 | 17.51 4| 3| s | 4097

COMMENT: Despite several last minute settlements and some 12 member civil juries, this district was

able to improve its juror statisties.

improved by more than three points.
dire. As many as 16 juries a day were selected for service later in the month.

The percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged
This was primarily due to the extensive use of multiple voir

The average number of hours per grand jury session dropped from 6.13 in 1981 to 4.97 in 1982.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

TEXAS SOUTHERN
L 6 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED

JUN

E 30, 1982

JUDGESHIPS [ 13 1

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
" Total | Selected {" " T I NotSelected,] - In. | USAGE , Per Per
" Available |- ..9% © |- Challenged | . Servingar | “Travel- INDEX TOTAL Trial duror
b e i Sepving |0 o | “Challenged: }. - -Stafus Day _Day
E | 13,387 | 8,255 | 2,076 | 3,085 1 $ 673,125 | 926 | 50
T 18.41
: 100 % 61.7 %| 15.5 %| 22.8 % - % Nt S cted, serving S 153,473
T
198 9 | 48.5 102 | 51.5 727 426 | 58.6 301 |41.4
PoTOTAL P o\ b % o] crMINAL [T % "TOTAL | CIVIL 4 % .| GRIMINALT %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
a NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
. Total -l No.On  f No.. - | 'No. | WNo.On. Per
_inExislence | July 1,1981 | Impaneled | Discharged July%, 1382: TOTAL Sezgl{on Jg;gr
G Py
R 16 9 7 7 9 @ 170,657 948 48
A ,
N 180 3,579 850 19.9 4.72 5l N
D - == S S— - For National Profile \
Sessions - Jutorsin Hoursin | Avg.Jarors l,Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convsned- Session “Session per Spsslon | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORIGAL, COMPARISONS )
_JURYTRIALS PETIT JUROR USAGE ‘ . GRAND JUROR USAGE .
YEAR Cnbier | % Grtotna . Total e T Average
Numb % % Not o _ Total - ) i 4 A
ENDED | Gy | B | selcleq | %OGREted| i | wemberos | SmbEtl | Nembenor | pimbetSy
Tria{s 1 ;‘i’fial§ | Chaltenged Serving index |~ Ju%@s -cdr‘x\:eqhec:l Syegs{on“ :..»é’égﬁggﬁ'
978 | 161 | 6524 26.9 | s58.4 | 23.89 | 16 | 180 | <093.] ‘552
979 |° 149 | 77.57| 242 | 62.8 | 2282 |° 16 | 173 |- 816 | 472 |
— B et
: 175 68.0 . 25.9 60.6 21.63 | 14 1 185 1 980 | 5.30
1981 204 | 5.4 | 19.3 | 65.8 | 18.93 | - 16 | 169 | 698 | 4:39.
\ 1982 198 | 515 | 22.8 | 61.7 | 18.41 | - 16| 180 | 850 .| 4.72 /

COMMENT: The Southern District of Texas used multiple voir dire, staggered trigl starts, and
scheduled back up trials. Despite these effective juror management techniques, the percentage of
jurors not selected, serving, or challenged rose more than three points. This is primarily due to this
distriet's practice of holding juror orientation programs on days where few jurors are needed for trial..
This inflated the number of unused jurors and has a negative impact on juror statisties.

Sixteen grand juries were in existence during 1982, the same as last year, however, there were
13.2 percent more grand jury sessions convened.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

TEXAS WESTERN
L’ | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED

J

UNE 30, 1982

JUDGESHIPS L 6 1|

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS LJUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
~Tota |- Selgeted ‘,;;ngl,l; ”fd':"; Ngt‘s%*em?‘d' L f’mf“f Lljb?ég% TOTAL s al Jart
CacA Sl T L g hallenged 1. Servingor L.« Travel ¢~ ria uror
- Avallabls: | se?&ngj] o a"g cﬁéﬁ;rggg_d‘ Sg:tvtfsg ' Day Day
P L
£ 8,853 5,255 1,431 2,147 20 $ 362,482 | 841 41
20.54
! joo% | 59.4%| 16.2 4| 24.3%| 0.2 Nol SefecTed. Seriing & 88,083
T
123 62 | 50.4 61 | 49.6 431 223 | 51.7 208 |48.3
CTOTAL | CWIL 4 .% | CRIMMINAL | = %-° CTYOTAL . | CNIL | % .| GRIMINAL] %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
a L T RN B T T T PEEDRER Por
T ot 1 neonN T Ne. 1 Ne - 1 No.On . .
inExisience | Juli}%,@}) " Yinpaneled * | Discharaed |suly 7, 1982 TOTAL | session | “4rer
G &
R 24 16 8 10 4 O 134,300 966 46
A
N 139 2,896 658 20.8 4.73
D S — == = For National Profile
. GesBlons - {® Jurorsin | Hoursin | Avg.durors I Avg.Hours Open Foldout
. _Copvened . | - Sessions } - Seggjon - | perSostion | perSession. At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
/ ~ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
" JURY.JRIALS "“\l"j; . PETIT JUROR USAGE . ~GRANDJURORUSAGE . ., .
YEAR [ rece | o cominar| %Mot | g "o | umtor of | Number b | Averaga
ENDED | YR | P L eee | Foueed | gy | Mot | GG | WA | et
JUNE 30 ‘. Lm,sx L Tﬂas i1 Challenged Serving Index Coduries o f Ga mlet:md = Saaslon { Session
1978 | 118 |" 83,1 | 24.1 57.9 | 26.14 | 3.85
1979 | 127 § . 81.1 | 26.7 | 56.2 | 26.77 . 543 | 3.82
1980 | . 96 | 78.F | 24.6 | 59.5 | 27.86 512 4" 3,79
1981 [ +155 | 46.5 | 21.6 | 62.0 | 20.48 4 | 4.85
\_ 1982 |- 123 | 49.;{5@* 24.3 59.4 20.54 RT3 )

COMMENT: The number of jury trials has fluctuated greatly from year to year. The 123 cases tried
by jury during 1982 represents a 20.6 percent decline from 1981. Conversely, the 123 jury irials was
28.1 percent greater than the 96 jury trials completed in 1980. Several trials were conducted before a
magistrate. ‘

Texas, Western's juror statistics are above the national average.

This district is hampered,

however, by its large non-English speaking population and by the fact it has six judgeships spread
among seven places of holding court.
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YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982 |
JUROR USAGE PROFILE CANAL ZONE W
L= | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS |_- 1 i
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS ) |
Selected & {:Not Sslected, i USAGE Per Per
0 Chaﬂe‘hged " Serving ol INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
- Challended- Day Day
E - - - - - D - - -
ol |- ow| s e o Nl Selecled Soring &
T
CTOTAL - CWIL | % camxmn % mm." CIiL 17 "% | GRININAL % | |
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS %:
f NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS ) | y |
5 i i o' £ - . K PR
Total - No. & Noi On- - p Per . o : . | B
, ‘"Eﬂstenﬁe Ju[&{iriQST;_ {mpaneted Dlscﬂargea gugy'i 1982 TOTAL Session Juror j :
G L f
s | _ - 1 -1 s -]
A ;
N !
D e For National Profile f
. Sessions Jumrsin  Hodeain s | Avg.durors | Ave. Hougs' Open Foldout i _
.- Canyened " | -Session g - Session |~ | 'per Sesslon’] per Seasion. At Back Cover L . : B f e
\_ USAGE STATISTICS L o . \T_em;zgige ’
} A : - f WEST 4 --7-
N '
;o HISTORICAL COMPARISONS |
- JURYTR!ALS PETIT JUROR USAGE RN B i o
YEAR - (:‘ ;".” % Not o ; ﬂ | A T ‘Kentucky: . _.
ENDED | j;““,“?be" , ‘f{‘m‘@‘ g:rla%?eg,r h Selected | guror | o ﬁgﬁ’s‘;gg%: ; . Egstern.
JUNE30 | Ty Challengged Serving Index o B Sasrglgr? .W(.astern '
o s b -Michigan:
v Eagiern
1978 25.9 | 47.9 | 30.06 /| -2
k ] Ohio:-
1979 32.4 38.2 | 34.74 ‘ Northern
2 Southern :
1980 15.6 51.0 25.39 " Teénnessee:,
Eastern -
1981 |- 1 66.9 25.2 | 30.20 1L Middie
T T e PSR EIE & ey g 3 - Western
2
COMMENT: The Panama Canal Act of 1979 (Public Law 96-70) abolished the U.S. District Court for :
the Canal Zone effective March 31, 1982. ¢ | B
A TR R e L Dlstrlctsofthe R -
] . o o, c. . ,q ’ ) r‘ ] Vo "
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YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982
JUROR USAGE PROFILE KENTUCKY EASTERN
L% | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS |_9%1
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
ot | Soeeted 1T w o T RGESelacted, | USAGE | " Per Per
Aval}abfe : fSewing u ] y INDEX(/ / TOTAL TDr;a;'l Jg;g.\/r
o 7e ‘
E 5,776 3,187 1,090 1,457 42 $ 265,555 [ 1,014 46
T 22.05 ,
: 100 % 55.2 %] 18.9 %| 25.2%| 0.7 % N e Caonaed 2 $ 66,920
T
71 26 | 36.6 45 l’63 4 262 80 | 30.5 182 | 69.5
O TOTAL - | OvIL ] T % ] CRIMINAL ] % CCTOTAL- | RivIL b %] “CR!MINALt %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 _NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
Yot | TNo.oo b meo ] NoiOn P Per
' inExistence Jum 1,981 | lmpaneled D‘SGhﬂ"se" Juh(%»{.’gsz’ o sosson_| B3y
G c'\
R 10 6 4 5 5 O 84,977| 988 50
A
N 86 1,704 439 19.8 5.10
D S S — ‘ For National Profile
* Sessfons | - durorsin | Hoursin' .| Avs.Jurors | Avg.Hours Open Foldout
Convened:+j © Sessjon .} . - Session | perBession | perSession: At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
o HISTORICAL COMPARISONS h
Juavmm.s PETIT JUROR USAGE GBAND JUROR USAGE R
YEAR 1 o Giiminat | % Not 1o T ot orof | Ate
ENDED %?Tf&r? Griminal | ggjacteg, | * Selocted | uuror ;wm%ar ot | *gg'gggfngf
JUNE 30 | : Tria(s Tr]%lﬁ : ggv”girggga Serving Index ?gggg 1 Cmnfened s ,3'?9?;?'_‘,,‘?
1978 | 28.3 | 61.8 | 23.72 148,
1979 L . 56 20.7 | 68.2 | 21.43 |
1980 18.0 70.1 | 21.17 |
1981 25.1 | 60.9 | 23.30 |
\_ 1982 25.2 55.2 | 22.05 10 7

COMMENT: The percentage of jury trials which involved criminal matters fell to 63.4 percent, the
lowest percentage for this distriet sinece the present petit juror reporting system was introduced in
1971. Total jury trials rose to 71 or 14.5 percent more than the 62 cases tried before a jury in 1981.
This distriet calls in large groups of jurors only to be qualified and given an orientation. In addition,
there were many jury panels not used because of last minute pleas, settlements, and cancellations.
These factors have a negative impact on juror statisties and, as a result, the proportion of jurors
selected or serving declined 9.4 percent.

Precedmg page blank
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE
L4 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

KENTUCKY WESTERN

YEAR ENDED

JUNE 30,

1982

JUDGESHIPS 3% 1

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
LT i Ghallenged | Nabseteated, | v e Al TNoEX TOTAL Teal | Juro
Available ‘ Jéewmgi ; » ‘Cballggged &0 , Dra?l E%?/r
P 3
E 3,458 1,515 805 1,138 - SD 146,435 939 42
T 22.17
: 100% 13.8 %] 23.3% 32.9% - N o Challonged — B 48,177
T ,
66 35 | 53.0 31 |47.0 156 94 | 60.3 62 | 39.7
- TOTAL ovIL -} % | CRIMINAL | %. || . TOTAL - b \CWIL. }.- "% | CRIMINAL .= %
\___ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
4 _NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
. Tofat° | No.On “No. - ‘No, .| No.On . P Per
 inExistence | Jty 7, 1981 tinpsngted | pischarosy au;y%,'-aﬂaz TOTAL | session | “uror
G g
R 2 2 - - 2| 8 61,39 797 | 39
A
N 77 1,587 418 20.6 | 5.43
D ) - For National Profile
" Sesslons - Jurors in > Hbufsin: | Av, Jurors | Avg. Hours:: | Open Foldout
fv,'cpnvened_, . ‘Sesglon ° | . 'Sesslon . | perSession | perSession At Back Cover
- USAGE STATISTICS
a HISTORICAL COMPARISONS _ N
JURYTR!ALS - PETIT JUROR USAGE GRANDJuRQRUSAGE v
YEAR |- b % Not 9 T talt | [ Averag
. b /oC i % Sel d J ola :
ENDED | ,i\é?’?ug | J’u'r"r"a‘, Selected, | * 3 g, N*ggggﬂ ‘%"e’ggﬁxﬁf
JUNE 30 Trials oy - Tria s | Challenged Serving Index | FTANG | C nlfﬁned-f
1978 | " a4 | 31.9 | 51.9 | 23.52
1979 32.0 50.0 | 20.94
1980 64 37.1 | 43.2 | 23.30 |
1981 | - 54 32.4 | 51.6 | 18.82 |
\_ 1982 66, 32.9 43.8 | 22.17

COMMENT: This district reported several practices which adversely affect juror statisties. Separate
orientation days are held where few, if any, jurors are selectéd. Deadlines are not 1mposed for notify-
ing the court of settlements or changes of plea, resulting in numerous oceasions where jurors are not
used. Twelve member civil juries were used on several occasions and one notorious case requiring an
exceptionally large juror panel was reported. These factors help explain why the percentage of jurors
not selected, serving, or challenged is well above the national average.

A-56

27

S e o

JUROR USAGE PROFILE
L_4 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

MICHIGAN EASTERN

YEAR EMDED
JUNE 30, 1982

JUDGESHiPS 113 1

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
- SR 1 ﬂptselected fo] USAGE Per Per
- SBIng o INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
cha!!enged Day Day
E 25,798 | 15,717 3,309 6,772 - P 1.148,179| 724 45
I 100 % 60.9 % 12.8 % 26.3 % - % Otorecexf;ﬁghggévmg $ 301.971
T
165 68 8 75 | 31.3 1,585 | 1, 061 66 9 524 33.1
T TOTAL f . GWIL™ | CCRIMINAL | % S TFOTAL | oMk 17w %]
U JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS W,
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
* InExistence Juiy 1, 1931 impap;e{lﬁ.gﬁ* ged Jmiy :tr 1382 TOTAL Session | Jarer
G @N
R 9 8 8 9 PV 278,776 961 47
A
N 5,911 1,624 20.4 | 5.60
D : — gor Ngr_gi?gal tProﬁlra
Sesions | Jurora® toursin’ | fivo.H pen Foldou
cfﬁve%‘é% : S?ergé?or? : ggg;?og - ?é’?s‘l‘é’s?ﬁ ﬁr%egs!;bn At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS _ . )
JURYTRIALS PETIT JUROR USAGE  GRAND JURORUSAGE . @ -
YEAR oo % Not
ENDED | ,4‘3,?5“5’3,% ke °"‘?§“a‘ Sseerlﬁg%g.r % Selected | Juror,
JUNE 30 » ‘Tﬂéls“ Tr}as Challenged Serving Index
1978 20.4 68.2 16.99
1979 26.2 62.3 | 17.57
1980 23.1 66.4 | 16.10
1981 30.4 57.8 | 17.13
L1982 26.3 | 60.9 | 16.28

COMMENT: The Eastern Districet of chhlgan reported several notorious cases which required exceptionally large panel sizes. A
total of 228 persons were called in for one jury selection which lasted four days. In another case, 110 persons were called in only to
complete a special juror questionnaire. The actual juror selection process began one week later. This distriet also reported numer-
ous last minute pleas and settlements. Despite these adverse conditions, this distriet was able to reduce its percentage of jurors not
selected, serving, or challenged through the use of multiple voir dire, back up trials, and stand-by jurors.

Jury trial activity rose sharply in 1962. The number of jury trials increased 17.6 percent and the number of jury trial days
increased 31.3 pereent.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

1_3_.1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

MICHIGAN WESTERN

JUDGESHIPS |_4__1

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
 Tota | Selected | h o [Fgrsslected . dn, | USAGE TOTAL T | dueer
| Avallable | going < | M | Salonbed | Siati Day | Day
2]
E 3,910 2,470 532 838 70 $ 216,088 | 878 55
15.89
'Ir 100 % 63.2 %| 13.6 %| 21.4 % 1.8% Not Sefected. Senving & 46,243
T
60 44 | 73.3 16 | 26.7 246 185 | 75.2 61 |24.8
,TOTAL | CWNIL | % | CRIMINAL | % T TOTAL - OMIL | % | GRIMINAL| %
_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
“Yotal | Ne.on o NE ] “Neo | NoyOm P Per
imExistence | iy 7,1981 | impancled * | Dischaiged [yuly 1, 1982 TOTAL | session | 1
G -
R 3 2 1 1 2 $ 76,778 | 1,301 66
A
N 59 1,168 344 19.8 5.83
D e S S, — For National Profile
. Sesslons .| . Jurorsin | . ‘Hoursin .| Avg.Jurors-} Avg.Hours - Open Foldout
. Convened Session Session - ' | per Session [-perSassion At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS

-

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ‘ \
. JURYTRIALS = PETIT JUROR USAGE .= -GRANDJURORUSAGE =~  °
S |t | e | oS | wsemes| | tdty | st | et | g
JUNESO | Tl | R | et | et | W GG | | sl
1978 | 20| 9.0 | 14.2 | 73.3 | 21.00 2
1979 " 5| 59 7 | 235 | 4.1 | 23.53
1980 | 33| 576 ] 15.7 | 73.0 | 19.30
1981 | 50| 260 | 24.3| 619 | 17.26
\_ 1982 267 21.4 | 63.2 | 15.89

COMMENT: This district uses juror pooling and multiple voir dire, often selecting juries for cases to

start on a later date.

The court also has established deadlines for settlements in eivil cases.

The

reduction in the percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged is due, in part, to these

factors.
antitrust suit lasted 83 days.
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There were 60 completed jury trials during 1982, 20.0 percent more than a yeas ago. One
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

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

CHIO NORTHERN .

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982

JUDGESHIPS |10 |

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
e ,n‘ﬁ-a'fav, o Selected | Ch i éd . f».\:NgﬁttSélGGtB@}, S i_‘}’lnf I e %JSSEG)I(E TOTAL _IF_°er| JPer
B Y S wi : Or S g o . o ru . o ' N H
 Avallable | Ry | e O eed | ot - pay | Day
P B
E 7,712 | 5,236 553 | 1,915 8 S 319,257 | 668 | 41
T 16.13
, 100 % 67.9 %| 7.2% 24.8% 0.1% N o oratonoan "? $ 79,176
T
66 46 | 69.7 20 | 30.3 478 327 | 68.4 151 | 31.6
o TOTAL - f oW T ] ORIMINAL | % -~ TOTAL.: | cvIL -} Y% | CRIMINAL | % .
_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS Y,
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
CooTetal. U NoOn s ] o Nees ] o Ne T | No.Om P Per
. InExistence ~Jul\"gl, 1831 e _?b,f_',lmpa‘r’xe]g | Discharged: ’«}.uly%,TS.SZ ToTAL Seszgon ‘jg;?,r
G | G
R 10 6 4 4 6 S 184,972] 1,128 | 56
A
N
164 3,327 915 20.3 5.58
D — : SR E—— —  For National Profile
V7 Besslons o dororsin Hoursin- | Avg.Jurors | -Avg.Hours Open Foldout
_Convened | “ ‘Session’ -] - Session . | perSession | per Sessiun At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
. JURYTRIALS < PETIT JUROR USAGE  CGRANDJURORUSAGE- ~
YEAR | ‘wunbor I% Grimirat | % Not | o Totah F Numbor of | Ninbetof | Alerage
Number: § % al % Selected J PR o ber of 1 Number of grage -
ENDED | il | " | selects, | %00 st | vumbor | enund’ | olrEn' | Mumber o
J 30 = ima??“"_ﬁu..jmaﬁ 1 Challenged Serving Index Jurles :,’Qpn’\(er"ned ‘_Segesulgnﬁ,: ,§$€$§?Qn'j‘
1978 94 |- 426 | 295 | 59.9 | 17.74 |+ 15| 134 | - 707 | ‘5.28
1979 88 | 48.9 | 22.9 66.4 | 17.36 | ‘15 | 176 | 87 L
1980 31,9 | 35.3 | 54.2 | 2040 | 16 |°. 218 | ,
1981 3] 289 | 332 | 5.1, 17.26 | 15| ‘123 | 678 |
\ 1982 | 66| 30.3| 24.8 | 67.9 | 16.13 |- . 10 |- 164

COMMENT: Jury trial activity continued to slow during 1982, as only 66 jury trials were reported, down from 83 jury trials in 1981.
Several jury trials were held befor; a magistrate. Three notorious ecases were reported in this district. In one case involving orga-
nized crime, the jury selection process lasted 16 days primarily because the juige wanted to interview each juror individually. In
addition, this distriet reported numerous last minute settlements and several 12 person civil juries, These factors tend to have a
negative impact on juror statisties, however, this distriet showed improvement, because on the average, smaller panel sizes were

called. The percentage of jurors selected or serving rose and, correspondingly, the percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or
challenged declined. One civil jury trial, involving an antitrust suit, lasted 70 days.

Grand jury activity inereased as the number of grand jury sessions rose 33.3 percent and the number of hours in session rose

35.0 percent.
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YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982
JURCR USAGE PROFILE OHIO SCUTHERN

. . 6
LE_.I PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS | 2 1

SRR

AN

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
] NoEX T | v
T
INDEX TOTAL Doy Day |
c $ 287.015] 774 | 47
; 16.32 Not Selected, Serving I
.:' or Challenged $ 54,533 ‘1
T
69 48 | 69.6 21 69.5 113 |30.5
: T - | CRIMINAL | VL. b %] CRMINALIT %
\”“”' ~JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS P N\
TOTAL Session g;gr
§’ S 119,69211,197 | 60
A
N 667 20.0 :
b For National Profile
Open Foldout
658 At Back Cover
“USAGE STATISTICS

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS

PETIT JUROR USAGE

% Not
Selected,
Serving or

Challenged

% Selected

or
Serving

Juror
Usage
Index

JUROR USAGE PROFILE
1_4_1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

TENNESSEE EASTERN

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982

JUDGESHIPS |3 |

-

ESTIMATED COSTS )

e A AR My '

STt
e A B S

17.5 | 70.4 17.19
15.7 67.4 16.71

22.7 64.0 18.38

24.1 | 60.7 18.82

19.0 65.9 16.32

L

COMMENT: Despite numerous last minute set ‘tlements, two notorious cases, a multi-defendant case,
and several 12 member eivil Jurles, this dlSt"Qct\ reduced its percentage of jurors not selected, servmg,
or challenged to 19.0, the lowest since 1979. i This is due, in part, to the 38.2 percent deecline in erimi-
nal jury trials. S *veral jury trials were condu\:ted before a magistrate.

.
N e g
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et i s 5 % t Erunis

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS
: Per
TOTAL Juror
Day
P &
E 3,682 456 921 - N 164,174 45
T
| 100 % 12.4 %| 25.0 % . N S Ghaanees ™ $ 41,044
T
80.9
\_ JURY TRIALS ~JURY TRIAL DAYS o
" NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
B TOTAL oo
Day
G @
R \ 24,848 39
A
N
D For National Profile
Open Foldout
«MERsion o S08slo At Back Cover
USAGE STATISTICS
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
PETIT JUROR USAGE
YEAR %N 0
ENDED | Selec?etd, * Seé?md d::;'e
JUNE 30 | gt?:lllienr?ggg Serving Index
1978 24.6 63.1 14.27 |
1979 23.8 61.4 15.34
1980 17.1 71.9 13.37
1981 17.1 71.9 12.74
¥1982 25.0 62.6 14.05

dJuror costs can be assessed to both
of last minute settlements in this district.

Grand ]ury actmty rose significantly.
number of hours in session more than doubled,

A-61

COMMENT: - This district makes extensive use of their magistrates to conduct many
rose 20.6 percent to 82. The average size panel called by this district is small indicati
small panels extended to the two reported notorious cases, In one casg,

jury trials. Overall, the number of jury trials
ng the reuse of jurors. The practice of calling
8 panel of only 28 prospective jurors was summoned.

parties when a civil case is settled at the last minute, which may explain the low number

The number of grand jury sessions convened, the number of jurors in session, and the



YEAR ENDED YEAR ENDED

JUNE 30,1982 s JUNE 30, 1982
JUROR USAGE PROFILE TENNESSEE MIDDLE o j . JUROR USAGE PROFILE TENNESSEE WESTERN
L__2__l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L__:_g__.l r‘* L_2 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS |3 1
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS ‘ JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS ) - 'NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED GOSTS )
ok USAGE Per Per e Nat S | UsAcE per Per
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror s { INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Day Day 5 Day Day
P & : ) Fa P &
E 3,572 1,777 © 536 1,259 - v 149,701 841 42 i E s 17.02 o 198,140 635 37
20.07 . 10T : -
! 100 % 49.7 %] 15.0 % 35.2%| - % N or Chatienged D 52,695 o 100 % 70.0 4 149 4| 1524 - g Not Sefected: Serine & 30,117
T T
71 23 | 32.4 48 312 113 | 36.2 199 |63.8
VIk RIMINAL i o TOTAL G b NI b %t f o TOTAL |t OV of % ] CRIMINAL: % - FOTAL s eIL b % ] CRIMINAL | %
JURY TRIALS URY TRIAL DAYS \_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS -/
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS ) a _NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
T Per Jper , s:‘; BN Tota‘ - B IR R T RO Per Per
TOTAL | seggion | “urer i i Existence - | 4 TOTAL | session | gy’
G 23 ‘ G e‘
R $ 4,73 9| s0| I - 6 $ 69,170 80s | 40
N E N 86
D For National Profile .~ D For National Profile
Open Foldout g Open Foldout
c At Back Cover ; S , ; At Back Cover
USAGE bTATlSTICS USAGE STATISleS
( HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N [ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
: PETIT JUROR USAGE SRANDJUROR USAGE - - : o PETIT JUROR USAGE 3 US T
YEAR % N ) A YEAR %Not | o
ENDED Sefacted, | % Selected | ool i ENDED | 'of Selected, | " Selected | A
| JUNE 30 gﬁé}'x'é'r?ggé Serving |° . Index § JUNE 30 1 ; Csﬁéﬁg‘nggga Serving Index
1978 3.4 | 54.7 | 23.34 | ‘ 1978 13.6 | 68.3 | 16.87
1979 27.1 58.5 20.77 | 1979 16.7 65.7 | 17.30
1980 40.6 48.5 27.45 1980 12.6 69.7 | 18.13
1981 37.9 50.1 20.85 | 1981 16.4 67.7 | 17.59
(1982 35.2 | 49.7 | 20.07 | \_ 1982 15.2 | 70.0 | 17.02
COMMENT: This distriet's large percentage of jurors not selected, servmg, or challenged is primarily ‘,
due to its praetice of holding separate juror-orientation days. If only those jurors called for orientation
were removed from the total available, the percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged ’
would decline to 21.6, slightly better than the natlonal average. g 2
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YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982
JUROR USAGE PROFILE ILLINO!S NORTHERN
L_2 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS [ 16 |
f NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS N
Total Selected | Not Selected, In USAGE Per Per
Available of Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
) Serving Challenged Status Day Day
P N
E 19,229 11,681 2,520 5,028 - SJ 756,826 671 39
17.05 :
? 100 % 60.7 %| 13.1 %| 26.1 % - % N o Chanionged "> § 197,532
T
227 124 | 54.6 103 45.4 1,128 582 | 51.6 546 | 48.4
TOTAL CiVIL % GCRIMINAL % TOTAL CiVIL % CRIMINAL %
L JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Total | .0 No. No. No. O P Per
i Existence Julis\llql, 1081 !mpaﬁeled DiSChgrged Julyo1, 1982 TOTAL Session Jé';‘;r
G (\
R 23 12 11 11 12 @ 389,650 845 42
A i
N e 9,371 2,429 20.3 | 5.27
Do S S : For National Profile
Sesslons Jarorsin Hours in. Avg.Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
1. Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
L USAGE STATISTICS
’,( HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N
j 1 Jurymmias PETIT JUROR USAGE GRAND JUROR USAGE
| YEAR Gl caio s ] % Not Total A
| ENDED | Mumber § % Crminal| gjjogiy | %Selected | Juror ) yumberor | Numberof | Numberof | yumber of
1 JUNE 30 ; Tzn%a‘fs“ = Tr}a!s} gfg}gg’r?gg; Serving index ?Jggg Convened Session Hggggigrelr
1 1978 171 . ,65.’5 27.1 62.1 17.89 20 | 383 1,944 | 5.08
| o789 213 | 53.3 30.4 56.6 | 18.37 22 | 431 | 2,200 | 5.10
| ™80 | 197 | 48.2 ] 26.9 | 60.6 | 18.05 27 427 | 2,080 | 4.87
. (£t 188 50.5 29.7 | 58.3 18.15 - 24 433 2,248 5.19
\_ 1e82 227 { 45.4 | 26.1| 60.7 | 17.05 | 23 461 | 2,429 | 5.27 )

COMMENT: The Northern Distriet of Illinois had the sixth highest number of jury trial days in the
country in 1982. With the vast majority of its jury activity concentrated in the Chicago court, the
distriet had ample opportunity for the reuse of jurors. This is a regular practice; one day, the court
reported the reuse of 35 jurors.

s

Preceding page blan
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4
| YEAR ENDED
JUROR US YEAR ENDED - , JUNE 30, 1982
AGE PROFILE ILLINOIS CENTRAL JUNE 30, 1982 ~ JUROR USAGE PROFILE ILLINOIS SOUTHERN
L% | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS |3 .3 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS | 2 ]
[ ___NUMBER OF JUR?’%S | o —sTATED GosTe ) L o ESTIMATED P(:f)STS Per\
ecled. |1 - USAGE P i i
| b : INDEX TOTAL Teai | duror INDEX TOTAL Day | ‘Day.
p oAb el Day Day i P o
E 3,376 2,151 623 602 i, S 1158511 e 43 £ 2,856 1,489 635 715 17 d 176,099 | 1,094 62
T 5 C 1 18.15 : LT 17.7% | orseiecied, Sorv
| 100 % 63.7 % 18.5 % 17.8 % - % NO} ‘)Sreg%ﬁghggévlng $ 25961 I 100 % 52.1 % 22.2 %| 25.0 % 0.6% ot e Chationged | 44,025
T ] LT
59 29 29 161
JURY TRIALS = JURY TRIAL DAYS okadniie / \; \_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS -/
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES CoTIMATED GosTe ) ,. s NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Sttt gt ; o
P v Per
TOTAL Sezglion Jg?orr i TOTAL Session Jg;gr
. 4 2 S\ = { @ CS
R 2 2 2 ) . R 2 1 1 1 1 N 75,562 | 1,426 72
A 84,125{ 1,357 67 LA
N
b 62 1,263 343 20.4 5.53 g . p
- For Naticnal Profile
Co P
Dason At Back Cover At Back Cover
USAGE STATISTICS :
( HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \ / HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
PETIT JUROR USAGE Yy — ' PETIT JUROR USAGE TAND JUROB. USAGE
YEAR o YEAR % o Sel
EI:JNDED s er'gfé g | % Seé?cted » 0’3&82 ENDED | Ss e/IeF:?é 4, % Secl)t::cted dg;gre
JUNE 30 gﬁgvﬂlennggga Serving Indox JUNE 30 Ct?;‘lll ennggg;i Serving index
1978 _ _ ) 1978 - - _
1979 25.6 | 53.8 | 21.56 1979 22.0 | 56.4 | 20.67
1980 16.0 | 66.4 | 15.82 1680 17.8 | 64.3 | 17.29
1981 28.7 | 52.5 | 20.32 1981 18.0 | 60.5 | 20.42
\_ 1982 17.8 | 63.7 | 18.15 1982 25.0 52.1 | 17.74
COMMENT: The Central Districet of Illinois experienced a few last mi , ! COMMENT: The Southern Distriet of Illinois reported a large number of last minute settlements and
plea in 1982. The court used the multiple voir dire procedure an(;n L’L‘fﬁéﬁﬂfﬁ;ﬁ?ﬁs andf changes of | changes of plea (averaging more than ‘two a month) which resulted in jurors not being used. The court
selected, serving, or challenged almost in half over last year. ~ ge ol jurors not | also reported many occasions when magistrates conducted the voir dire for the district judge. This
‘ year, the Juror Usage Index for this district improved substantially over its level one year before.
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VEAR ENDED | YEAR ENDED
| JUNE 30, 1982
JUNE 20,1982 | - JUROR USAGE PROFILE INDIANA SOUTHERN
JUROR USAGE PROFILE INDIANA NORTHERN . ; g
4 4. ¢ 1.3 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS | 5 1
L~ 1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS |~ 1|
~N ( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS . — T oTSeeeEa ] | USAGE Per Per
Per Per 5 arving: 11 INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
INDEX TOTAL Trial | Juror : _Chatlenged Day Day
Day Day 7 P P
P @ E 3,786 2,433 592 761 - ¥ 191,403 987 51
= $ 143,120 867 | 38 T ; 19.52 | orsemcwa semi
o [ [ [ o/ [ 0t oeiecied, serving
T 22.86 Not Selected, Serving i Y {‘ i 100 % 64.3 % 15.6 % 20.1 % N % or Chailenged $ 38,472
| or Challenged $ 49,806 i T
T £
: 18 | 45.0 22 55.0 194 52 | 26.8 142 | 73.2
‘ i ;?O — 577, e 165 = wgg 539 — 76 ; 461 : Lo CNVE 1% | GRIMINAL [ % CTOTAL | CNIE |7 % | CRIMINAL L. % |
CGRIMINAL §* - % /| Lo TOTAL o} CIVIL % "CRIMINAL |, % o ' JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS )y,
\_ - JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS ; — Ber
Por 0. TOTAL Per | Juror
-0 Loy TOTAL Per Juror ] Session | "pay
19 mpanel _gr Sesslon Day G p
G @ ' Y R 5 2 3 3 2 \B 122,264 1,567 77
R 2 1 1 1 1 > 70,187 1,712 82 A
N g 78 1,582 542 20.3 | 6.95
41 859 238 21.0 5.80 . D : : . - For National Profile
D For National Profile Open Foldout
Open Foldout g At Back Cover
At Back Cover
-~ 4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
_h - HISTORICAL COMPARISONS | SETIT JUROR USAGE
o : TAl PETIT JUROR USAGE : :
. YEAR % Not %
YEAR % Not | o sejected | Juror b ENDED | Selected, | * Selected d;‘;g{,
ENDED Selected, or Usage - JUNE 30 | Sernlng ou| Serving 1 index
JUNE 30 Serving or Serving index : Challenge
Challenged f
— 1978 24.4 60.6 | 13.20
1978 27.6 | 53.1 | 19.93 i o
: 23.5 61.2 15.53
1979 23.9 | 63.5 | 19.31 ‘ oo
’ 23.7 62.4 17.21
1980 28.6 | 56.8 | 17.95
1981 1981 29.3 | - 57.5 | 16.89
29.0 55.9 19.72 1982
, 20.1 64.3 19.52
\_ 1982 3.8 | 46.7 | 22.86 4 N .
' COMMENT: The Southern District of Indiana reported a notorious case in which one defendant was
i tried for maliciously damaging property with explosives. There were 34 different counts on 9 charges
brought against the defendant. The voir dire lasted 5 days and 49 prospective jurors were challenged.
The jury trial lasted 58 days.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE
L3 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

WISCONSIN EASTERN

JUDGESHIPS |4 |

YEAR ENDED

JUNE 30, 1982

3
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YEAR ENDED

WISCONSIN WESTERN JUNE 30, 1982

i1 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

JUROR USAGE PROFILE
JUDGESHIPS L_z__l

NUMBER OF JU JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS N
N R USAGE Per Per
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Day Day
il d
E 4,666 2,821 886 - _ \ 219,353 840 47
T 17.88 Not Selected, Servin -
, 60.5 %| 19.0 % - N S Chananged ° B 45,187
T
21| 42.9 28 57.1 261 128 | 49.0 133 | 51.0
Joewit ] % CRIMINAL | % _TotAL JpTewiL [T. % | CRIMINALT %]
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
MUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
b : Eoi Per
’ n’s;: TOTAL Sezgiron Jgir‘?/r
G g
R 4 3 1 2 2 $ 87,620 1,685 | 81
A
N 52 1,084 327 20.8 6.29
D For National Profile
: , Open Foldout
sion -0 Session’ o per At Back Cover
USAGE STATISTICS
" HISTORICAL COMPARISONS “ A
PETIT JUROR USAGE : GRAND-JUROR USAG
YEAR % ;
ENDED Seroned, | % Selectes g’:;;;
JUNE 30 gﬁ;vug‘lgggg Serving index
1978 25.7 63.3 15.52
1979 13.9 70.6 14.63
1980 14.4 69.2 14.07
1981 . 15.8 68.7 12.98
k1982 20.6 60.5 17.88

COMMENT: In the year ended June 30, 1982, the EaStern Distriet of Wisconsin experienced a notor-
ious eivil rights case which required eight days to select a jury. The jury trial lasted 42 days, account-
ing for approximately one~third of the total number of civil jury trial days.

A-T72

O PR e eI R i ) i B G < B S T T MM A s A S LIt P st
SRR S Z ZCTN S AR SN T 3 W I e i

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
TN PR AN 1 G4 i~ | USAGE Per Per
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Day Day
P N
E 1,286 960 253 59 14 $ 51,111 601 | 40
- 15.13
, 100 % 78.7 %] 19.7 %] 4.6% 1.lw Not Selected, Serving 2,351
T
19 9 | 47.4 10 85 43 50.64 42 | 49.
T | CRMINAL | [ TomAL. | oW | % | comimAL] % |
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS -/
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
Per
Gﬁ TOTAL Juror
Day
G [ -
R 1 1 1 N 44,795 163
A
N
D For National Profile
Open Foidout
on. b2 Sessiol 1ok per Segsio At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
(. HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N
PETIT JUROR USAGE ;
YEAR %N \
ENDED serecind, | * Selected | Juror
JUNE 30 gﬁ;}"g‘nggg'é Serving Index
1978 5.0 78.2 | 16.17
1979 8.4 71.4 | 17.89
1980 4.7 76.2 | 15.68
1081 10.3 70.8 | 16.78
1982 4.6 74.7 | 15.13 |

COMMENT: At 4.6 percent, the Western District of Wisconsin has the third lowest percentage of
jurors not selected, serving, or challenged in the nation. The court uses multiple voir dire, frequently

calls in small panels, and has the advantage of only one place of holding court with jury activity.
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JUROR USAGE FROFILE

ARKANSAS EASTERN
L_4 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR
JUNE

ENDED
30, 1982

JUDGESHIPS . 4 |

. B
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS LUROR ESTIMATED COSTS |
Total Selected Challenged NgLSotected | e ‘nﬁl)\g)% TOTAL 1?1'(1';1 N “n
Avatlable Servring allens Chgllgr?geé Status Day uf)‘a"y‘
p e I s e s
E 4,018 2,247 900 852 19 6} 176,449 | 878 44
T o - 19.99 e
| 100 % 55.9 %| 22.4 | 21.2 = 0.5% | ot Selected. Serving $ 37 ’QQZJ
T — S G
84 49 | 58.3 35 41.7 201 130 | 64.7 71 [35.3
TOTAL CIVIL % | CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIVIL % | CRIMINAL ' %
N JURY TRIALS 1 [T T JURYTRIALDAYS
r "~ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES _  ESTIMATED COST3
__Total Mo, On No, No. No. On TOTAL Per ] M
in Existence July 1, 1681 Impaneled Discharged |July 1, 1982 | Session |
G S ',.._._,.__* T T T T L T
R 3 2 1 1 2 $ 41,865 | 1,820
A - X
N 23 491 139 21.3 | 6.0 - AN
D For National Profile ‘\\
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover .
\_ USAGE STATISTICS L
~ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N
JURY TRIALS PETITJUROR USf\GE GRAND JUROR USAGE B
YEAR » o (e %, Not Total A
ENDED | 'Wmber | Ominal | soiocieq | " Selecied | duror | yymharor | "mberl | Numberof | ey
JUNE 30 Trials Trials gﬁ;"’lg‘ﬁgga Serving index 5’5?.23 Cenvened Session HE(, gsrgigr?r
1978 77 79.2 26.9 51.3 | 23.30 3 21 144 6.86
1979 74 | 47.3 | 19.9 | 59.0 | 21.48 1 19 131 | 6.89
1980 87 37.9 19.9 57.7 20.22 2 16 118 7.38
1981 84 | 48.8 | 16.5 | 60.0 | 19.05 3 18 119 | 6.61
\_ 1982 84 41.7 21.2 55.9 | 19.99 3 23 139 6.04 )

COMMENT: A combination of factors adversely affected this district's overall juror usage statistics.
Notorious trials, multiple defendant cases, and instances when a trial cancellation, change of plea, or
last minute settlement resulted in jurors not selected, serving, or challenged prevented Arkansas,
Eastern from improving its juror usage figures compared to 1981.
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nal which tends to cause juror usage figures to worsen. These factors, however, did not affect 1982 statisties significantly. In fact,
a smaller proportion of jurors was challenged by court or counsel during 1982 and the proportion of not seleeted jurers increased only

unnecessarily, only 17.7 percent of this distriet's jurors were not selected, serving, or challenged. The

i
, / , VEAR a YEAR ENDED
ENDED | JUME 54, 1982
| JUROR USAGE PROFILE '
JURCR USAGE PROFILE ARKANSAS WESTERN JUNE30,1%82 '0WR NORTHERN 1
| i1 13 1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activit JUDGESHIPS 1% |
L% | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS |2 1 _ (with jury trial activity)
, b 4 | uron ESTIMATED COSTS
ESTIMATED COSTS ) i USAGE ' Por Per
Per Per INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
TOTAL Tria duror p Day Day
ay ay ? -
P ¢
N 1,628 933 187 355 153 ,
E 3,529 2,204 698 625 2 2028 $ 159,891 919 45 K .? 17.14 ‘D 109.174 [1.149 o7
= . A o, % 5 9 » % 9, Not Selected, Serving
T 100 % 62.5 % 19.8 % 17.7 % 0.1 9 Not Selected, Serving 28.301 | o 100 ™ 57.3 * 11.5 % 21.8 9.4 or Challenged $ 23,800
1 or Challenged $ > 1 £
T % 55.0 66 | 69.5 29 |30.5
116 | 66.7 58 | 33.3 ) L i i S Rebchtit
__ i ER Rkl ~ CIVi % | CRIMINAL| %
Oh:MINA ViL T CRIMINALLL. % j JURY TRIAL DAYS ),
JURY TRIAL DAYS
! ESTIMATED COSTS
ESTIMATED COSTS ) o | P
TOTAL Per Jaror TOTAL Session | “Bio"
Session Day G o
G i
5 3 2 3 2 $ 26,111 1,306 | 63
. 1 1 - 1 - $ 34,896 2,326 | 122 o
A e _‘ -
N o 20 417 90 20.9 4.50
b 15 285 R4 19.0 5.73 B For National Profile
. For National Profile : Open Foldout
loor Open Foldout Vel sion At Back Cover
USAGE STATISTICS
i i HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N
( ; _ _ HISTORICAL COMPAR'SONS \ } ( PET!T JUROR USAGE N s : § Vel = 1 :
URY THIAL PETIT JUROR USAGE e IR USAC " {} YEAR % Not *
YEAR % Not o % ENDED : Se;ected, % Selected Juror
ENDED | Selected, | *Sgcted | g | | JUNE3O Soringof | serving | index
| Challenged Serving index Q .
1978 34.8 45.5 | 21.70
1978 10.3 64.4 | 23.08 ., -‘
| 1979 21.0 | 61.9 | 14.08
1979 7.5 62.6 | 22.86 3 '
| 1980 13.8°| 64.0 14.15
1930 11.1 | 66.9 | 21.47 v — ~ ‘
1981 » R 1981 18.4 58.0 | 16.13
13.8 61.6 | 20.83 5 - ‘
1982 21.8 57.3 | 17.14
\ 1982 17.7 | 62.5 | 20.28 : 1 ’ :
. . ' ; COMMENT: Petit j tivity i d kedly during th r ended June 30, 1982, Jury trials doubled ing almost twi
COMMENT: Despite several last minute settlements which caused entire panels to report to court : i many potentialejlircg;lsr!t’oage“&{lelgctl:izfxrtn;grseervg o:rézaerslgjli:.n :ddiril;ially, agreatl;'yprl:p?ortig: og tt?: l;lsx:'r;rgt;‘i:lnl;)Swas“é:':iemt;E

predominately civil calendar and small amount of jury trial activity positively affected this distriet's | 3 Slightly, -
overall juror statisties. , _ S ~ i ey
il " © Frequently, potential jurors in this district must travel long distances to attend court. In one month in 1982, as many as 35
£ jurors were reported as travelling to court the day prior te service or travelling home the day following jury service.
o
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YEAR ENDED YEAR ENDED
) JUNE 30, 1982
o WA SOUTHERH JUNE 30, 1982 JUROR USAGE PROFILE MINNESOTA |
JUROR USAGE PROFILE -
L #1131 PLACESOF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS | 6 |
L 3 | PLACESOF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS | 221 _
. ‘ _ ; . NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
[ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS LUROR ESTIMATED COSTS . s Selecic | USAGE Per Per
e Gt Salectaa . USAGE Per Per INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
% INDEX |. TOTAL Trial Juror i ’ Day Day
' : Day Day % P ‘ &
p & i E 8,271 | 4,921 | 1,094 | 2,138 118 S 391,03 | 798 | 47
E 2,502 1,706 386 386 24 1352 P 126,286 683 50 % T . oo 5 \ 1 /, 16.88 | v 5
. , L % 59.5 %] 13.2 %] 25.8 % 1.4 % Challenged 100,887
T 100 % 68.2% 15.4%| 15.4%| 1.0%| ol Seected: Serving & 19,448 | : ; or Challenge
T 318 172 |.35.1
_ 156 | '“84.11’:” _ i 15-7’~ ' T | CRIMINAL | % % |
i T TR BT CRIVIN, : JURY TRIAL DAYS
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS .
, —— ESTIMATED COSTS )
a8 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES - ESTIMATED COSTS : - -
— TOTAL er Juror
: T qETNE Per Per Session D
TOTAL Session Juror ay
Day G @
G @ R 4 3 1 2 2 v 88,989| 1,413 71
R 3 1 2 1 2 ) 30,484| 1,051 55 A
:l g‘ 63 1,245 384 19.8 |  6.10
151 19.3 5.21 . For National Profile
D 29 259 For National Profile Open Foldout
Open Foldout At Back Cover
; ssid s At Back Cover =
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
(. ‘ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A L —— ) _ PETIT JUROR USAGE
s : . PETIT JUROR USAGE EYNE[')AERD . Zie'f,‘t’éd % Selected Juror
YEAR % Not % Selected Juror Servingor | 9% Usage
ENDED Selected, or Usage : JUNE 30 Chalienged "‘}(‘,""9 Index
JUNE 30 ggg}'lie"[ggga Se:'vlng Index § : '
| 1978 22.8 60.7 | 17.77
1978 13.1 68.0 | 17.15 / , ,
4 1979 24.5 59.9 | 18.67
1979 21.6 | 61.4 | 20.40 i
: i 1980 24.2 61.1 | 17.17
1980 20.1 | 63.1 | 15.66 o
ool 1981 15.2 | 71.4 | 14.78
1981 14.9 66.8 | 16.42 '
: - \_ 1982 25.8 59.5 | 16.88
\ 1982 15.4 68.2 | 13.52

COMMENT: A combination of factors adversely affected juror usage this year. ‘In one month alone,
out of a total of 110 jurors who reported to court, 95 were reported as not selected, serving, or chal-
lenged due to last minute settlements. The use of separate orientation days is a practice that is also
detrimental to efficient juror usage. On some days, as many as 119 prospective jurors were called to
court solely to participate in an orientation session. In addition, changes of plea, 12 member civil
juries; and trial postponements resulted in only 59.5 percent of the total available jurors reported as
zelected or serving on a jury trial, compared to 71.4 percent in 1981. One antitrust jury trial lasted 81
ays. : :
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YEAR ENDED
‘ JUNE 30, 1982
JUROR USAGE PROFILE MISSOURI EASTERN
L3 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS | 2 1
- NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS LUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
e 8| USAGE L Per Per
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Day Day
P Q@ ’
E 8,770 5,205 1,954 1,598 13 O 351,239 | 621 40
' 15.49 .
T 100 % 59.4 %| 22.3 %] 18.2 %| 0.1 % Nt S anaan > B 63,925
T ,
89 | 55.3 72 | 44.7 566 353 37.6
WL % S . TOTAL | - CIVIL % | GRIMINAL | %
JURY TRIAL DAYS )
ESTIMATED COSTS )
‘ P Per
TOTAL Sesggon Jg;c))/r
G
R 3 1 2 1 2 $ 67.878] 838 | 43
A
N
D For National Profile
Open Foldout
At Back Cover
( HISTORICAL :COMPARISONS
e rIRIALS o PETIT JUROR USAGE
YEAR %Not | o
ENDED s ellel;l;‘t)e g | * Seé?cted d:;gre
JUNE 30 c?r?ar ;’l‘gnggg:i Serving Index
1978 22.0 57.4 | 16.89
1979 21.3 | 57.3 | 15.03
1980 21.5 | 58.8 | 13.75
1981 26.6 55.3 | 15.27
\_ 1982 18.2 | 59.4 | 15.49

COMMENT: Mic*guri, Eastern reported a larger percentage (59.4 percent) of the total available jurors in 1982 as selected or actually
serving on & trial then, in prior years. Occurrences such as last minute settlements, sessions for orientation only, and the effeets of
bad weather during the winter months hindered even more significant improvement in this distriet's jury statistics. The sharp
increase in the percentage of criminal jury trials compared to last year also counteracted the distriet's efforts to maximize use of

_ Jurors' time.

« Grand jury activity éurged in1982 asa tbtal of 1,5&7 grand jurors-met 81 times for a total of ’5\53 hours.
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COMMENT: The number of civil jury trials inereased from 23 in 1981 to 60 in 1982 and the number of
criminal jury trials decreased slightly from 25 to 20. As a result,the total number of jury trials almost
doubled over last-year. Though this district experienced a predominately civil calendar which gener-
ally makes for efficient juror usage statistics, a disproportionate percentage of jurors were reported as
not selected, serving, or challenged because of last minute changes of pleas in criminal cases and
settlements in civil cases. - ~ 2 ' ~ ,
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| YEAR ENDED
: , 30,
JUROR USAGE PROFILE MISSOURI WESTERN JUNE 35, 1982
E L5 1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) | ~ JUDGESHIPS |_6_1
i JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
; USAGE “ Per Per
11 INDEX TOTAL Tl')rial Jsxror
f ay . Lay
Lob
E 4,845 | 2,739 | 1,025 $ o207,03a| 60| 43
T 15.83 Not Selected, Bervi
: | 100 % 56.5 % 21'2"% 22.3 ‘% - % oreCel'(\:a‘lale'nggévmg $ 46,369
T )
80 60 | 75.0 20 306 226 | 73.9 80| 26.1
"% | CRIMINAL | % TUFOTAL 7] OMIL_ | % |SCRIMNALL % -
" JURY TRIALS : JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ‘ , ESTIMATED COSTS X
— e T s Waro T ) Per Per
)82 TOTAL Session Jg;c;/r
G r‘(‘ c\
R 3 3 L 1 2 P 82,524| 1,618 80
A
N 51 1,028 340 20.2 6.67
.D For Nationa! Profile
Open Foldout
Jonven sion: ssioh At Back Cover
\__ USAGE STATISTICS ”
f HISTORICAL COMPARISONS } |
PETIT JUROR USAGE JURORUSA !
YEAR %N " Qe
ENDED | ‘Solocied, | % Selected | Joror
JUNE 30 ¢ gﬁ;}’lie"nggga Serving lqdex
1978 24.7 48.4 | 22.85
1979 17.7 56.6 | 16.96
1980 16.2 | 68.4 | 18.31
1981 15.4 63.1 | 17.07
\_ 1982 22.3 | 56.5 | 15.83
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YEAR ENDED YEAR ENDED
, JUNE 30, 1982 A JUNE 30, 1982
JUROR USAGE PROFILE NEBRASKA | JUROR USAGE PROFILE NORTH DAKOTA
L_3 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS | 3 | L4 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 2 1
( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS - NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Gl ot Si . USAGE "Per Per g T Selee USAGE ' Per Per
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror : INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
; Day Day I} Day Day
P h
E 5,641 | 2,566 604 | 2,195 276 $ 295,469 [1,067 | 52 Z 2,443 | 1,588 | 466 232 187 | $ 141,990 {1,029 | 58
20.36 \ ‘ . -
T ‘ v |
: 100% 45.5 %| 10.7 %| 38.9 %| 4.9 % N o Ghallenged - B 114,937 - 100% 65.0 %| 19.1 %| 9.5 w|  6.4% Not Sefected, Seriing @3 13,489
T T
26.4 : 138 8_8__ 63.8
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS W, T LT T JURY TRIAL DAYS J
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS ) e NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
I T Per epesrereareenery Per
TOTAL Sezgl;on Jg:;,r : TOTAL Sezg:on Jg;?/r
o P e, e | e
R 3 1 2 1 2 $ 86,715 | 2,223 103 g 5 1 1 1o 1 5 37,365 | 2,669 119
A A
N 39 842 231 21.6 5.92 N i
’ 91 22.4 6.50 -
D For National Profile D 14 313 For National Profile
Y Open Foldout . Open Foldout
L for siors At Back Cover o 3ic At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS ' \_ USAGE STATISTICS
( HISTORICAL COMPARISONS | A o / HISTORICAL COMPARISONS — A
IURY TRIAL . PETIT JUROR USAGE GRAND JUROR USAL = : PETIT JUROR USAGE GRAN R USAG :
YEAR % Not | o %Not | g
e Solieg, | ¥ or | dsage ENPED Siiacg | *Soesed | gure,
JUNE 30 | Crall ergged Servingh Index JUNE 30 gﬁéﬁ?ﬁggf: Serving Index
1978 26.7 | 56.6 | 15.34 1978 24.8 56.8 | 18.14
1979 30.6 | 49.7 | 18.43 1979 23.4 | 55.3 | 19.03
1980 28.3 | 50.9 | 16.27 1980 13.6 | 55.6 | 19.96
1981 19.9 56.9 | 14.39 1981 - 15.3 58.5 20.02
_ 1982 38.9 | 45.5 | 20.36 o L1932 9.5 | 65.0 | 17.70 ;,
COMMENT: Nebraska uses the multiple voir dire selection method and also tries to ieuse jurors on l -
more than one case to maximize juror usage. This district's efforts last year, howevar, were neutral- ; o )
ized by a series of last minute settlements and a highly publicized case. \ : : , - :
‘ ; !
During September, a jury was selected for a notorious trial which lasted approximately two |
months. The voir dire alone lasted 14 days. Such cases can offset most of the improvements in juror K
usage made throughout the year and have a detrimental impact on juror statistics. Nebraska conse- ‘
quently reported 38.9 percent of all available jurors as not selected, serving, or challenged in 1982.
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YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982
JUROR USAGE PROFILE SOUTH DAKOTA
L_4 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) : JUDGESHIPS |3 1
JUROR 'ESTIMATED COSTS _._ - .
USAGE Per Per 5 "
INDEX “TOTAL Trial Juror
’ ) Day Day
P - 2
E 3,776 | 2,071 894 633 78 | & 224,997| 1,178 60 :
1|- 100 % 54.8 %| 23.7 4| 16.8 % 4.7 M or Crallonged '~ B 375799 | % 4
T T .
57 25 | 42.4 34
GIVIL "1 "% | CRIMINAL G TOTAL SIAL -
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS  \ |
A Per .
9 TOTAL Sezggon Jg;gr 3 ‘ ' AL Oknia
G :
R 4 2 2 2 2 $ 58,928] 2,946] 150
A |
N 20 394
D E—— Sor NaFticl)gal tProfile
B Firor s pen Foldout
05339% - Sessfori |, .- Sessién’ .| pe Qd nevrgSe:slim At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS F—
. PETIT JUROR USAGE 4 s wm..
YEAR O/ON ] MAB,MNA.‘ ’ '-.' (};@H()RNI/\' .
ENDED Selectad, | % Selected doror R Sl 0 AL
JUNE 30 | gﬁéillie%ggg:i Serving index | N
1978 28.5 50.3 22.39
1979 25.9 56.9 | 20.18
1980 22.5 54.4 | 19.97
- . Ve
1981 20.9 53.1 | 22.32 S
- [} ® e
1982 : ‘.' .- " - .
\_ 16.8 54.8 19.77 }
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YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982
JUROR USAGE PROFILE ALASKA
L3 1| PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS | 2 |
S NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
- "8 E USAGE Per Per
INDEX TOTAL - Trial Juror
Day Day
P &
E 1,949 1,041 279 497 132 ¥ 109,744 | 1,180 56
T 20.96 .
, 100 % 53.4 %| 14.3 %| 25.5 %|  6.8% M o Gratienged - B 27,985
T
14 2 |14.3 12 | 85.7 93 65 |69.9
TOTAL | CMIL - “LCRIMINAL G % o TOTAL 1 oL CRIMINAL | i
\_ JURY TRIALS | JURY TRIAL DAYS Wy,
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
o . SV T 2 2 Per Per
TOTAL Session Jg;gr
G q
R 2 2 - - 2 $ 54,200 2,262 | 115
A
N
D For National Profile
Open Foldout
3 Ses At Back Cover
USAGE snmsncs
/ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N
U JRYTRIALS . PETIT JUROR USAGE : ‘GRAND JURDR USAGE
YEAR ] ]
ENDED Selected, | % Selected | Juror
JUNE 30 gﬁ;vug‘r?gga Serving index
1978 32.3 52.5 23.58
1979 52.5 38.0 | 31.98
1980 20.1 63.1 | 20.05
1981 38.7 43.9 | 29.70
\_ 1982 26.5 | 53.4 | 20.9

COMMENT: This district reports a large number of jurors in travel status each year due to adverse
weather conditions and mfrequent transportation service to certain areas of the state. The number of
jury trials increased from 10 in 1981 to 14 in 1982, the maJorlty of them involving eriminal matters. A
large proportion of criminal trials tends to negatwely affeet juror statisties because larger jury panels
are required. Despite this, Alaska reduced its number of-jurors not selected, serving,*or challenged by
more than 13 percentage points, primarily due to the extensive use of jury poohng.
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VEAR ENDED , YEAR ENDED
‘ JUNE 30, 1982
. Ju ,1982 . JUROR USAGE PROFILE HERN
JUROR USAGE PROFILE ARIZONA NE 30,1982 : : CALIFORNIA NORT N
} L_¢ 1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) ' JUDGESHIPS | %< |
L3 1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 8 1 ! ild Y
~ f NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
NUMBER OF JURQR DAYS ] JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS v Totaf Selected thSeIected Sl USAGE Per Per
Mot.Se i) USAGE Per Per ; AvaIIabIé Chalrenged Serving.or. Travel | INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
e Challenged', 8 g 1 INDEX TOTAL Trial | Juror ; & 2ol Serv v ) Challenged | . ‘Status’ Day Day
:|. Challeriged | Day | Day | | : P @
P e E 11,514 1,509 2,432 53 W 604,529 821 53
e 6,657 | 4,044 | 1,496 | 1,063 54 S 27135 s22 | 42 T 15.64 | e
T 19.75 . 100 % 13.1 %) 21.1 % 0.5% % or Challenged D 127,556
, 100 % 60.7 %| 22.5%| 16.0 % 0.8% N o Chationoed > & 44,342 | ; S $
T '
92 43 146.7 49 53.3 736 459 162.4 277 |37.6
i 86 14 16'3, /2 837 = 337 : 65 19.3 2“7? 807 L TOTAE . b GWIL % | CRIMINAL |- % TOTOTAL . | CMIL - [ % ) GRIMINAL | %
- UTOTAL = (‘lVIL %o ORIMINAL b5 %R S TOTAL - e TOIVIL A L % | CRIMINAL 0% \_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS v
/ ' NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
f NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \ IR e _ » Ber
- 0 H e ; CATEATICRN SRR N o R : R 2 i
‘in ExIsience \ ch’? 1381 A ; Dnsoh oed July 11982 TOTAL 33§§?on Jg;gr . A UW UY Day
¢ g R 13 7 6 5 8 $ 208,607 852 | 44
R 8 4 4 5 3 $  113,582] 1,124 | 58 .
" | N ' 1,15 19.3 | 4.71
245 4,722 »163 . .
2 101 1,956 535 19.4 |  5.30 _ . D _ __ For National Profile
———————p : == = For National Profile © Sesslons ""Jurorsfn | Hoursin - | Avg,durors | Avg:Hors Open Foldout
: gggfé%% v ’Sessio .4"_ : ’ AVQSJUQTS I Vgsuﬂﬂuirs . gfgn Fkolgout a . Convened . | ' Session . *-Session’ | per Session"| per Session, At Back Cover
~. Convened ]/ n : . 1 | perSession | per Session - ack Cover & USAGE STATISTICS
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
e / HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
- HISTORICAL COMPARISONS T JURY TRIALE. PETIT JUROR USAGE ~_ GRANDJUROR USAGE |
PETIT JUROR USAGE YEAR [ & o]0 % Not BT §
YEAR % Not | o Selected | Juror ENDED | of i Selacted, | * Selected | Jurer
ENDED Selected, or Usage JUNE 30 |- Servingor | serving index
JUNE 30 CI?a: Illglr?ggg Serving index alleng
1978 17.3 69.3 | 15.76
1978 24.3 49.6 | 24.29 — -
, 21.8 65.6 16.28
1979 19.8 59.5 | 21.40
1980 21.6 65.1 | 17.24
1980 16.0 63.3 | 19.04 | | . '
- | ‘ 1981 21.5 65.9 | 16.67
1981 17.0 62.3 | 19.72 | ; ‘
i 1982 21.1 65.3 15.64
\_1982 16.0 | 60.7 | 19.75 |- I N
. ' ‘, COMMENT: The Northern District of California experienced one notorious case, numerous last minute
COMMENT: Arizona reported 25.9 percent fewer eompleted jury trials in 1982 than in the previous | occurrences which caused jury panels not to be used, and several 12 member civil Jurles. These factors
year. They were, however, predominately criminal jury trials and several invoived highly publicized usually have a negative impaect on ]uror' usgge statistics, however, the percentage of jurors not select-
notorious cases. These cases adversely affect juror statistics because larger than average panels of ed, serving, or challenged has remaineg.. “7irtually constant since 1979.
jurors are needed due to expected large numbers of challenges for cause. Nevertheless, Arizona man- |
aged to keep its percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged well below the national '
average of 21.9. This indicates good cooperation and communication between the judges and court I
personnel. :
A-91
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

CAL!FORNIA EASTERN
L2 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

JUDGESHIPS |6 |

YEAR ENDED

JUNE 30, 1982

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
ected: ,Jf orSeleciad. USAGE
an INDEX TOTAL 'Il?r?;I JE?C‘;r
. Day’ Day
E 5,099 3,082 718 1,084 215 S 206,781 | 1,150 58
T 19.76|
| 100 % 60.4 %| 14.1%| 21.3% 4.2 % N S Chananged S B 63,214
T ,
49 35 258 82 | 31.8 176 | 68.2
o TOTAL CMET e b % b CRIMINAL b %has oML Fi % ] ORIMING b
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS Y,
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
TOTAL ) Sézggon Jg‘zér
G 8 ‘
R 6 4 2 3 3 $ 145,007| 1,630 | 82
A
N
b 89 1,769 524 19.9 5.89
For National Profile
Open Foldout
i t At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
PETIT JUROR USAGE e
YEAR .
ENDED Selecteq, | % Sclected | . Juror
JUNE 30 , g:a“l’l'e’"ggga Serving Index
1978 24.9 59.3 | 20.39
1979 25.2 59.4 | 18.26
1980 28.2 58.4 | 19.80
1981 20.3 | 65.4 | 19.04 |
\_ 1982 21.3 60.4 | 19.76

COMMENT: This fiistriet‘s trial calendar has been predominately criminal since at least 1971, the year
the present petit juror reporting system uas established. During 1982, the number of jury trials rose

19.5 percent to 49, with eriminal trials accounting for 71.4 percent of the total.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE
L_1.1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

CALIFORNIA CENTRAL

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982

JUDGESHIPS 171
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ted: S “Not Selecied; USAGE Per Per
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Day Day
P N
E 24,401 | 16,212 2,605 5,060 524 . S 1,270,429 910 52
T 17.4 4
| 100 % 66.4 %| 10.7 %| 20.7 % 2.1 % Not Seleoted son' "9 § 262,979
T
61.2
- ~JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
- NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
1 b .
TOTAL Sezgli'on ngé,r
G &
R 34 18 16 19 15 $ 457,274 1,046 53
A
N 437 8,556 2,215 19.6 | 5.07
D For National Profile
Open Foldout
: 5 At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISON - )
PETIT JUROR USAGE ISAG
YEAR % N 0
ENDED Se/?qc?et g | ® Se(l)c;cted d:;cég
JUNE 30 gl?z;‘lllg‘r?ggrj Serving Index
1978 29.5 61.7 | 20.71
. 1979, 32.8 57.5 | 19.82
1980 25.7 | 63.3| 18.73
1981 23.8 64.4 | 18.23
\_ 1982 20.7 | 66.4 | 17.48

COMMENT: This district had a high percentage of criminal trials,
highly publicized antitrust suit lasted nine days. -The trial lasted
however, they were counterbalanced by efficient juror managemen
for settlements in civil cases have helped reduce the percentage o

1979 to 20.7 percent in 1982.

The total number of jury trials declined 1’1.0 percent to 242. Several jury tri
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60 days.

several of which were n
These factors ten
t. Practices such as multiple voir 2
f jurors not selected, serving, or challenged from 32.8 percent in

otorious cases. dJury selection in one
d to adversely affect juror statlst.lcs,
dire, jury pooling, and deadlines

als were conducted before a magistrate.




YEAR ENDED

! ~ ' JUNE 30, 1982
; JUR '
YEAR ENDED | OR USAGE PROFILE HAWAII
JUROR USAGE PROFILE CALIFORNIA SOUTHERN JUNE 30, 1982 L1 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS |_2_|
L1 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L7 __1 __NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
. et ' USAGE Per Per
INDEX TOTAL Trial
( ____NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS. JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS Trial | Juror
: o Tom Tial | dyror E 1223 D  52,974] 616 50
P N T ) '
E 8,590 5,121 1,535 1,934 - . $ 356,621 863 42 : 100 % - 72.2 % 21.2 % 6.6 % - 9 Notgrelc?ﬁ;ﬁghggavmg 3,496
20.80 ' -
T - T
9 9, .9 ¢ . o - % Not Selected, Serving
: 100 % 59.6 « 17.9 %| 22.5 % % o Chaianced $ 80,240 9 3 86 63 | 73.3 23 | 26.7
T | 29.1 293 | 70.9 CIVIL, [ % | CRIMINAL { . %/~ CUTOTAL | CVIL T ] CRIMINAL T %
? : \__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
OTAL oy 6N {i 2% | CRIMINAL-§ - %0 TOTAL = VIL - CRIMINAL :
\_ JURY TRIALS N JURY TRIAL DAYS ( NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
e A R L Per
P
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS 1 | TOTAL | session | “rer
Per : ;
TOTAL Session | “Bior | f R 4 2 2 2 2 $ 28,100 826 44
G ¢ 1A
R 11 7 4 5 6 $ 182,422 780 | 39| | N
A - : 34 633 176 18.6 5.18
A ‘ # D Sor N?;ti?gal Profile
234 4,656 1,366 19.9 5.84 : pen Foldout
b For National Profile 5 el ifiy Session: ot} il ics At Back Cover
Open Foldout \_ USAGE STATISTICS
on 3es At Back Cover ’
_ USAGE STATISTICS o ([ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
PETIT JUROR USAGE A RAN
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ) YEAR %Not |
- — - ° % Selected Juror
; PETIT JUROR USAGE »» : . ENDED Selected, g Usage
JUNE 30 Serying or Serving Index
YEAR % Not % Selected J Challenged
ENDED | SSele;:.ted, o Seree U:;cg’;
JUNE 30 = C:zmg]r?gga Serving Index 1973 1.3 67.5 12.73
1978 18.4 | 65.6 | 19.72 1979 4.2 | 61.2 | 19.62
1979 2.2 | 58.7 | 21.72 k| fes0 9.3 | 59.3 | 19.74
4 -
1980 31.2 | 49.5 | 24.63 Lk 1981 5.2 | 59.7 | 20.70
1981 26.7 | 58.3 | 20.93 | 1 \9%82 6.6 | 72.2 | 12.23 |
L1 982 22.5 59.6 20.80 x CQMMENT: The substantial increase in the percentage of jurors selected or serving was primarily due
' ' ! to the reduction of eriminal trials from 10 (83.3 percent) in 1981 to 3 (25.0 percent) in 1982.
COMMENT: Despite a predommately criminal trial calendar, the Southern Distriect of California
improved its percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged more than four points. Further
improvement would probably be achieved if this district discontinued" its costly practlce of holding . L
separate impanelment days. For example, on one occasion 233 jurors. were called in for impanelment
and only 14 (6.0 percent) were selected or serving on jury trials.
o
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|
i
veangon |
JUROR USAGE PROFILE IPAHO ‘ JUROR USAGE PROFILE MONTANA JUNE 30, 1962
I : o 2
4 _-NIMBER OF JURO;PA,YS JunoR T AN ( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED GOSTS )
. e NorSewedn « er or : oL Selactad USAGE ‘
R L M oo | | otoa | T | e
P p Day Day
Q h
T ol ; . . ) Not Selected, Seri A . .
: 100 % 62.5% 16.1% 12.5%  8.9% * or Challenged - P 17,576 T 100 % 51.8%| 14.1%| 18.8%| 15.4% N oo™ § 30,012
T 45.8 T |
48 94 | 69.6 41 | 30.4
Bt it X il TR A VI CRIMINAL FE e | CRIMINAL
\_ JURY TRIALS \_ JURY TRIALS URY TRIAL DAYS
4 _JIMBER OF GRATID JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS Per\ 4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
P P
TOTAL Session oeer TOTAL s ngér
G ¢ G '
R 2 1 ! 1 1 P 37,346 2,075 | 102 R 2 1 1 1 1 $ 45,760 3,813 | 175
A A
N
18 366 112 20.3 6.22 : : N 12 261 70 1.8 5.83
D For National Profile l D For National Profi
Gpen Fordout | For Netiona Profis
At Back Cover essi At Back Cover
= ’ USAGE STATISTICS \_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 o HISTORICAL COMPARISONS __ R | 4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
PETIT JUROR USAGE { o — PETIT JUROR USAGE e 4
E\;\JEI;\ERD ; Seeotad, | * Selacted | Juror E¥4E66\ERD glNot | o Selected | Juror
JUNE 30 Serving or Serving index JUNE 30 .Seer\%g 5’ ) or Usage
Challenged Chatlenged Serving Index
1978 34.7 | 49.5 | 20.39 1978 22.7 | 63.1| 18.37
1979 19.6 | 61.0 16.61 1979 30.9 55.9 | 18.87
1980 19.7 60.8 18.18 1980 23.6 51.3 18.80
1981 10.2 | 63.0 16.58 1981 16.6 56.3 | 17.70
\_ 1982 12.5 | 62.5 17.77 \_ 1982 18.8 51.8 | 18.76
COMMENT: This district traditionally reports a large number of jurors in travel status due to incle-
ment weather and the distance some jurors must travel to arrive at the courthouse. Jury trial activity
rose substantially this year, as the 48 trials completed represented a 23.1 percent increase over the 39
cases tried before a jury in 1981. \
o A-96 ! A-97 -




‘ YEAR ENDED ; YEAR ENDED
: JUNE 30, 1982 JUNE 30, 1982
JUROR USAGE PROFILE NEVADA ~ ¥/ JUROR USAGE PROFILE OREGON
L2 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS |3 | ; L% | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS |_° 1
1y .
4 _NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS | | ( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
electe ) £ ’ Per Per <1 CSelect | NotSelected, [ 2 - In.. . -] USAGE Per Per
TOTAL Trial Juror ! Chauenged :Sarving or: INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Day Day ; Challenged Day Day
P 4 O N
E 4,437 | 2,964 449 990 34 10,70 S 192,058 | 839 | 43 | E 4,067 | 2,441 743 819 64 a3 $ 199,771] 684 | 49
T | - T -
: 100 % 66.8 %| 10.1 %| 22.3 % 0.8 % N S Cranonaed " $ 43,030 : 100 % 60.0 %| 18.3 %| 20.1 % 1.6 % Nt S Goaienged " B 40,154
T T
33 13 39.4 20 60.6 230 64 | 27.8 166 | 72.2 63 41 | 65.1 22 34.9 292 230 62 | 21.2
T TOTAL . | WL | % | CRIMINALL % < LOTOTAL: - eVIL v SCRIMINAL | % | ; CFTHeTAL ) e % [CeRIMINAE L % TUTOTAL | CMIL” ] "% | CRIMINAL | % #
\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS \_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS /
e NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS ¢ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
FET S FUe e P d : il P NN P
TOTAL | goedlin ngér TOTAL S ngér
G @ . G @
R 8 6 2 3 5 ) 88,401 707 37 . R 6 3 3 3 3 v 131,021 2,113 105
A ‘ x A
N - PN 62 1,246 369 20.1 | 5.95
D For National Profile ¥ D For National Profile
Open Foldout it Open Foldout
-, Convenec ession, At Back Cover J e At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATIST!CS § USAGE STATISTICS
- A f : ~ N
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS e HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
‘ ; YTRI - PETIT JUROR USAGE ; GRANDJURORUSAGE . - ... % : RY.T ) PETIT JUROR USAGE Loom L GRANDJURQ! \GE .
YEAR %Not | s YEAR %Not | o
ENDED éSeleIc?ed, % Seclﬁcted d:;cg’re {; ENDED SS eleic?e d, % Se(l’?cted d:;gre
JUNE 30 | Cr?;;ll é‘ngggrd Serving. Index ié ‘{UNE 30 cr?éﬁé';?ggﬁ Serving Index
g
1978 30.4 | 54.8 | 23.47 g | 1978 19.2 | 64.0 | 16.15
1979 27.9 | 55.1 | 22.78 || 1979 24.1 | 56.2 | 17.21
~ 2
1980 24.3 | 55.7 | 19.22 o 1980 18.2 | 62.6 | 17.00
1981 40.7 | 43.6 | 29.73 S 1981 16.3 | 63.6 | 16.60
\ 1982 22.3 | 66.8 | 19.29 ez . 1 20.1| 60.0] 13.93
COMMENT: Despite scheduling separate juror orientation days, Nevada substantlally 1mp;‘oved its : ) COMMENT: Jury trial act1v1ty declined 10.0 percent primarily due to the drop in the number of erimi-
juror statisties, eutting the percentage of jurors who were not selected, serving, or challengecd almost , nal cases tried before a jury. Despite fewer criminal cases, the percentage of unused jurors rose
in half. This lmprovement is due, in large part, to reductions in the percentage of Jury trxals mvolvmg J£ because of numerous last minute pleas and settlements. Two mistrials were declared, one occurring in
criminal matters and in the number of last minute pleas and settlements. D o if a civil case after 13 days in trial. ~
The number of jury trials declined from 35 in 1981 to 33 in 1982, however, the number of jury 1
trial days increased 48.1 percent mdlcatmg lengthier, more complex trials during 1982. Further B
research revealed that one criminal jury trial involving bank robbery charges lasted 101 days, account- ;
ing for over 43 percent of the total. » R
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YEAR ENDED

JUNE 30, 1982
JUROR USAGE PROFILE WASHINGTON EASTERN ;
{3 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS |2 1 w
JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
USAGE Per Per
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror ‘
Day Day |
P N
E 1,323 737 201 336 49 $ 67,616 795 51 !
15.56 .
T 100 % 55.7 %| 15.2 %| 25.4 % 3.7 % Nt S anged° P 17,174
T -
5 | 35.7 9 65 | 76.5 23.5| |
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS W,
( NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
‘ TOTAL Se':g{on JEECEF
G c'\
R 2 1 1 1 1 $ 38,791} 2,282 | 108
A H
N |
58 95 21.1 5.59 !
D - > For National Profile !
Open Foldout !
: : sofori i AtBa{:kCover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
( HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
g PETIT JUROR USAGE AND 2 ISAGH
YEAR 9% .
ENDED | Salacied, | ™ Selected | Juror |
JUNESO | gﬁ;"ng‘ﬁgga Serving Index
1978 18.0 56.4 | 21.54 |
1979 19.3 | 60.6 | 17.86 :
1980 18.1 63.7 | 17.18
1981 18.0 62.9 | 12.57
\_ 1982 25.4 | 55.7 | 15.56

" COMMENT: Larger jury panels are needed for eriminal jury trials due to expected challenges. The
rise in the percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged in 1-ZhlS district, there.fo.re., is
related to the substantial increase in the percentage of eriminal jury trials in 1982. Several civil jury
trials were held before a magistrate. ' '

o
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE
L__2___l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

WASHINGTON WESTERN

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982

JUDGESHIPS [ ° 1

ESTIMATED COSTS )
Per Per
TOTAL Trial Juror
Day Day
P &
E 960 343 O 372,620 814 51
T -
| 13.1 % 4.7 % N S Crananged " $ 57,383
T
209 | 45.6 249 | 54.4
ViL 1 CRIMINAL | % .| WIL” - [ % [ CRIMINAL{ % -
\_ URY TRIALS URY TRIAL DAYS -/
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
TOTAL Sezg{on ngér
G ¢
R $ 111,506| 1,212 59
A
N
D For National Profile
Open Foldout
At Back Cover

-

e s - -

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
PETIT JUROR USAGE
YEAR %
ENDED Solscas Jinge
JUNE 30 C:};}’Ié‘rfggg Index
1978 20.9 .31
1979 25.6 .79
1980 18.0 .02
1981 23.8 58
\__ 1982 15.4 96

COMMENT: The Western District of Washington reported six notorious cases during 1982. These cases required extra large jury
panels and hed a definite negative impact on juror statistics. One case required a panel of 124 prospective jurors for a trial expected
to last four months. Despite the presence of these highly publicized cases, this distriet significantly improved its juror statisties
through the extersive use of juror pooling. The improvement indicates good communication between judges and court personnel.

Four jury trials lasted 20 or more days, while the total number of jury trial days rose more than 50 percent. Cne six person

jury was impaneled in a eriminal trial eonvened before a magistrate.
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YEAR ENDED : YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982 " JUNE 30, 1982
JUROR USAGE PROFILE GUAM i JUROR USAGE PROFILE NORTHERN MARIANA ISLANDS
t 1 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS |_1 1! L_1 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS |1 1
( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS ) f NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS - JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
Totat = - Selectet *[-Not S\Iélected,_ e lIJSl/)\EG)I(E ToTAL 'IPgrl JPer & U Total Selected i Ch " d‘: Ngt Se?lecterd, *;,v',,"_r'rln IV : lilﬁéng TOTAL TP?rl JPer
RN o | 5 i . ] : B e [o] RN ve
Avallable hgu}?;?ge Day Day AvaIIabIe : sw"g g e a "99 Cﬁ;}qgggw L .,Stgtus Day Day
P - S -
E 829 208 69 538 14 S 26,748 | 1,783 32 I E 522 263 123 136 - ED 16,631 616 32
T 55.27 T 19.33
| 100 % 25.1%  8.3% 64.9%  1.7% Nt S Crationged. > 17,359 Vo 100 % 50.4 %| 23.6% 26.1% - % Mo or Ghatlenged B 4,341
T ' LT | ’
4 - - 4 1100.0 15 - - 15 100.0 4 1 25.0 3 75.0 27 41 14.8 23 | 85.2
cooTOTAL b eviL L % f CRIMINAE Y S % T TOTAL [ . CMIL | % ) GRIMINAL |~ % - } TOTAL | GWIL. | % | CRIMINAL | % o TOTAL P cvi - Foo% T CRIMINAL ] %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS B \_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
( NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
_niEx?staence , JUIS]’I ?981' ifed TOTAL Sengon Jg;gr ‘ i ;:'In‘ExIst;an B Impaneled -Discharged Ju[l,\}%,’tgsz TOTAL Sengon Jg;c))/r
G @ H G &
R 2 1 o  13,678| 651 35 . R - - - - - > - -
A . A
N 21 395 y N ; - ; ) ]
D ; =t For National Profile b — e For National Profile
Sessiﬁ(q\‘ durorsin | Open Foldout b durersin | Hours £ | Avg.durors | Avg.Hours | Open Foldout
< Con o) o Session Sessioh “perSession’ps At Back Cover 1 |- Sessjon. .| Session " | perSession | per Session’ At Back Cover
L USAGE STATIaTICS : USAGE STATISTICS
( HISTORICAL COMPARISONS R ‘ad HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
L URYTRIALS - PETIT JUROR USAGE - GRAND JUROR USAGE -~ JURYTRIALS - PETIT JUROR USAGE , ERAT T
YEAR %N o YEAR %Not | o
ENDED Sele_c?et d, % SecI:cted d;:;gre ENDED | s eIec?e q, % Seé?cted dé’ég@
JUNE 30 ('JSI?thII’enr?ggrd Serving Index JUNE 30 | 5 gﬁé}"g‘ngggrd Serving Index
1978 30.7 66.5 | 14.35 [ | 1978 100.0 - -
1979 30.5 | 57.1 | 19.35 | 1979 63.4 18.2 | 46.10
1980 54.7 24.9 37.86 1980 31.4 26.0 35.40
1981 100.0 - - ; 1981 51.7 21.1 | 32.42
\_ 1982 64.9 25.1 | 55.27 | \ 1982 26.1 50.4 | 19.33
) COMMENT: Guam's panel sizes for jury selection are unusually large - once as large as 84 jurors. ii COMMENT: Two cases settled at the last mlnute, both resulting in more than 40 prospective jurors
Large panels are needed because many prospective jurors have first-hand knowledge of the case and/or ~ ¢ not being used. This was offset, however, by a local rule allowing ceriminal juries of less than 12 mem-
personally know the parties involved. Several last minute pleas and cancellations also contributed to iy bers. ‘ThlS year, the Northern Marlana Islands recorded its best juror statisties since the court was
the large percentage of unused jurors. : } established in 1978.
H
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JUROR'USAGE PROFILE

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

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982

JUDGESHIPS | 6 1|

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
T ed: N lected, ] USAGE
T o;?e‘eée INDEX - TOTAL Toal | Juror
ha‘IEHQEd Day Day
P
E 4,741 3,281 844 520 96 $ 230,894 | 645 49
13.24 . :
! 100 % 69.2 %| 17.8 % 11.0 % 2.03| M or Chattenged P 2539 |
79 45 _ 34 69.8 108 {30.2
. TOTAL CIVIL | CRIMINAL | OWIL - JET % ] CRIMINA :
u JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
T t | o 0 ' e Per
e | o5 % TR | o | e
G N
R 4 1 $ 202,675| 1,987 99
A
N 102 2,057
T S T E— For National Profile
.. Bessions. |- Jurorsin. - ‘Hours Open Foldout
“..-Convened . "v-Session: .1Sessl -perSess At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
PETIT JUROR USAGE
YEAR % o
ENDED |, %70 Selecied, | % Sejected | - duror
JUNE 30 . < Trigl (?t?zmg‘ngggé Serving Index
1978 23.2 59.8 | 17.76
1979 20.8 60.7 | 17.26
1980 14.3 62.4 | 14.88
1981 11.9 68.5 | 13.64.
\_ 1982 11.0 | 69.2 | 13.24

COMMEN’R. Over the past several years, the percentage of jurors in this distriect who were selected or
serving on a trial has risen steadily. At the same time, the percentage of jurors who were not
selected, serving, or challenged has declined to 11.0 percent. This steady 1mprovement in juror usage
can be attrlbuted to a smaller proportion of eriminal trla]s, efforts to pool jurors, a local rule which
assesses jury costs against the parties and their counsel in last minute settlements, and effective jury
management that stresses good communication between judges, administrators, and litigants.

Preceding page blank
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

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

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982

JUDGESHIPS |5 )

4 _ NUMB“E‘VR&.OF JUROR pAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
USAGE
INDEX 4, JTOTAL 1"1?5! Jl:?(;r
5 N7 Day Day
E 4,919 | 3,217 808 860 34 $
E " - 508 P 197,244 603 40
9 A% 16.4 % .5 % % ' Not Selected, i
1,‘ 17.5 0.7 % * or Cranienged ° $ 34,518
81
/ ‘ L
, NUMBER OF GRAND JUBIES . ESTIMATED COSTS
L gk, o G TOTAL Per uro
. LA ; Session Jg;?,r
6 ‘f‘)
: 4 2 2 4 $ 64,602 1,869 74
N
D
For National Profile
Open Foldout
i o ST At Back Cover
USAGE STATISTICS
4 _ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
VEAn i PETIT JUROR USAGE :
ENDED S;/ierg?et 4, % Secl)?cted L.j!uror
JUNE 30 | | Servimgor | Serving index
1978 18.6 66.3 17.48
1879 19.6 65.5 16.59
1980 17.0 68.5 15.90
1981 18.2 68.5 13.96
1982 17.5 65.4 15.04
COMMENT:

' aff’e.ct the distriet's 1982 jury statisties.
available jurors were either selected or se

R P o et i o e

Kansas still managed to

A notorious case in February and some last minut

rving on a trial.

A-108

e settlements did not significantly
report that 65.4 percent of the 4,919

YEAR ENDED

. JUROR USAGE PROFILE NEW MEXICO JUNE 3. T8

| L4 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS |4 1

a NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
¢ i Boioe: USAGE Per Per
ANDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Day Day
P . S h
E 4,374 3,106 746 319 /203 s P 249,800 | 827 57
T 14.48
, 100 % 71.0 %{ 17.1 % 7.3 % 4.6 % Notge\'g;;gghgggvmg$ 18,235
T
JURY TRIAL DAYS
ESTIMATED COSTS
Per
TOTAL Sezggon Jg;gr
G &
R 3 2 1 1 2 D 72,966 | 2,702 132
A
N
;D For National Profile
! Open Foldout
At Back Cover
L HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N
PETIT JUROR USAGE L "GRAND. EAAGE:
Se‘fec?etd, % Secl;:cted 0“3’532 2y .
gl'?;llllenngggroc Serving Indgx Vi, ;
13.4 70.3 | 16.55 !
19.0 62.9 | 20.56
8.7 | 68.9 | 15.46 N
6.2 71.8 | 14.36 e
7.3 71.0 | 14.48 : !

COMMENT: This district uses a variety of techniques to achieve optimum juror usage. Judges in this district stagger starting times
of jury trials so that jurors who are not selected for the first trial can be returned to the pool for possible selection in other trials.
Daily meetings are held among the clerk of court, jury deputy, and courtroom deputies to allow for the up-to-date communication
needed to continuously assess jury needs and to call in the minimum number of jurors and still satisfy the court's jury requirements.
Also, New Mexico frequently uses a multiple jury selection technique and generally starts at least one trial on these days (whieh
tends to have a positive effect on jury statistics). These techniques, plus a rule assessing jury costs in last minute settlements are
responsible for this district's small percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged (7.3 percent), and large percentage of
selected jurors (71.0 percent). This was achieved despite several last minute settlements and two notorious cases. '
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YEAR ENDED
YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 1982
, JUROR USAGE PROFILE - OKLAHOMA EASTERN
JUROR USAGE PROFILE OKLAHOMA NORTHERN | JUNE 30, 1882 124
. i1 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L =/3]
L 1 1| PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 22/3_1 A s : Y :
7 ' NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
» NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \\ ' USAGE Per Per
7 oleoted oF i N NSt Selentad. T 1 Peor Per INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
TOTAL Trial | Juror Day Day
Day Day P Q@
P & E 1,147 952 154 2 39 $ 62,234 655 | 54
E 3,463 2,136 623 704 - S 139,484 628 40 T - 12.07 e SoT :
T \‘ 15.60 : 100 % 83.0 % 13.4%| 0.2%| 3.4% ‘Not Selected, Serving 124
, 100 % 61.7 %| 18.0%| 20.3% - % Not Sefected, Serving & 28,315 '
T , T
49 33| 67.3] 16 [32.7 222 146 | 65.8| 76 | 34.2 i —— L - e == =
J civity [ % [ cRmNARTT % 7] [TFOTAL [ oWl “CRIMINAL| % §§ G ~JURY TRIALS | " JURY TRIALDAYS
L JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS i
. i ( NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
[ , NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES - ESTIMATED COSTS T Per
N~ - — — — . © TOTAL s Per Juror
] TOTAL Per Juro | Day
; 32| Session | ‘pay G &
G 2 1 1 1 1 D 31,280} 1,646 77
R 2 1 1 1 1 & 23,015 767 | 37 L
A !
N N 19 406 127 21.4 | 6.68
D 8.00 D For National Profile
— For National Profile Open Foldout
fors | Alg.Hours® Open Foldout esslon - Session At Back Cover
e Onven 551 assion -7 1P perSessiol pe!‘SBSSTDD At Back Cover K‘ USAGE STATISTICS
\_ USAGE STATISTICS 5
, - L/ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
- HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N or PETITJURORUSAGE |
PETIT JUROR USAGE \ND JURORUSAGE . = % i 3 YEAR % Not lected | J
YEAR %. Not 9 ENDED s e‘l’e cted, % Selecte uror
ENDED | Salocteq, | % Selected | Juror i | JUNE30 Servingor | sanving | index
JUNE 30 | gr?;}llg]nggg:i Serving Index ’ alleng
g : 1978 2| 60.7 | 18.59
1978 11.5 72.9 | 14.35 2l 0.7
1979 9. 9.6 | 16.01
197¢ 21.5 66.8 | 16.99 2.7 o
, 1980 . 9.5 | 13.54
1980 15.9 68.7 | 12.68 - .1 !
. 1981 . . 2.44
1981 15.1 67.8 | 13.69 39 2.0 1 1
1982 : 3.0 | 12.07
\_ 1982 20.3 | 61.7 | 15.60 i 9.2 S
COMMENT: The percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged was up 5.2 percentage points '
from 1981 due to three notorious cases and several changes of plea. Plea changes that the court P &
cannot control and highly publicized cases offset this district's efforts to efficiently utlhze jurors i
through multiple voir dire. \
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| | YEAR ENDED
| Mt JUROR USAGE PROFILE UTAH JUNE 30, 1982
JUROR USAGE PROFILE LAHOMA WESTERN ’ | '
OKLAHO S 2 L_2_| PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS |3 |
L1 1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) ~ JUDGESHIPS @__3__1 -
_ 3 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
o NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS ESTIMATED COSTS Seecte ST JuhoR S
. et JUROR : : INDEX - TOTAL Trial Juror
e Selecte Not Selected; { USAGE Per Per 4‘ b ro
o : INDEX TOTAL Trial | Juror | 2y 2y
Day Day i P o
: ’ & 194,380 | 433 | 37| | E | 3157 | 2,291 628 219 19 $ 159,564 | 877 | 51
5,200 | 3,566 983 638 13 - $ , T . 17.35 :
$ 11.58 | = —— : 100 % 72.6 %| 19.9 %| 6.9 % 0.6 % N Ghanonaed "> & 11,010
: 0% | 8.6 %| 18.9 % 12.3%| 0.3% | [ S Emges ™ § 23,909 .
T — ]l 24 118 | 64.8 64 |35.2
122 21 449 | 397 |88.4) 52 |11.6 oL TCRMNAL] % | | tomL [P oWL ] % | cRMNAL] %
o % | CRIMINAL [* 7% ©OTOTALS fPoCIiL | CRIMINAL ] % N JURY TRIALS ~ JURY TRIAL DAYS J
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J :
i | " NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED GOSTS
-NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS ; : Per
— F— : : , TOTAL per Juror
e Per I?er ; 1982 Session Day
gsd | TOTAL Session | 5o | G @
@ & | R 2 2 - - 2| $  ss.a42| 985 | s
R 2 2 - 1 1 $ so.s| 1,03 | s0| A
A | N 36 200 19.3 | 5.56
N | [ D - For Naticnal Profile
D . { For National Profile ; Open Foldeut
" Open Foldout ¢ Cosonvened g IBJAN- . p o SUBESSION s At Back Cover
Sessi Session At Back Cover | N USAGE STATISTICS
USAGE STATISTICS : ? ‘ )
| 4 | HISTORICAL COMPARISONS | ™
( HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A ; , PETIT JUROR USAGE !
PETIT JUROR USAGE GRAND JURGCR USAG ; YEAR % Not 8
YEAR %WNot | o ENDED Solected, | ™ Selected | duror
ENDED Selected, * Seé?cted d'é;%; JUNE 30 gl?t;}llienr?gga Serving Index
JUNE 30 gﬁ; Ylglnggga Serving Index i -
- ' ‘ 1978 30.9 | 56.7 | 22.70
6.7 77.6 12.33
o ‘ ' 1979 14.2 | 65.5 | 19.51
8.1 76.3 11.70 ‘L : :
‘ 1980 7.9 1 73.1 | 17.40
1980 8.9 | 74.5 | 13.53 N 1981 ‘ |
1981 . 8.0 70.3 18.20
5.8 | 76.6 | 11.79 =
\ 1982 6.9 | 72.6 | 17.35.
\_ 1982 12.3 | 68.6 11.58 Al ‘ {
i ‘ o e COMMENT: The percentage of eriminal jury trials has declined to 50.0 percent in 1982 from 87.2
COMMENT: Though a smaller percentage of jurors were selected or serving on a trial during 1982 percent in 1978. Since jury selections for civil trials are generally less complicated than for criminal
compared to previous years, this distriet's 68.6 percent of jurcrs selected or serving this year still | jury trials, it is not surprising that the smaller percentage of criminal jury trials was accompanied by a
compares favorably with the national average in this category (61.6 percent). _ , ~ smaller percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged (6.9 percent), and a larger percentage
‘ R of jurors selected or serving (72.6 percent). : ~
1&1
{ \
3
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

WYOMING

{ 2 1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

JUDGESHIPS | 1 1

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JURGR ESTIMATED COSTS
3 o Sl T SN Tad USAGE Per Per
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Day Day
P &
E 1,713 1,227 268 217 1 . o 58,241 | 388 34
11.42
T
| 100 % 71.6 %| 15.6 %| 12.7 %| 0.1 % A R 7,397
T
36 |24.0
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
TOTAL Session Jg;gr
G &
R 1 - - 1 P 14,890 | 745 36
A
N
20 413 20.7 7.90
D For National Profile
Open Foidout
Junvenad Sesalon i At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS |
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
PETIT JUROR USAGE :
YEAR %N ,
ENDED Sejected, | ' Selected Japor
JUNE 30 ‘ gﬁg’,g‘nggga Serving Index
1978 19.7 67.4 | 12.82
1979 14.7 71.4 | 14.35
1980 13.6 72.3 | 11.75
1981 14.8 67.9 | 11.64
\_1982 127 | 716 | 11.42 }
COMMENT:

o L A S e
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Jury managers in this distriet keep to a minimum the number of jurors called to report to

court for a jury selection. The small panels and relatively few last minute settlements and plea

changes had a positive effect on Wyoming's 1982 jury statisties.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE
l__8_..l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

ALABAMA NORTHERN

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982

JUDGESHIPS L 7 |

N

: NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
L tetal Selected Not/Sele&ted s ] USAGE Per Per
””;'Avaﬁabl_e 5 B uerving | Chalienged | Skeing INDEX TOTAL T[')relsl J[l)J;c;lr
o ol : :
E 6,298 3,741 1,237 987 333 $ 386,578 | 1,023 61
T 16.66 Not Selected, S
, 100 % 59.4 %| 19.6 %| 15.7 %| 5.3 % o o,eg,faﬁenggg,v'"g $ 60,693
T 1 :
143 105 73.4 38 26.6 378 250 66 l 128 | 33.9
[ TOTAL | GNIL | % | CRIMINAL | ~% | TOTAL. | CMIL. |» % | CRIMINAL| %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS /
- NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
. _Total No. | per
n Ex?st&ence Ly 81 TOTAL | sesgion | “aror
G @
R 3 1 2 2 1 @O 62,355/ 1,890 87
A
M 33 717 248 21.7 7.52
D e . For National Profile
- - Sesslons - Jumrs in Jurors |- Ava:Hours Open Foldout
. Convened "} . Session - ]°. ‘Session [ perSession -perSession At Back Cover
USAGE STATISTICS

F

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS

PETIT JUROR USAGE
YEAR % 0
1978 23.6 | 56.9 | 17.10|
1979 23.9 | 54.6 | 18.77
1980 22.6 | 53.3 | 21.07|
1981 20.4 | 54.1 17.77 |
_ 1982 15.7 | 59.4 | 16.66

COMMENT: One notorious eriminal trial was reported in this district in 1982. The juries for two other
trials were selected on the same day, resulting in no jurors left who were not selected, serving, or
cha]lenged on that day. Scheduling other jury selections to reuse jurors not selected for such notorious
cases is thé most efficient way to offset the negative impact these cases have on juror usage statis-

ties.

Precedmg age blank
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

ALABAMA MIDDLE
J_.3_1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982

JUDGESHIPS 3 |

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS | JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS N
ot Salecle USAGE Per | Per
3rying INDEX TOTAL Trial | Juror
Challen Day Day
P N
E 2,349 1,765 344 179 61 o 7‘ E) 102,583 789 44
18.0
T
: 100 % 75.1%| 14.6 % 7.6 % 2.64 N o Cratianoed "> & 7,796
T -
38 | 60.3 76 | 58.5 54 | 41.5
e % T T T iif,c;mMMA’iir %
RY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
f NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Per Per
TOTAL Session Jg;gr
G Q’\
R 4 2 2 1 3 D 52,827 1,428 68
A
N 37
D For National Profile
v Open Foldout
Sessio “Desslo At Back Cover
USAGE STATISTICS L
4 )

PETIT JUROR USAGE
ENDED i Soiacied, | ' Selected Juror
JUNE 30 rals gﬁgﬁg}gggz Serving Index
14,5 73.3 | 20.95
14.5 73.0 | 20.52
8.0 | 72.3 | 20.57
5.7 76.9 | 18.13
7.6 | 75.1| 18:07

COMMENT: Effective use of the multiple voir dire method of seleeting jurors resulted in a low per-
centage of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged in 1982. Only one panel of jurors (17 jurors) was
entirely unused during the year. This jury panel was unneeded after a last minute settlement, but the
juror costs were taxed to the parties. In two other instances, the jury had been selected when the ease
settled and in both situations the parties were taxed with the juror costs.. The combination of the
assessment of costs, use of multiple voir dire, and generally small panel sizes aceount for the effective
juror usage statisties for this distriet in 1982.
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YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982
JUROR USAGE PROFILE ALABAMA SOUTHERN
L 2 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L 2 1|
/ | Juron ESTIMATED COSTS )
- Tofel | Selecled | revel | INDEX TOTAL Tial | duror
. gldele " slates Day | Day
P i ) c\
E 3,370 2,650 435 85 200 P 187,677 | 953 56
' 17.11] 1 -
! 100 % 78.6 % 12.9% 2.5% 5.9% N o Chanienged ° P 4,692
T
68 39 | 57.4 29 | 42.6 197 95 | 48.2 102 |51.8 |
S TOTAL | oW | % | CRWMMAL] % | [ J0TAL | CGWEL | % | GRMNAL] % &
__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
: N‘o,On B oo t ‘E»:w T N B On TOTAL Per Jﬁ%r
JUW“",VIQBT Ty Impan led s e scharged . Jaly %1 Session Day
G L
o 2 1 1 1 1 $  25,198{1,050 | 51
A
N 24 491 155 20.5 6.46
D e =S I(’)or NaFti?gal tProfile
Wy, Jitors | Avg, Holrs: pen Foldou
ssion - f e § gé%qu : Aé’r?s?é\sé‘;‘é%; ,f“"'a_éi’s?é’ ui’n At Back Cover
USAGE STATISTICS L
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS

-

PETIT JUROR USAGE

EYNE[SO‘ERD S;/?er;l?et o | % Seolgcted d:;gg

JUNE 30 Servingof | sorving | index

1978 4.4 | 81.0 | 15.28

1979 17.7 | 68.5 | 19.85

1980 4.3 | 76.2 | 19.16

1981 3.2 | 78.2 | 17.00
\_ 1982 2.5 78.6 | 17.11 46 ./

COMMENT: This court makes extensive use of multiple voir dire jury selection, choosing as many as
11 juries in 1982 from small panels by reusing jurors. Only 2.5 percent of all jurors available were not

_selected, serving, or challenged and most of that was due to last minute pleas by five defendants on
one day. The percentage of challenged jurors was &!so low at 12.9 percent. : ‘
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or— — — —— -
YEAR ENDED
JUROR USAGE PROFILE FLORIDA NORTHERN JUNE 30, 1382
L4 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS |3 |
I NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
- rotall -] Selected - [ T T T Not Seleoted, | cF e dn el USAGE “Per Per
 Avail A Lore o fChalienged ] Servingor. |- - Travel - - ;
. Mvallable || ggning | | CAleneed | Serinaer | . ravel | INDEX e I i
( E 3,323 2,419 516 372 16 $ 137,670 744 41
T 100 ¥ 7 e
no - Ou no Oa 0, t t i
I 2.8 15.5 « 11.2 % 0.5% ‘ © o,eg,faﬁengggv'ng $ 15,419
T
55 18 | 32.7 37 67.3 , 185 40 | 21.6) © 145 |78.4
L LTOTAL | oML | % | CRIMINAL |- % o ToTAL ] eNIL | % | CRIMINALY| %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
(7 - NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
. Total - No.On | . Ne. . | “No. | Ne.On ' Per
_inExistence | July 1,1981 | - Impaneled - | «D"S‘?‘_hgfg,e;df J‘ﬂ’\)‘%a?g’& TOTAL Sesion Doy
G . N
R 2 2 1 3 v 101,344 1,370 67
A
N
D 74 1,508 415 20.4 5.61
TSP B o e % (F)or NaFticI)cr;al Profile
wrgoessions. L pciddrdrsin U F 0 Hour “Avg.Jurars | Avg, Hours”
" Convened- | ' Session " | _'-,;Se_.*s.s?on‘ pevfsjégrs%::‘,fpér%ggsuigsﬁf .i\tp ggcl? Cc?\lljér
\ USAGE STATISTICS =
r - - HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
. JURYTHIALS - PETIT JUROR USAGE ...~ GRANDJURORUSAGE .
YEAR | wimiber 1 % oriminat] % Not T
ENDED e LI o lﬁcrlm"‘lal Se;ected % Selected Juror N Tota' Average 4
- i e cled, U < ‘Number.of - Numberof -
JUNE30 |l | il | Sembos | st | e |G e
1978 23.8 60.4 | 22.19
1979 20.7 61.7 | 20.30
1980 23.0 57.5 | 18.84
1981 17.8 65.9 | 18.19
\ 1982 11.2 | 72.8 | 17.9
QOMMENT: Frequent use of the multiple voir dire jury selection along with small panel sizes resulted
in et:ficient Juror usage statisties despite & majority of criminal trials and trial days. Criminal cases
require -more juror resources than civil eases and generally cause usage data to worsen when they
account for more than half of the trials in a distriet. This distriet, however, recorded only 11.2 per-
cent of total jurors as not selected, serving, or challenged.
'
‘t
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YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982
JUROR USAGE PROFILE FLORIDA MIDDLE
. L.5_1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) A JUDGESHIPS |9 1
JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
USAGE Per Per
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
e Day Day
P
E 12,015 | $ 538,646 | 792 45
T 17.67
| 100 % Nt . Seryving $ 109,345
T i
151 60 680 295 143.4 385 |56.6
TOTALTQML b T UTOTAE . |v. CWNIL | % | CRIMINAL]| . % |
\_ JURY TRIAL JURY TRIAL DAYS y
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
- No. On . : %82 TOTAL S Jg;gr
G g
a 12 8 4 4 8 $ 280,376 |1.168 | 60
A
N 240 4,661 1,485 19.4 6.19 ,
. D For National Profile
Open Foldout
At Back Cover
P PETIT JUROR USAGE
YEAR %Not |
ENDED Selected, |  Sejected | duror
JUNE 30 ‘ gﬁéﬁ‘é‘r?ggé Serving Index
i
1978 21.3 64.7 | 19.22
1979 16.1 68.6 | 17.74
1980 - 17.9 68.2 | 16.70
1981 19.0 66.7 | 17.60
&1982 L L | 60.3.] -20.3 | 64.3 | 17.67 |
COMMENT: Trials, which were ‘expected to last a long time, and last minute cancellations of jury
trials resulted in a high percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged in this distriet in
1982. Other factors which contributed to the 20.3 percent of all jurors not selected, serving, or chal-
lenged included several trials of notorious cases and some fugitive defendants whose trials had to be
postponed. The long jury trials in 1982 involved contract disputes, product liability, and fraud.
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YEAR ENDED
JUROR USAGE PROFILE FLORIDA SOUTHERN JUNE 30, 1987
L_5 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity). JUDGESHIPS | 121
(- _ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Boleotad. Salacted USAGE Per Per
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Day Day
P N
E 24,917 13,648 3,967 $ 1,193,367 | 1,071 48
T - 22.37
| 100 % 54.8 %] 15.9 %| 29.3 %| - % N o Chananaed "° B 349,657
T
297 54 | 18. 243
T TOTAL | o GIVL. | <% | CRIMIMALAY % T T0] e MINAL
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS )
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 1{ ESTIMATED COSTS
5 ; . Per Per
TOTAL Session Jg;;:,r
G C
R 23 12 11 9 14 $ 319,027| 855 | 43
A
N 373 7,385 1,783 19.8 4.78
D S S— i _ For National Profile
Open Foldout
58100 - T BssIon o At Back Cover
USAGE STATISTICS
- HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N
PETIT JUROR USAGE {
YEAR ; .
ENDED Se/?e_r?:?éd, * Selected d:;gg
JUNE 30 gr?ar}lllenr?ggrd Serving Index
1978 29.0 56.6 | 21.52
1979 32.0 52.6 | 24.85
1980 34.5 52.7 | 23.19
1981 32.2 53.2 | 23.35
1982 29.3 54.8 | 22.37
\

COMMENT: Many last minute dismissals and jury waivers eroded the benefits derived from pooling
jurors for jury selection in this district. Last minute jury trial cancellstions are particularly detri-
mental to juror usage statistics when the cancelled trial is for a criminal ease. Larger numbers of
jurors must be called for criminal cases in anticipation of a larger number of challenges than for a civil
jury selection. The last minute cancellation of many scheduled criminal jury selections, as well as, an
overwhelming majority of eriminal trials in this district resulted in a large (29.3 percent) percentage of
jurors not selected, serving, or challenged,
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YEAR ENDED

JUROR USAGE PROFILE ~ GEORGIA NORTHERN JUNE—?P (1982
L4 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS {11 |
e NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
Selected. Ste USAGE Per Per
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
p e ~ Day Day
E 13,049 7,634 2,207 3,208 - $ 539,204 | 723 41
T 17.49 | v :
1 ° oreéﬁaﬁZEESEVing $ 132’644
T
404 | 54.2 342 |45.8
SCVIE T ] % | CRIMINALT =%
JURY TRIAL DAYS
ESTIMATED COSTS )
TOTAL Per Jﬁ?ér
Session Day
G &
R 13 6 7 5 e $ 153,372 1,136 56
A
N 135 2,723 862 20.2 6.39
D For National Profile
Open Foldout
At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
[ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS N
: V.TE PETIT JURGR USAGE e GRAND JUR '
YEAR o Qe .
ENDED Soleciaq, |  Selected | suror
JUNE 30 4 gﬁé}':g‘r?ggﬁ Serving Index
1978 26.1 53.6 19.56
1979 24.2 57.2 | 17.77
1980 21.9 61.0 | 18.01
19?1 24.1 57.6 | 15.00
\_ 1982 24.6 | .58.5 | 17.49

COMMENT: Like many large courts with considerable jury trial activity, this district experienced a
sizable number of last minute pleas, settlements, and postponements of jury trials in 1982. Many
highly publicized cases scheduled for trial by jury also resulted in a substantial percentage of jurors not
selected, serving, or challenged (24.6 percent). '
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, YEAR ENDED YEAR ENDED
: JUNE 30, 1982 UNE 30, 1982
JUROR USAGE PROFILE GEORGIA MIDDLE JUROR USAGE PROFILE GEORGIA SOUTHERN JUNES0.1
L7 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS [ 2 1| L6 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS |3 |
USAGE Per Per - Total »Selected. - ‘NotSelected,] — "In” | USAGE Per Per
INDEX TOTAL [rial | Juror - Avait abIe - er . | cChaIIenged “Servingor | Travel | INDEX TOTAL Trial | Juror
o , Day Day ! pfwale ‘Serving | J> Challenged |~ Status - Day Day
P
« I
E 2,357 | 1,631 547 178 1 g | B 22742] 779 | % E 3,888 | 2,539 951 308 - S 202,537 998 | 52
T g o 0 o o ’ Not Seiected, Servi T 19.15 .
| 100 % 69.2 %| 23.2 % 7.6 % - % O o Craiangag 7,048 : 100 % 65.3 %| 24.5 %) 10.2 % - % N S Craiioned > B 20,659
T ' T
48 25 52.1 23 47.9 119 ’ 53 44 SL 66 | 55.5 77 50 | 64.9 27 35.1 203 112 | 55.2 91 [44.8
1o % [ CRIMINAL | 2% - TOTAL - L= GIVIE CRIMINAE ] % ‘ . TOTAL - J‘_ Gk ] % ] S CRIMINAL |- % ~TOTAL | - CNIE -] % | CRIMINAL | %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J \_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
r NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS ) ;o NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
b : Per T Total | No.O No. o T T iNes On - per
TOTAL Session Jg;gr : g in‘Ex?sta‘éh,qe‘; Ju;y% 1331 lmpane[ed Dis.,char'ged Julyql 1982 TOTAL Se';,:liron Jg;?,r
G & G @
R 4 3 1 1 3 v 79,7131 1,661 78 I R 5 2 3 2 3 0 96,687 | 2,014 { 96
A ! A
N N
48 . 48 1,010 288 21.0 6.00
D Sor N?:ti?gal tF'rofiIe ' D E— : : For National Profile
sess;ms pen Foldou ' . 'Sessiohs - 2 Y [ Open Foldout
..Convened - { " Se » T Session | 'per Session At Back Cover e .~-Q§§€é%%sd!f Slggsrnso'r? %25&?&? e ,;pé’rg Se:rs%?-n ;ggsggslﬁl Atp Back Cover
& USAGE STATISTICS P \_ USAGE STATISTICS ‘
K - HISTORICAL COMPARISONS e \ ( HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
. JURYTRIALS - PETIT JUROR USAGE « GRANDJURORUSAGE = - - * | | = JURYTRIALS - PETIT JUROR USAGE 7 GRAND JURORUSAGE _
YEAR %Not | o 3 YEAR 1 %N o CTofal |
ENDED | | golectes, el BT * ENDED | o Safocted, | % Selected | duror | g 108 "gggg,zz,gf
JUNE 30 i Challenged | Serving Index | e JUNE 30 |- " Triz f Shniing or.|  serving index | Wf) d -
1978 14.6 60.6 21.67 I 1978 10.5 71.9 20.60
1979 15.1 | 62.7 | 20.48 | 1979 1.1 | 70.3 | 18.72
1980 13.5 | 66.2 | 20.19 N 1980 7.4 1 69.7 | 18.47
1981 . 10.1 67.9 | 19.90 } S 1981 6.6 75.3 | 16.95
\ 1982 7.6 69.2 | 19.81 \_ 1982 10.2 65.3 | 19.i5
COMMENT: The strike method of conductlng the voir dire examination is used in this district and ¢ COMMENT: - The distriet uses civil juries of both 6 and 12 members, plus alternates. The combination
results in a disproportionate percentage of challenged jurors compared to the national average. In ' of choosing several juries from the same panel before one ]udge (multiple voir dire) and using the strike
1982, the district reported 23.2 percent of all jurors as challenged well above the national average of . method of conduecting the voir dire examination resulted in a low percentage of jurors not selected,
15.6 percent. Twelve member civil juries are still the rule in this district although the panel size for ( servmg, or challenged in 1982, accompanled by a high percentage of challenged jurors. The longest

selectmg a civil jury is generally smaller than the panel size for a criminal jury selection. Although
there is some use of multiple voir dire in the distriet, more often than not only a single jury is selected
from a panel, either due to last minute cancellations or the limited requests for trial by jury in the
seven places of holding court with jury activity.

jury trial reported in this dlstr1ct in 1982 involved a narcotlcs violation and lasted 21 days.




APPENDIX A
Glossary of Terms

Challenge for Cause
An objection by a party to the impaneling of a prospective juror, for which some disqualify-
ing cause or reason is alleged.

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

Grand Jury
The grand jury is made up of 16 to 23 persons. The grand jury hears evidence of eriminal
. activity presented by the prosecution and determines whether the government's evidence is
sufficient to justify the bringing of formal eriminal charges. A regular grand jury can hold
sessions for as long as 18 months, while a special grand jury can be extended for another 18
months.

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

dury Panel : , ,
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.

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

Local Rules
Certain rules or orders of each distriet eourt for the purpose of regulating the practice in
actions before them.

Multiple Voir Dire
The simultaneous examination and selection of two or more juries by one judge.

Notorious Case
Cases which receive extensive publicity prior to or during trial. Often in such cases the
judge requires the jurors to be sequestered for the duration of the trial.

Petit Jury
Persons selected according to law, impaneled and sworn in a distriet court to determine
questions of faet, in any civil or eriminal action, through hearing the evidence presented at
trial. '

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

Plea ‘ . ‘
In a eriminal proceeding the defendant's declaration, in open court, that he'is guilty or not

guilty of the charges made against him in the indietment or'information.

Preliminary Examination (or Preliminary Hearing)
A hearing to determine whether op not probable cause exists to believe that an offense has
been committeqd and that the defendant committed it.
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Pre-Trial Conference

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

Sequestered Jury
The trial judge may decide to remove jurors from all outside contact and isolate them from
possible prejudicial trial publicity in order to remove the potential for prejudice to a
party. Sequestration may take place at any point in the proceedings (often only during

deliberation); although in notorious cases sequestration generally is from impanelment to
verdict.

Settlement

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

Staggered Trial Starts
11_1 a multiple quge 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.

Voir Dire
The e):{amination made of prospective jurors in court to determine their qualifications to
serve in a particular case, including questions of competence and bias. Its purposes are (1)
to determine their qualifications to serve in a particular case, including questions of compe-
tence 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 MOST RECENT LOCAL RULES SETTING THE SIZE OF JURIES
ADOPTED BY U.S. DISTRICT COURTS

District of Columbia (Rule 1-17) _ . _
"n all eivil eases tried in this Court the jury shall consist of six (6) members, except in

cases of eminent domain where the jury shall consist of five (5) members."
FIRST CIRCUIT

Maine (Rule 24) . _
"In all eivil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members."

Massachusetts (Rule 38) . '
"In all eivil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six members. This rule shall apply to all

eivil jury cases in which trial is commenced on and after November 1, 197 1.

New Hampshire (Rule 31 (a)) _ .
"In all eivil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six members."

Rhode Island (Rule 15 (a)) ' o o
"In all eivil 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 Procedure.". (Effective September 27, 1971)

Puerto Rico (Order 1/19/72) _ . '
"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members.'

SECOND CIRCUIT

Connecticut (Rule 12 (a)) . . .
"The jury shall consist of six members in the trial of all civil cases.

New York, Northern (Rule 45) ' _ . .
"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."

New York, Eastern (Cal. Rule 6(b)) _ B
"A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons."

New York, Southern (Civ. Rule 23) . .
"A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons."

New York, Western (Rule 22A) - _ .
"Unless otherwise ordered, the jury in a civil case shall consist of six (6) persons. One

or more alternate jurors, in the Court's discretion, shall be %mpane]led to sit with the
regular jury. Challenges permitted shall remain as provided in 28 U.S.C. 1870 and Rule
47(b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.” :

Vermont (Rule 6) _ _
"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six members. In protractec} litigation one
or more alternates shall be impanelled who shall serve in accordance w1th'and be sub-
jeet to the provisions of Rule 47(b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.'
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THIRD CIRCUIT

Delaware (Rule 5.5C)
"In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six members except that the partles may
stipulate that the jury in any such case shall consist of any number less than six."

New Jersey (Rule 20F)
"In all civil jury actlons, except as may be otherwise expressly required by law, the jury
shall consist of six members." .

Pennsylvania, Eastern (Civ. Rule 34(b))
(1)"Except as provided in subparagraph (2) below, juries in civil cases shall consist,
initially, of eight members. Trials in such cases shall continue so long as at least six
jurors remain in service. If the number of jurors falls below six, a mistrial shall be
declared upon prompt application therefor by any party then on the record."

(2)"Whenever it appears likely that the trial will be unusually protracted, or whenever
the Court in its discretion determines that the interests of justice so require, the jury
may be enlarged to include as many as twelve (12j members, and any number of
alternates may be used, as the court may determine; but not more than twelve (12)
persons shall participate in the deliberations of the jury, nor may any verdict be
rendered by a jury consisting of more than twelve (12) persons or fewer than six (6)
persons." ‘

Pennsylvania, Middle (Rule 511.1)
"Juries in civil cases shall eonsist, initially, of at least eight (8) members. Trials in such
cases shall continue so long as at least six (6) jurors remain in service. “If the number of
jurors falls below six (6), a mistrial shall be declared upon prompt application therefor
by any party then on the record unless the parties stipulate that the number of jurors
may fall below six (6)."

Pennsylvania, Western (Rule 21C)
"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six members."

Virgin Islands (Rule 19)
"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six members."

FOQURTH CIRCUIT

Maryland (Rule 19)
"In civil cases in which trial by jury has been demanded pursuant to Rule 38, Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, the jury shall consist of six jurors, plus such number of alter-
nate jurors, as the Court may deem necessary. This rule shall apply to all cases tried on
or after the date of this order, effective August 20, 1973."

North Carolina, Middle (Rule 7(a))
"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members."

‘South Carolina (Order 3/14/78)
"In all civil cases tried in the United States Distriet Court for the District 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 (Rule 20B)

"Unless otherwise provided by law, the jury in any civil case shall consist of six. The
number of peremptory challenges shall be as provided by law." |
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West Virginia, Northern (Rule 1.05(e))
"In civil actions in which trial by jury has been demanded pursuant to Rule 38, Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, the jury shall consist of six jurors, plus such number of alter-
nate jurors as the Court may determine necessary."

West Virginia, Southern (Rule 1.07(e))
"In civil actions in which trial by jury has been demanded pursuant to Rule 38, Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, the jury shall consist of six jurors, plus such number of alter-
nate jurors as the Court may determine necessary."

FIFTH CIRCUIT

Louisiana, Eastern (Rule 14.1(b))
"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six members."

Louisiana, Middle (Rule 16A)
"In all eivil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members."

Louisiana, Western (Rule 15)
"In all civil jury cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required by law or control-
ling rule, the jury shall consist of not less than six (6) members."

Mississippi, Northern (Civ. Rule 4)
"The jury 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."

Texas, Northern (Misc. Order No. 21 (6/1/80))
"t 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."

Texas, Eastern (Rule 9(a))
"In all civil actions, except as may be otherwise required by law, the jury shall consist
of six members; however,_ it"s ‘\ all be optlonal with the Presiding Judge to require a
twelve-member civil ]ury trial rsxther than a six member jury."

/

Texas, Southern (Rule 17)
"A jury for the tridl of civil cases shall consist of six (6) persons, plus such alternate
jurors as may be impaneled."

Texas, Western (Rule 560-1)
"In all eivil ]ury cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required by law or control-
ling rule, the jury shall consist of six members."

SIXTH CIRCUIT

Kentucky, Eastern (Order of 1/6/76)
"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 (Rule 21(a))
"In all eivil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members."
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Michigan, Eastern (Rule 25)
"In all cases, the jury shall consist of six persons, unless before a verdict is returned the
parties stipulate in writing with the approval of the Court that a verdiet may be
returned by a jury of fewer or more than six persons."

Michigan, Western (Rule 6A)

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

Ohio, Northern (Civ. Rule 16)
"In all eivil trials, juries shall consist of six members."

Ohio, Southern (Rule 5.1)

"Unless otherwise ordered, a jury for the trial of civil actions shall consist of six (6)
persons, plus such alternate jurors as may be impaneled."

Tennessee, Eastern (Rule 17A)

"In all eivil jury cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required by law, the jury
shall consist of not less than six (6) members."

Tennessee, Middle (Kule 11(j)) : .
"All eivil juries shall be composed of six (6) persons, excluding alternates."

Tennessee, Western (Rule 18)
"Juries in_civil cases shall consist, initially, of eight (8) members. Trials in such cases
shall continue so long as at least six (6) jurors remain in service."

SEVENTH CIRCUIT

Illinois, Northern (Civ. Rule 23)
"In all Jury cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required by law or controlling
Hrule, the jury shall ecnsist of six members.”

Hinois, Southern (Rule 19)

"In all jur:y cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required by law or controlling
rule, the jury shall eonsist of‘ six members." :

Ilinois, Central (Rule 19)
"In all jm:y cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required by law or controlling
rule, the jury shall consist of six members."

Indiana, Northern ( Rule 25) :
"In all eivil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six (6) members, unless otherwise
provided by law, plus such alternate jurors, if any, as the trial judge shall designate."

Indiana, Southern (Rule 31)
"In all eivil cases the jury shall consist of six (6) jurors."

Wisconsin, Eastern (Rule 8)
"In all jury cases, except as may be otheriise expressly required by law or controlling
rule, the jury shall consist of six members."

Wisconsin, Western (Order 8/28/73)

"In all eivil jury cases the jury shall consist of six members, plus such alternate jurors as
may be impaneled." '
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EIGHTH CIRCUIT

Arkansas, Eastern (Order 8/6/82)
"In any civil ease, when demand for a jury has been made as provided in Federal Rules
of Civil Procedure, Rule 38, the court may, on its own initiative, call a six member jury
to decide the issues in such cases."

Iowa, Northern (Rule 6B)
"To better serve the interests of judicial economy and to avoid the ealling of alternates
in all eivil jury cases the parties shall be bound by the verdiet of not less than six
jurors.”

Iowa, Southern (Rule 6B)
"To better serve the interests of judicial economy and to avoid the calling of alternates
_in all eivil jury cases the parties shall be bound by the verdiet of not less than six
jurors."

Minnesota (Rule 5B)
"In all eivil jury cases, the jury shall consist of 6 members."

Missouri, Eastern (Rule 16B(1))
"A jury for each trial of a civil case shall consist of six persons, plus such alternate
jurors as may be impaneled.”

Missouri, Western (Rule 20R)
"Unless otherwise specially ordered by the Court in a designated civil action or consoli-
dated actions, the juries shall consist of six members in all civil eases, including but not
limited to complex cases."

Nebraska (Rule 26L)
"Unless otherwise ordered, in all civil cases the juries shall consist of six members."

North Dakota (Rule 8C(1))
"In all jury cases, ineluding condemnation cases, except as may be otherwise expressly
required by law or controlling rule, the jury shall consist of 12 persons, or at the discre-
tion of the Presiding Judge, it shall consist of 6 persons, plus such alternate jurors as
may be impaneled."

South Dakota (Rule 14)
"In all eivil jury cases the jury shall econsist of six persons."

NINTH CIRCUIT

Alaska (Rule 14A)
"In all eivil cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members."

Arizona (Rule 45) \
"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members."

California, Northern (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 (Rule 17(a))

"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."
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California, Central (Rule 13.1)

"In all cases in which a jury is demanded in eivi ial'84
- o n civil cases, trial
a jury consisting of six (3) mermbepe " > trial of the cause shall be before

California, Southern (Rule 245-1)

"In all eivil actions in which a party i i i - :
. ¥ 1s entitled to a jury trial, th i
SIx members and such alternates as the judge may detJernSl,ine." » e Jury shall eonsist of

Hawaii (Rule 245-1)
"In all eivil actions in which a party i i j i j
_ / ¥ 1s entitled to a jury trial, th i
SIXx members and such alternates as the judge may detJeerine." ' 16 Jury shail consist of

Idaho (Rule 9-103)

"T . . - . - . . ‘
he jury in a civil case at law, or in a non-eriminal case in which a right to triagl by

Jury is otherwise granted b statute, shall ; P L0 X
late to a lesser numbep." y » Shall consist of six jurors unless the parties stipu-

Montana (Rule 13(d)(1))

"A jury for the trial of eivil i i j
as may be iy S cases shall consist of six persons plus such alternate Jjurors

Nevada (Rule 18)
"A jury for the trial of civil sist of si
jurors as may be impaneled.n o oo CoNSist of six (6) persons, plus such alternate

Oregon (Rule 22(c))

" - 3 - y L3
In all civil cases tried to a jury, the number of jurors shall be six. The parties shall be

entitled to the chall i
Procedure 47(t) ~ enges available under 28 U.S.C. 1870 and Federal Rules of Civil

Wasging.ton, Eastern (Rule 17(a))
A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six jurors." -

Wast:ington, W&ctem (Civ. Rule 38(£))
A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six jurors Plus such alternate jurors

that may be impaneled."
Guam (Rule 28)
"In all cases in which a Jury is demanded in eivi i
: S | ) n civil cases, trial of the cause sh
a jury consisting of six (6) members, unless otherwise o,rdered by the Court.'?u e before

Northern Mariana Islands (Rule 9(e)(1))

"A jury for the trial of of il i i k
as may be impaners s V1l cases shall consist of six persons plus such alternate Jjurors

TENTH CIRCUIT

Colo'rado (Rule 7(c))

"Exeept as is ctherwise expressi d i i ivi
C 7 ¥ provided by law, in all eivil cas j i
of su; members unless the parties stipulate to g le’sser number." 3 the jury shall»consxst

i

Kansas (Rule 23)

"In all eivil jury cases, exce erwi ' |
' I Pt as may be otherwise expressl irec
ling rule, the jury shall consist of at least six members," Y Foauibed by Taw or control-
i I

New Mexico (Rule 23)

"The jury shall consist of six ;;1embers in ivil j '
_ item all eivil jury cases. h
members will be at the diseretion of the Court." Ty *he. mumber of alternate

g A-134

- blgl(ahoma, Northern (Rule 11(c))

~MIn all eivil 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."

v

Oklghoma, Eastern (Rule 11(e))
"In- all eivil jury cases the jury shail consist of six (6) members. The challenges
permitted shall remain as provided in 28 U.S.C. 1870 and Rule 47(b) of the Federal

Rules of Civil Procedure."

Oklahoma, Western (Rule 11(c))
"In all ecivil 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."”

Utah (Rule 11(b))
"In all civil cases, absent a stipulation of the parties to the contrary, the trial jury shall

consist of twelve (12) members, and the agreement of all twelve (12) members thereof
shall constitute the verdict of the jury."

Wyoming (Rule 11(c))
"Except as otherwise expressly provided by law, in all eivil cases the jury shall consist
of six members unless the parties stipulate to a lesser number."

ELEVENTH CIRCUIT I

It

Alsbama, Northern (Rule 4) g
"Except as otherwise directed by a Judge of the Court, the jury in all eivil jury cases
shall consist of six members. This rule does not preclude the impaneling of alternate
- jurors under Rule 47(b), Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, nor does it preclude the
parties, with the consent of a Judge of the Court, from entering additional stipulations
with respect to such jury under Rule 48, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure."

Alabama, Middle (Order 7/12/71)
"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members."

Alabama, Southern (Rule 11)
"In all civil jury cases the jury shall cqnsist of six (6) members."

Florida, Northern (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 (Rule 5.01) N
"In all civil cases tried by jury, the jury shall consist|_ f six persons plus such number of

alternate jurors, if any, as the Court may specify."

Florida, Southern (Rule 15A)
"A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons plus such alternate jurors

as may be impaneled."
Georgia, Northern (Rule 301.2)

"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." v ‘
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Georgia, Southern (Rule $.2) :

"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, unless all parties join in a written demand that

" the case be tried to a jury of twelve members. Such demand shall be filed on or before
the time of the pre-trial conference. All eriminal cases shall be tried before a jury of
twelve members unless waived, in accordance with Rule 23 of the Federal Rules of
Criminal Procedure. Challenges shall be in accordance with Rule 24 of the Federal
Rules of Criminal Procedure."
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JUFIIOR USAGE PROFILE
| 30£ILI PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

NATIONAL

YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1982

JUDGESHIPS 1515 |

NUMBER OF JUFIOR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
1 USAGE Per Per
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
! - Day Day
p A s
E 631,606 [|388,979 98,657 {138,398 5,572 SD 28,355,549 804 45
T . 17.91
Do 61.6 %| 15.6 %| 21.9 %| 0.9 % Nt S Ghanonged > B, 209,865
T : ‘
I: 8,247 4,679 43.3 35,263 19 676 | 55.8 115,587 |44.2
TN A cgwh YCR IA T—%‘ FCTAL & 2 MCR‘M!NAL L o
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Per Per
TOTAL Session Jg;gr
G d\
R 739 430 309 325 414 W 10,542,283] 1,003 50
A ‘
N
D For National Profile
Open Foldout
! aasior br Sossion | per; At Back Cover
USAGE STATISTICS :

(

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
"PETIT JURDR USAGE
YEAR % o
ENDED s e/Ier:?et d, % Se‘l)?cted dg;g;
JUNE 30 gﬁ;}’lg‘nggga Serving index
1978 24.0 | 60.5 | 19.51
1979 24.6 59.2 19.60
1980 23.1. | . 60.9 18.83
1981 22.7 61.1 18.23
¥1982 21.9 61.6 | 17.91
( o
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