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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 
u.s. District Courts, however, this year the title has been changed to Grand and Petit Juror 
Service in u.s. District Courts to more accurately reflect the report's contents. 

The grand and petit juror sta.tistics presented are derived from the JS-ll and the 
.\ JS-llG 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 statistics 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 a.ffected a district'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 na.tional average. 

~t&c--.yt William E. Foley 
Director 

December 1982 
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SECTION I 

Juror Service 

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

The text contains statements on districts 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. District Courts 

National Grand Juror Statistics 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1978 through 1982 

Grand Juries 
and 

Jurors 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 

Total Number of: 
Sessions Convened •••••• 8,929 9,791 10,338 10,997 10,508 
Jurors in Session •••••••• 176,459 194,168 206,627 219,860 210,213 
Hours in Session •••••••• 46,739 50,896 54,163 58,278 55,569 

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: 

In Existence ••••••••••• 659 674 699 738 739 
Impaneled •••••••••••• 321 311 312 328 309 
Discharged •••••••••••• 295 286 288 308 325 

1982 over 1981 

Number Percent 
Change Change 

-489 -4.4 
-9,647 -4.4 
-2,709 -4.6 

- -
- -

1 0.1 
-19 -5.8 
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. 

1 



Every grand jury is classified as either a regular or special grand jury. A regular grand 
jury meets to investigate the probability that a specific crime was committed in a district. Its 
term of service is f8 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 district. The special grand jury serves as an advisory body, usually having greater 
djscretion than a regular grand jury and often submits a report on organized crime activities or 
the misconduct of pUblic

2 
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 crim­
inal activity affects the number of grand juries in the separate districts, 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 con­
vened s·ession. Jurors 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 16. 

Once again, the Southern District of New York reported the greatest amount of grand 
jury activity 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. 

~ Rule 6(g), Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. 
Title 18 U .S.C. Section 3333. 
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Number Impaneled 
on in the 

July 1, 12 Month 
District 1981 Period 

Total •••• 430 309 

DC ••••••• 14 9 

1st Cir. 
ME ••••••• 1 2 
MA ••••••• 10 8 
NH ••••••• 1 2 
RI ........ 2 2 
PR .. " .... 3 3 

2nd Cir. 
CT ., ..... 9 2 
NY,N ..... 6 4 
NY,E ••••• ~2 16 
NY,S ..... 31 22 
NY, W ••••• 5 4 
VT •••••••• 3 -

3n! Cir. 
DE ...... " 2 -
NJ •••••••• 10 7 
PA,E " .... 10 5 
PA, M ••••• 4 2 
PA, W ••••• 10 6 
Vl* ••••••• - -

4th Cir. 
MD •••••• 10 11 
NC,E ••••• 3 4 
NC,M ••••• 1 2 
NC,W ••••• 2 2 
se ........ 2 3 
VA,E 12 8 
VA,W ..... 5 5 
WV,N ••••• 2 1 
WV,S . .... 5 1 

5th Cir. 

LA,E 4 4 
LA,M ••••• 4 3 
LA,W ••••• 3 2 
MS,N ••••• 1 1 
MS,S •••••• 1 -
TX,N ••••• 7 6 
TX,E 2 2 
TX,S •••••• 9 7 
TX,W ••••• IS 8 
CZ· ••••••• - -

6th Cir. 

KY,E ••••• 6 4 
KY, W ••••• 2 -
MI,E •••••• 9 8 
MI, W 2 1 
OH,N ••••• 6 4 
OH,S ..... 6 2 
TN,E ..... 2 2 
TN,M ••••• 3 1 
TN,W ••••• 3 3 

Table 2 
U.s. District Courts 

Number of Grand Juries 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1982 

Dis- Total 
charged Number In Number Impaneled 
in the on Existence on In the 

12 Month June 30, In the July 1, 12 Mouth 
Period 1982 Period District 1981 Period 

325 414 739 7th Ca. 
n.,N .•.••• 12 11 

12 11 23 n.., C ....... 2 2 
n.., S •• ; ••• 1 1 
IN, N •••••• 1 1 

1 2 3 IN,S ...... 2 3 
7 11 18 WI,E •••••• 3 1 
1 2 3 WI, W ..... 1 1 
1 3 4 

8th Cir. 1 5 6 
AR,E ••••• 2 1 
AR,W ••••• 1 -

5 6 11 lA, N •••••• 3 2 
4 6 10 lA,S •••••• 1 2 

23 25 48 MN ••••••• 3 1 
21 32 53 MO,E ••••• 1 2 
4 5 9 MO,W ••••• 3 -
1 2 3 NE ....... 1 2 

ND ••••••• 1 1 
iip ........ 2 2 

1 1 2 
11th Cir. 5 12 17 

7 8 15 AK ••••••• 2 -
2 4 6 AZ 4 4 
7 9 16 CA,N ••••• 7 6 
- - - CA,E ••••• 4 2 

CA,C ••••• 18 16 
CA,S .••••• 7 4 

15 6 21 m ........ 2 2 
3 4 7 ID ........ 1 1 
1 2 3 nIT ....... 1 1 
2 2 4 NV ....... 6 2 
2 3 5 OR ••••••• 3 3 
9 11 20 WA,E ••••• 1 1 
5 5 10 WA,W ••••• 2 2 
2 1 3 GU ••••••• 1 1 
2 4 6 NMI· •••••• - -

10th Cir. 
3 5 8 CO ....... 1 3 
5 2 7 KS •••••••• 4 2 
3 2 5 NM ••••••• 2 1 
1 1 2 OK,N ••••• 1 1 
1 - 1 OK,E ••••• 1 1 
5 8 13 OK,W ••••• 2 -
2 2 4 UT ....... 2 -
7 9 16 WY ....... - 1 

10 14 24 
11th Cir. - - -

AL,N ••••• 1 2 
AL,M ..... 2 2 

5,. _J' 5 10 AL,S •••••• 1 1 
- 2 2 FL,N ..... 2 2 
8 9 17 FL, M ••••• 8 4 
1 2 3 FL,S •••••• 12 11 
4 6 10 GA,N ••••• 6 7 
1 7 8 GA,M ••••• 3 1 
1 3 4 GA,S ••••• 2 3 
2 2 4 
3 3 6 

Dis- Total 
charged Number in 
In the on Existence 

12 Month June 30, In the 
Period 1982 Period 

11 12 23 
2 2 4 
1 1 2 
1 1 2 
3 2 5 
2 2 4 
1 1 2 

1 2 3 
1 - 1 
3 2 5 
1 2 3 
2 2 4 
1 2 3 
1 2 3 
1 2 3 
1 1 2 
2 2 4 

- 2 2 
5 3 8 
5 8 13 
3 3 6 

19 15 34 
5 6 11 
2 2 4 
1 1 2 
1 1 2 
3 5 8 
3 3 6 
1 1 2 
2 2 4 
1 1 2 - - -

1 3 4 
2 4 6 
1 2 3 
1 1 2 
1 1 2 
1 1 2 
- 2 2 
- 1 1 

2 1 3 
1 3 4 
1 ! 2 
1 3 4 
4 8 12 
9 14 23 
5 8 13 
1 3 4 
2 3 5 

• The districts of the Virgin Islands, Canal Zone, and the Northem Y-~riana Islands reported no grand juries In existence during the tw.elve month 
period ended June 30, 1982. 
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Jurors Hours 
Sessions in in 

District Convened Session Session 

Total .••. 10,508 210,213 55,569 

DC ••••••• 564 11,033 2,706 

1st Cir. 
:\1E ••••••• 15 316 95 
~IA ••••• , • 334 6,492 1,372 
~H ••••••• 38 744 193 
RI •••••••• 44 892 264 
PR •••• IO •• 57 1,161 245 

2nd Cir. 
CT ••••••• 95 1,785 539 
:-lY,N ••••• 111 2,152 544 
NY,E ••••• 569 11,345 2,617 
Ny,S .•... 1,066 21,685 4,815 
NY, W ••••• 184 3,612 977 
VT •••••••• 36 717 120 

3rd Cir. 
DE ....... 37 755 153 
NJ •••••••• 344 6,826 1,604 
PA,E ..... 334 6,618 1,418 
PA, M ••••• 93 1,868 517 
PA, W ••••• 141 2,825 760 
VI- ••••••• - - -

4th Cir. 
:\ID ••••••• 268 5,456 1,268 
NC,E ••••• 46 982 300 
NC, M ••••• 43 879 299 
NC, W ••••• 18 337 121 
SC ........ 69 1,344 487 
VA,E ••••• 171 3,476 1,062 
VA,W ..... 41 792 247 
WV,N ••••• 23 473 166 
IVV,S ••••• 71 1,426 505 

5th Cir. 
LA,E ••••• 145 2,889 901 
I,A, M ••••• 60 1,241 270 
LA, W ••••• 53 1,036 341 
MS,N ••••• 24 503 154 
MS,S •••••• 41 852 220 
TX,N ••••• 119 2,391 727 
TX,E 31 608 154 
TX,S •••••• 180 3,579 850 
TX, W ••••• 139 2,896 658 
CZ* ••••••• - - -

6th Cir. 
KY,E ••••• 86 1,704 439 
KY,W ••••• 77 1,587 418 
Mi,E ...... 290 5,911 1,624 
MI, W 59 1,168 344 
OH,N ••••• 164 3,327 915 
OH,S ••••• 100 2,003 667 
TN,E ••••• 33 638 231 
TN, M ••••• 42 831 225 
TN, W ••••• 86 1,745 511 

Table 3 
U. S. District Courts 
Grand Juror Usage 

During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1982 

Average Average 
Number Number 
of Jurors of,Ho!1rs 

per per Sessions 
Session Session District Convened 

20.0 5.29 7th Cir. 
IL, N •••••• 461 

19.6 4.80 IL, C •••••• 62 
IL, S •••••• 53 
IN, N •••••• 41 

21.1 6.33 IN, S •••••• 78 
19.4 4.11 WI,E •••••• 52 
19.6 5.08 WI, W ..... 13 
20.3 6.00 

8th Cir. 20.4 4.30 
AR,E ••••• 23 
AR,W ••••• 15 

18.8 5.67 lA, N •••••• 20 
19.4 4.90 lA, S •••••• 29 
19.9 4.60 MN ••••••• 63 
20.3 4.52 MO,E ••••• 81 
19.6 5.31 MO,W ••••• 51 
19.9 3.33 NE ••••••• !l9 

ND ••••••• 14 
SD •••••••• 20 

20.4 4.14 
9th Cir. 19.8 4.66 

19.8 4.25 AK ••••••• 24 
20.1 5.56 AZ '" •••• 101 
20.0 5.39 CA,N ••••• 245 

- - CA,E ••••• 89 
CA,C ••••• 437 
CA,S ••••• 234 

20.4 4.73 HI ........ 34 
21.3 6.52 ID ........ 18 
20.4 6.95 MT ....... 12 
18.7 6.72 NV ....... 125 
19.5 ','.06 OR ••••••• 62 
20.3 6.21 WA,E ••••• 17 
19.3 6.02 WA,W ••••• 92 
20.6 7.22 GU ••••••• 21 
20.1 7.11 NM1* •••••• -

10th Cir. 
19.9 6.21 CO ....... 102 
20.7 4.50 KS •••••••• 44 
19.5 6.43 NM ••••••• 27 
21.0 6.42 OK,N •••••• 30 
20.8 5.37 OK,E ••••• 19 
20.1 6.11 OK, W ••••• 51 
19.6 4.97 UT ....... 36 
19.9 4.72 WY ••••••• 20 
20.8 4.73 

- - 11th Cir. 
AL,N ••••• 33 
AL, M ••••• 37 

19.8 5.10 AL,S •••••• 24 
20.6 5.43 FL,N 74 
20.4 5.60 FL, M ••••• 240 
19.8 5.83 FL,S •••••• 373 
20.3 5.58 GA,N ••••• 135 
20.0 6.67 GA,M ••••• 48 
19.3 7.00 GA,S ••••• 48 
19.8 5.36 
20.3 5.94 

Average Average 
Number Number 

J:Jrors Hours of Jurors of Hours 
in in per per 

Session Session Session Session 

9,371 2,429 20.3 5.27 
1,263 343 20.4 5.53 
1,048 352 19.8 6.64 

1159 238 21.0 5.80 
1,582 542 20.3 6.95 
1,084 327 20.8 6.29 

275 80 21.2 6.15 

491 139 21.3 6.04 
285 86 19.0 5.73 
417 90 20.9 4.50 
559 151 19.3 5.21 

1,245 384 19.8 6.10 
1,587 553 19.6 6.83 
1,028 340 20.2 6.67 

842 231 21.6 5.92 
313 91 22.4 6.50 
394 135 19.7 6.75 

474 192 19.8 8.00 
1,956 535 19.4 5.30 
4,722 1,153 19.3 4.71 
1,769 524 19.9 5.&9 
8,556 2,215 19.6 5.07 
4,656 1,366 19.9 5.84 

633 176 18.6 5.18 
366 112 20.3 6.22 
261 70 21.8 5.83 

2,415 524 19.3 4.19 
1,246 369 20.1 5.95 

358 95 21.1 5.59 
1,885 673 20.5 7.32 

395 136 18.8 6.48 
- - - -

2,057 664 20.2 6.51 
874 245 19.9 5.57 
552 139 20.4 5.15 
626 240 20.9 8.00 
406 127 21.4 6.68 

1,061 333 20.8 6.53 
694 200 19.3 5.56 
413 158 20.7 7.90 -
717 248 21.7 7.52 
775 255 20.9 6.89 
491 155 20.5 6.46 

1,508 415 20.4 5.61 
4,661 1,485 19.4 6.19 
7,385 1,783 19.8 4.78 
2,723 862 20.2 6.39 
1,025 278 21.4 5.79 
1,010 288 21.0 6.00 

* 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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Grand Juries Discharged 

Jqly 1, 1976 - June 30, 1977 
Regular •••••••••••••••••• 
Special · ................. 
Total •••••••••••••••••••• 
Percent of Total •••••••••••• 

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

July 1, 1'<178 - June 30, 1979 
Regular •••••••••••••••••• 
Special • ............ 0- ••••• 

Total •••••••••••••••••••• 
Percent of Total •••••••••••• 

July 1, 1979 - June 30, 1980 

Regular •••••••••••••••••• 
Special · ................. 
Total .. CJ' •••••••• '.' •••••••• 

Percent of Total •••••••••••• 

July 1, 1980 - June 30, 1981 
> 

Regular •••••••••••••••••• 
Special · ................. 
Total •••••••••••••••••••• 
Percent of T\)tal •••••••••••• 

July 1, 1981 - June 30, 1'982 

Regular. ' ••••••••••••••••• 
Special •••••••••••••••••• 
Total ~·.s •••••••••••••••••• 

Percent of Total •••••••••••• 

Total Grand Juries Discharged 

July 1, 1976 - June 30, 1982 

Regular •••••• ~ • -l/s". _;;,.-/e ' ••• 
Speeial ••••••••• "0 !,..,/: .•••• 

;, Total •••••• , ••• ~ •• ;' ;' •••••• 
Percent of Total •••••••••••• 

1 2 

9 5 
- -
9 5 

3.0 1.7 

10 4 
- -

10 4 
3.4 1.4 

5 6 
1 -
6 6 

2.1 2.1 

3 10 
- -
3 10 

1.0 3.5 

1 5 
- 1 
1 6 

0.3 1.9 

1 6 
- -
1 6 

0.3 1.8 

.' . ~ " 

29 36 
1 ! 

30 37 
1.7 2.0 

Table 4 
Duration of Grand Juries Disch,arged 
From July 1 1976 to June 30 1982 , , 

Number of Months in Existence 

3 4 5 6 7 ,3 9 10 11 

5 14 7 9 6 3 4 13 8 
- - 1 2 2 - - - -
5 14 8 11 8 3 4 13 8 

1.7 4.6 2.6 3.6 2.6 1.0 1.3 4.3 2.6 

10 16 8 7 10 6 5 4 9 
- .' - - - - 2 - .1 -

10 16 8 7 10 8 5 5 9 
3.4 5.4 2.7 2.4 3.4 2.7 1.7 1.'7 3.1 

3 12 4 7 4 7 3' 4 7 
- 1 1 - 1 2 1 - -
3 13 5 7 5 9 4 4 7 

1.0 4.5 1.7 2.4 1~7 3.1 1.4 1.4 2.4 

7 11 2 5 7 2 5 5 3 
1 2 - f - - 1 - -
8 13 2 6 7 2 6 5 3 

2.8 4.5 0.7 2.1 2.4 0.7 2.1 1.7 1.0 

7 5 6 9 7 5° 3 9 9 
- - - 1 - - . 1 - - . 
7 " 5 6 10 7 5 4 9 9 

2.3 1.6 1.9 3.2 2.3 1.6 1.3 2.9(~' 2.9 

"17 

8 4 7 7 1 3 2 8 13 
-, 3 - - - - - -
8 4 10 7 1 3 2 8 13 

2.5 1.2 3.1 2.2 0.3 O.S 0.6 2.5 4.0 
n 

40 62 34 44 35 ~6 22 43 49 
1 3 5 o ,4 3 4 3 I, -

41 65 39 48 38 30 25 44 49 
2.3 3.6 2.2 2·7 \~~~l l.7 1.4~' ~'2.4 2.7 

II :. 

" ..... (! . 

) ,~' 

... ' '.' 

~ . .'. 

12 

11 
2 

13 
4.3 

13 
1 

14 
4.7 

19 
-

19 
6.6 

12 
'1 

.l.3 
'4.5 

17 
-

17 
5.5 

13 
1 

14 
4.3 

85 
5 

90 
5.0 

13 14 15 16 17 

8 4 11 9 13 
4 - 2 - -

12 4 13 9 13 
4.0 1.3 4.3 3.0 4.3 

2 7 10 7 22 
1 - 2 - -
3 1 12 7 22 

1.0 2.4 4.1 2.4 7.5 

8 1 7 12 25 
- 2 1 - 1 
8 3 8 12 26 

2.8 1.0 2.8 4.2 9.1 

6 3 6 ,7 24 
5 - - 1 -

11 3 6 8 24 
3.8 1.0 2.1 2.8 8.3 

4 3 6 4 ' 25 
2 - - - -
6 3 6 4 25 

1.9 1.0 1.9 1.3 8.1 

i""" 
3 5 3 5 27 
3 1 - 1 2 
6 6 3 6 29 

1.8 fil.8 0.9 1.8 8.9 

.. 

" 
31 23 43 44 136 
15 , 3 5 2 3(' 
46 26 48 46 139 

2.5 1.4 2.7 2.5 7.1 
" .. 

--------~--------.~~~ 'p, 

(;) 
•• 1" 

!I 
'';;,' 

, \ 

,j.';,. ... 
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~rand Juries Discharged 18 19 

July 1, 1976 - June 30, 1977 
Reguinr ••••••••••• ' ••••••• 115 -
Special · ................. 21 5 
Total .. 0 ••••••••••••••••• 136 5 
Percent of Total ............. 44.9 ' 1.7 

July 1; 1977 - June 30, 1978 
ReglJlar •••..•••••••.•••.• 106 -
Special · ................. 18 3 
Total •••••••••••••••••••• 124 3 
Percent of Total •••••••••••• 42.0 1.0 

July 1, 1975-June 30, 1979 
Regular ..••..••..•..•.... 121 -
Special · ................ '. n -
Total ..... 11 ••••••••••••••• 132 -
Percent of Total •••••••••••• 46.2 -

July 1, 1979 - June 30, 1980 .. 
Regtllar ••.••.••.••••••••• 134 -
Special · ................. 12 -
Total ..•...•.•..••..•... ~ 146 -
Percent of Total •••••••••••• 50.7 -

July 1, 1980- June ,30, 1981 

Regular ..•...•.. a •••••••• 145 - .'\ 

Special • ............ • e. it ••• 15 1 
Total ••. 0' •••••••• ., " ••••• ., • 160 1 
Percent of Total. ••••••••••• 51.9 0.3 

July 1, 1981 - June 30, 1982 
i) 

,Regular •••••••••••••••••• 156 -
Special • ••••.•••••••••• e •• 16 2 
Total .... ...•............. 172 2 
Percent of Total. •••• , •••••• 52.9 0.6 

) 

Total Grand Juries Discharged " 

July 1, 1976 - June 30, 1982 
(i· 

Reg1JIar • '!' ...... "'." '!' ••••••••••• 777 ,~ -
Special •• ' •••••••••••••••• 93 11 
Total . . _ " •.........• :. _ ..... 870 11 
Percent of Total .............. 48.2 0.6 

'" 

o 

20 

-
1 
1 

0.3 

-
1 
1 

0.3 

-
-
-
-

-
-
-
-

-
-
-
-, 

-
1 
1 

0.3 

-

Table 4 
Duration of Grand Juries Discharged 
From July 1, 1976 to June 30, 19~2 

(continued) 

Number of Months in Existence 

21 22 23 24 25 26 27 

- - - - - - -
- - 2 3 - 1 1 
- - 2 3 - 1 1 
- - 0.7 1.0 - 0.3 0.3 

"" - - - - - ,-
- - - 4 1 - -
- - - 4 1 - -
- - - 1.4 0.3 - -

,> 
- - - - - - -
1 - - 2 - 1 -
1 - - 2 - 1 -

0.3 - - 0.7 - '0.3 -

' - - - - - \i(~ -
1 - 1 3 2 - -
1 - 1 3 2 - -

0.3 - 0.3 1.0 0.7 - -

- - - - - - -,e 
1 1 - 4 - :-J:>? -
1 1 " - 4 - 't -

0.3 .0,3 - 1.3· - 0.6 -

- - - - - - -
1 1 - 2 - - -
1 1 - 2 - \': - -

0.3 0.3 - 0.6 - - ..., 

I 

- - - - - - -0 

3· 4 z= 3 18 3 4 1 
3 4 2 3 18 3 4 1 

,0.2 0.2 0.1 0.2 1.0 0.2 0.2 0.1 

'-" 

30 31 33 35 36 Totals 

- - - - ~.-~ 254 
- - 1 - 1 49 
- - 1 - 1 303 
- - 0.3 - 0.3 100% 

- - - - - 256 
2 - 2 - 1 39 
2 - 2 - 1 295 

0.1 - 0.7 - 0.3 '100% 

- - - - -: 255 
- - - - 5 31 
- - - - 5 286 
- - - ... 1.7 100% 

- - - - - 252 
1 1 -

" 
1 2 36 

1 1 - 1 2 288 
0.3 0.3 - 0.3 0.7 100% 

" 

- - - - - 270 
1 - - - 8 38 
1 - - - 8 308 

0.3 - - - 2.6 100% 

,. 
- ) .- - - - 272 
4 2 - - 13 53 
4 2 - - 13 325 

1.2 0.6 - - ,~.O 100% 

" 

, 

- - - - - 1,559 
8 3 3 1" 30 - 246 
8 3 3 1 30 1,805 

0.4 0.2 Q.? 0.1 1.7 ·,100% 
\) 

o 

~, 0 

.\ 

, . 

I, 
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Table 5 provides the number of cases commenced by indictment, 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. 

Year 

1977 · . 
1978 · . 
1979 · . 
1980 · . 
1981 · . 
1982 · . 

Table 5 
U. S. District Court3 

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 
Defen- dants Sessions Grand Jury in 

Cases dants per Case Convened Session Session 

25,016 36,608 1.46 8,849 4.14 47,094 
22,698 32,740 1.44 8,929 3.67 46,739 
18,724 28,395 1.52 9,791 2.90 50,896 
16,524 25,612 1.55 10,338 2.48 54,163 
17,229 27,367 1.59 10,997 2.49 58,278 
18,399 29,366 1.60 10,508 2.79 55,569 

Average 
Hours per 
Session 

5.32 
5.23 
5.20 
5.24 
5.30 
5.29 

Table 6 focuses on the number of cases commenced by indictment and the number of 
defendants proceeded against by indictment in each of the U.S. district courts. Table 6, 
however, 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. 

7 

I 
~ . 

~ 
1 

'--"-~ 

'.,'. 



----:-. -~~ - -- ---

Proceedings Commenced 
by Indictment 

District Cases I Defendants 

Total. •••• 18,399 29,366 

DC •••••• 248 348 

1st Cir. 

ME •••••••• 41 71 
MA •••••••• 292 470 
NH ., •••••• 27 52 
RI ••••••••• 110 148 
PR ....... , 177 252 

2nd Cir. 

CT ........ 161 301 
NY,N •••••• 51 74 
NY,E •••••• 327 G09 
NY,S ...... 527 940 
NY, W •••••• 131 193 
VT ......... 42 81 

3rd Cir. 

DE ...... ,:. 33 43 
NJ ••••••••• 198 356 
PA,E ..... , 337 579 
PA, M •••••• 112 163 
PA, W •••••• 168 280 
VI* ........ - -

4th Cir. 

MD ........ 385 688 
NC,E '" ••• 150 260 
NC,M •••••• 153 228 
NC, W •••••• 155 214 
SC ......... 277 489 
VA,E ..... , 331 506 
VA, W •• •••• 103 146 
WV,N •••••• 41 75 
WV,S ..... , 85 138 

5th Cir. 

LA,E ...... 226 365 
LA,M, •••••• 27 55 
LA,W •••••• 101 119 
MS,N ...... 65 92 
MS,S ••••••• 55 96 
TX,N ...... 531 775 
TX,E ., .... 94 124 
TX,S ••••••• 1,386 2,097 
TX,W ...... 527 821 
CZ* •••••••• - -

6th Cir. 

KY,E •••••• 153 246 
KY, W •••••• 224 336 
MI,E ....... 299 524 
MI, W 116 200 
OH,N •••••• 165 222 
OH,S 133 186 
TN,E ...... 153 244 
TN,M •••••• 137 196 
TN,W ...... 296 412 

Table 6 
U. S. District Courts 

Proceedings by Indictment and Grand Juror Usage 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1982 

Grand Proceedings Commenced 
Jury Hours by Indictment 

Sessions in 
Cases I Convened Session District Defendants 

10,508 55,569 7th Cir. 

564 2,706 IL, N ••••••• 462 708 
IL, C ••••••• 111 156 
IL, S ••••••• 84 132 
IN, N ••••••• 120 147 

15 95 IN, S ••••••• 130 181 
334 1,372 WI,E ........ 136 189 

38 193 WI, W ...... 55 71 
44 264 
57 245 8th Cir. 

AR,E •••••• 157 197 
AR,W •••••• 59 75 

95 539 lA, N ••••••• 55 80 
111 544 lA, S ••••••• 85 117 
569 2,617 MN •••••••• 207 325 

1,066 4,815 MO,E •••••• 207 286 
184 977 MO,W •••••• 227 299 

36 120 NE ....... , 74 120 
ND •••••••• 98 142 
SD ••••••••• 153 173 

37 153 9th Cir • 
344 1,604 
334 1,418 AK •••••••• 85 112 

93 517 AZ •••••••• 370 635 
141 760 CA,N •••••• 333 486 

- - CA,E •••••• 374 652 
CA,C •••••• 837 1,162 
CA,S ., .... 697 1,276 
HI ••••••••• 72 109 

268 1,268 10 ......... 80 105 
46 300 MT ........ 100 117 
43 299 NV ........ 131 206 
18 121 OR •••••••• 89 142 
69 487 WA,E •••••• 163 186 

171 1,062 WA,W •••••• 211 330 
41 247 GU •••••••• 49 76 
23 166 NMI* ••••••• - -
71 505 

10th Cir. 

CO •••••••• 150 196 
145 901 KS ......... 152 195 

60 270 NM •••••••• 134 246 
53 341 OK,N •••••• 104 125 
24 154 OK,E •••••. 70 88 
41 220 OK,W •••••• 144 207 

119 727 UT ........ 90 130 
31 154 WY ........ 43 63 

180 850 
139 658 11th Cir. 

- -
AL,N •••••• 298 385 
AL,M •••••• 118 171 
AL,S ••••••• 81 139 

86 439 FL,N ...... 89 173 
77 418 FL,M •••••• 295 589 

290 1,624 FL,S ••••••• 735 1,937 
59 344 GA,N •••••• 34~ 561 

164 915 GA,M •••••• 73 130 
100 6&7 GA,S ...... 117 225 

33 231 
42 225 
86 511 

Grand 
Jury Hours 

Sessions in 
Convened Session 

461 2,429 
62 343 
53 352 
41 238 
78 542 
52 3?7 
13 80 

23 139 
15 86 
20 90 
29 151 
63 384 
81 553 
51 340 
39 231 
14 91 
20 135 

24 192 
101 535 
245 1,153 

89 524 
437 2,215 
234 1,366 

34 176 
18 11~ 
12 70 

125 524 
62 369 

i' 17 95 
92 673 
21 136 
- -

102 664 
44 245 
27 139 
30 240 
19 127 
51 333 
36 200 
20 158 

" 33 248 
37 255 
24 155 
74 415 

240 1,485 
373 1,783 
135 862 

48 278 
48 288 

.. Tha districts of the Virgin Islands, Canal Zone, and the Northern Mariana Islands reported no grand juries in existence in the 12-month 
period ended June 30, 1982. 
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The Effect of the Speedy Trial Act of 1974 

The Speedy Trial Act of 1974 g.u~ra~tees that every ~~~~~~n!f~~~~r:: :~~~n 2~fi~~~~ 
will be brought to trial ~ithi~ a. speCIfIc tI~e~ f~:~ ~:~s~ to indictment and 70 days from 
established man~atory time li~I\S ~f d?Ot~e~t interval affects the calling of the grand jury. 
indictment to trIal .. The arres 0 m I~ d d by 30 days::$ the majority of defendants are 
~lt~ough. this time mtlerval TCha.n be~u~~ ~~ gerand juries being called more often to hear evi-
mdicted m 30 days or esse 18 r 
dence in fewer cases. 

Delays to the time limitations are also granted. ~or e:campldi~ dt~ait~~l~~r:~do:~~e~ 
defendant m~st u?dergo examination fo~ me~i:~eoro~h;!~~~~:n~~~:t. YThere are 23 ;pplicable 
a defendant IS trIed on other chadrgtehs mat of time a defendant is under prosecution. The 
reasons for delay that could exten e amoun . . 
time delayed is not included in the 30 or 70 day mtervals. 

. . I time re uirements and administering justice efficiently has 

create:~~~~~t~~~~d!ur;r~~ministratois. It ~s mor~ ~~;~~~nih~~ s~::no; t~:~~~u:~r~o~~ ~~a~ 
eyidence i~ a~ ~east two case~ for ~. ~u~ ~a~~i~ord~es not have a heavy crimina~ caselo~d, 
~Ime for tI~~I~I~Ua~tt~~~~~ ca~n~t ~:i~I~O present two or t~ree cas~s at one grand Jury s~ss~~n 
b~~:~s~'of the ·ri~k involved in not meeting Speedy Tr~al tIm~ r~9Ulrements. As a resu, e 
number of grand jury sessions convened increased steadIly until tms year. 

f h S d T 'al Act of 1974 can be found in the 
1982 ~~~~e~;~~~~~eob~~t~~f;~~~~he~ ~y ih~e AYdmr~istrative Office of the U.S. Courts. 

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

10 

, 

I 

\ 

Petit Jury 

There are three categories of jury service for each day that jurors or potential jurors 
are present 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. Jurors 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 district and on the individual district profile 
pages. 

Data from Table 7 shows that the total number of prospective jurors available 
decreaseq 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. S. District Courts 

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

Petit Jurors 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 

rc 'al Available ••••••••• 584,122 570,523 565,617 605,547 648,929 631,606 

~1elec d or Serving ••••••••• 352,940 345,372 334,765 368,710 396,746 388,979 
P .. rcent •••••••••••••.• 60.4 60.5 59.2 60.9 61.1 61.6 

Challenged. • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 90,693 88,103 91,575 92,110 100,041 98,657 
Percent ••••••••••••••• 15.''; 15.5 16.2 15.2 15.4 15.6 

Not Selected, Serving 
01' Challenged-Total •••••• 140,489 137,048 139,277 144,727 152,142 143,970 
Percent ••••••••••••••• 24.1 24.0 24.6 23.9 23.4 22.8 
In Travel Status ••••••••• * • * 4,582 5,078 5,572 

Percent ............... • * * 0.8 0.8 0.9 

Jury Trial Days .......... • ·e 29,875 29,238 28,851 32,159 35,596 35,263 

Criminal •••••••••••••• 16,945 16,084 15,171 15,649 15,&25 15,587 
Percent ••••••••••••••• 56.7 55.0 52.6 48.7 44.7 44.2 

Civil ••••••••••••••••• 12,930 13,154 13,680 16,510 19,671 19,676 
Percent ••••••••••••••• 43.3 45.0 47.4 51.3 55.3 55.8 

1982 over 1981 

Number I Percent 
Change Change 

-17,323 -2.7 

-7,767 -2.0 
-

-1,384 -1.4 
-

-8,172 -5.4 
-

494 9.7 
-

-333 -0.9 

-338 -2.1 
-

5 -
-

* 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.I.). 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.I. 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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District 

Total. •• 

DC •••••• 

1st Cir. 
ME •••••• 
MA •••••• 
NH •••••• 
RI ••••• , • 
PR •••••• 

2nd Cir. 

CT •••••• 
NY,N ••.• 
NY,E •••• 
NY,S .... 
NY, W •••• 
VT ••••••• 

3rd Cir. 

DE •••••• 
NJ ••••••• 
PA,E •••• 
PA,M •••• 
PA, W •••• 
VI ••••••• 

4th Cir. 

MD .~ •••• 
NC,E ••• 
NC,M •••• 
NC:t W2 ••• 
SC •••••• 
VA,E •••• 
VA, W2 ••• 
WV,N •••• 
WV,S •••• 

5th Gir. 

LA,E •••• 
LA,M •••• 
LA, W •••• 
MS,N •••• 
MS,S2 •••• 
TX,N2 ••• 
TX,.E •••• 
TX,S ••••• 
TX~ W •••• 
CZ •••••• 

6th Cir. 

KY,E •••• 
KY,W •••• 
MI, E ••••• 
MI, W •••• 
OH, N •••• 
OH,S •••• 
TN,E •••• 
TN, M •••• 
TN, W •••• 

Table 8 
U. S. District Courts 

Petit Juror Usage 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1982 

Number of 
Number of Juror Days Jury Trial Days 

Per-
Per- cent Not Per-
cent Per- Selected, cent Per-

Total Selected cent Serving in Per- cent Juror 

Avail- or Chal- or Chal- Travel cent Crim- Usagl 
able Serving lenged lenged Status Total Civil inal Index 

631,606 61.6 15.6 21.9 0.9 35,263 55.8 44.2 17.91 

10,421 60.0 15.5 24.5 - 525 45.9 54.1 19.85 

943 72.1 18.0 8.0 1.9 54 64.8 35.2 17.46 

15,250 65.3 10.0 24.6 - 920 50.2 49.8 16.58 

2,368 65.4 1S.7 14.9 - 135 62.2 37.8 17.54 

3,220 82.3 12.0 5.7 - 227 70.9 29.1 14.19 

2,933 49.5 14.1 23.4 13.0 122 29.5 70.5 24.04 
f----, -

7,353 63.8 19.5 16.7 - 325 49.2 50.8 22.62 

4,615 59.5 9.3 31.2 - 252 58.7 41.3 18.31 

27,179 57.2 13.2 29.7 - 1,260 39.4 60.6 21.57 

41,183 56.1 13.1 30.8 - 2,028 50.6 49.4 20,31 
311 67.5 32.5 15.99 4,972 7S.1 9.1 15.8 -

2,683 74.6 8.6 16.8 - 176 58.0 42.0 15.24 

1,218 63.1 11.2 25.6 - 65 33.8 66.2 18.74 

16,076 67.3 10.9 21.8 - 920 50.8 49.2 17.47 

28,886 60.1 21.6 17.9 0.5 1,667 64.3 35.7 17.33 

7,245 78.1 14.6 7.1 0.2 402 49.3 50.7 18.02 

8,184 69.0 1S.1 9.6 2.3 539 53.6 46.4 15.13 

5,019 58.5 19.7 21.7 - 147 33.3 66.7 34.14 

11,886 56.7 18.2 23.9 1.2 621 52.3 47.7 19.14 
4,792 72.8 15.4 11.9 - 239 56.1 43.9 20.05 
2,378 70.8 14.5 11.4 3.3 162 53.7 46.3 14.68 

2,882 78.2 8.4 13.4 - 179 61.5 38.5 16.10 

8,774 80.2 9.8 8.8 1.1 496 73.4 26.6 17.69 

5,795 53.3 25.6 20.9 0.2 356 65.7 34.3 16.28 

2,450 52.0 35.9 12.1 - 135 61.5 38.5 18.15 
862 52.2 24.8 22.4 U.6 55 74.5 25.5 15.67 

3,129 63.5 20.0 16.4 0.1 198 62.6 37.4 15.80 

11,315 56.3 22.3 21.4 0.1 691 75.1 24.9 16.37 

1,194 64.2 16.4 19.3 - 71 50.7 49.3 16.82 

4,102 50.4 17.6 31.8 0.1 232 82.3 17.7 17.68 

2,520 59.2 24.6 16.2 - 141 70.9 29.1 17.87 

5,433 li5.3 13.7 30.0 0.9 227 73.6 26.4 23.93 

12,895 55.3 12.8 31.8 0.1 665 74.0 26.0 19.39 

6,460 62.1 20.5 17.3 - 369 85.1 14.9 17.51 

13,387 61.7 15.5 22.8 - 727 58.6 41.4 18.41 

8,853 59.4 16.2 24.3 0.2 431 51.7 48.3 20.54 

- - - - - - - - -

5,776 55.2 18.9 25.2 0.7 262 30.5 69.5 22.05 

3,458 43.8 23.3 32.9 - 156 60.3 39.7 22.17 

25,798 60.9 12.8 26.3 - 1,585 66.9 33.1 16.28 

3,910 63.2 13.6 :n.4 1.8 246 75.2 24.8 15.89 
7,712 67.9 7.2 24.8 0.1 478 68.4 31.6 ,16.13 
6,055 65.9 12.2 19.0 2.9 371 69.5 30.5 16.32 

3,682 62.6 12.4 25.0 - 262 80.9 19.1 14.05 

3,572 49.7 15.0 35.2 - 178 70.2 29.8 20.07 

5,309 70.0 14.9 15.2 - 312 36.2 63.8 17.02 

12 I 
... -.-.. -,,-~--.. ---... --------,~~--=~= -, -_. 

Total 
Avail-

District able 

7th Cir. 
IL, N ••••• 19,229 
IL, C ••••• 3,376 
IL, S ••••• 2,856 
IN, N ••••• 3,772 
IN, S ••••• 3,786 
WI,E ••••• 4,666 
WI, W .... 1,286 

8th Cir. 
AR, E2 ••• 4,018 
AR, W2 ••• 3,529 
lA, N ••••• 1,628 
lA, S ••••• 2,502 
MN .••••• 8,2'/1 
MO,E •••• 8,770 
MO, W •••• 4,845 
NE •••••• 5,641 
ND2 ••••• 2,443 
SD ........ 3,776 

9th Cir. 

AK '" ••• 1,949 
AZ . ..... 6,657 
CA,N •••• 11,514 
CA,E •••• 5,099 
CA,C •••• 24,401 
CA,S .... 8,590 
HI ••••••• 1,052 
ID ••••••• 2,524 
MT •••••• 2,533 
NV •••••• 4,437 
OR •••••• 4,067 
WA,E •••• 1,323 
WA, W •••• 7,308 
GU •••••• 829 
NMI •••••• 522 

10th Cir. 

CO •••••• 4,741 
KS ••••••• 4,919 
NM •••••• 4,374 
OK,N •••• 3,463 
OK,E •••• 1,147 
OK~ W •••• 5,200 
UT •••••• 3,157 
WY •••••• 1,713 

11th Cir. 

AL,N •••• 6,298 
AL,M •••• 2,349 
AL,S ••••• 3,370 
FL,N . ... 3,323 
FL,M •••• 12,015 
FL,S ••••• 24,917 
GA, Nt ... 13,049 
GA,M ••• 2y357 
GA, S •••• 3,888 

Table 8 
U. S. District Courts 

Petit Juror Usage 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1982 

(continued) 

Number of 
Number of Juror Days Jury Trial Days 

Per-
Per- cent Not Per-
cent Per- Selected, cent Per-

Selected cent Serving in Per- cent 
or Chal- or Chal- Travel cent Crim-

Serving lenged lenged Status Total Civil inal 
, 

60.7 13.1 26.1 - 1,128 51.6 48.4 
63.7 18.5 17.8 - 186 37.6 62.4 
52.1 22.2 25.0 0.6 161 78.9 21.1 
46.7 18.5 34.8 - 165 53.9 46.1 
64.3 15,6 20.1 - 194 26.8 73.2 
60.5 19.0 20.6 - 261 49.0 51.0 
74.7 19.7 4.6 1.1 85 50.6 49.4 

55.9 22.4 21.2 0.5 201 64.7 35.3 
62,5 19.8 17.7 0.1 174 66.7 33.3 
57.3 11.5 21.8 9.4 95 69.5 30.5 
68.2 15.4 15.4 1.0 185 84.3 15.7 
59.5 13.2 25.8 1.4 490 64.9 35.1 
59.4 22.3 18.2 0.1 566 62.4 37.6 
56.5 21.2 22.3 - 306 73.9 26.1 
45.5 10.7 38.9 4.9 277 73.6 26.4 
65.0 19.1 9.5 6.4 138 36.2 63.8 
54.8 23.7 16.8 4.7 191 51.8 48.2 

53.4 14.3 25.5 6.8 93 30.1 69.9 
60.7 22.5 16.0 0.8 337 19.3 80.7 
65.3 13.1 21.1 0,,5 736 62.4 37.6 
60.4 14.1 21.3 4.2 258 31.8 68.2 
66.4 10.7 20.7 2.1 1,396 38.8 61.2 
59.6 17.9 22.5 - 413 29.1 70.9 
72.2 21.2 6.6 - 86 73.3 26.7 
62.5 16.1 12.5 8.9 142 54.2 45.8 
5Ul 14.1 18.8 15.4 135 69.6 30.4 
66.8 10.1 22.3 0.8 230 27.8 72.2 
60.0 18.3 20.1 1.6 292 78.8 21.2 
55.7 15.2 25.4 3.7 85 76.5 23.5 
66.7 13.1 15.4 4.7 458 45.6 54.4 
25.1 8.3 64.9 1.7 15 - 100.0 
50.4 23.6 26.1 - 27 14.8 85.2 

69.2 17.8 11.0 2.0 358 69.8 30.2 
65.4 16.4 17.5 0.7 327 63.9 36.1 
71.0 17.1 7.3 4.6 302 68.2 31.8 
61.7 18.0 20.3 - 222 65.8 34.2 
83.0 13.4 0.2 3.4 95 53.7 46.3 
68.6 18.9 12.3 0.3 449 88.4 11.8 
72.6 19.9 6.9 0.6 182 64.8 35.2 
'/1.6 15.6 12.7 0.1 150 76.0 24.0 

59.4 19.6 15.7 5.3 378 66.1 33.9 
75.1 14.6 7.6 2.6 130 58.5 41.5 
78.6 12.9 2.5 5.9 197 48.2 51.8 
72.8 15.5 11.2 0.5 185 21.6 78.4 
64.3 15.3 20.3 0.1 680 43.4 56.6 
54.8 15.9 29.3 - 1,114 23.8 76.2 
58.5 16.9 24.6 - 746 54.2 45.8 
69.2 23.2 7.6 - 119 44.5 55.5 
65.3 24.5 10.2 - 203 55.2 44.8 

Juror 
Usagi 
Index 

17.05 
18.15 
17.74 
22.86 
19.52 
17.88 
15.13 

19.99 
20.28 
17.14 
13.52 
16.88 
15.49 
15.83 
20.36 
17.70 
19.77 

20.96 
19.75 
15.64 
19.76 
17.48 
20.80 
12.23 
17.77 
18.76 
19.29 
13.93 
15.56 
15.96 
55.27 
19.33 

13.24 
15.04 
14.48 
15.60 
12.07 
11.58 
17.35 
11.42 

16.66 
18.07 
17.11 
17.96 
17.67 
22.37 
17.49 
19.81 
19.15 

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

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

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

12 MONTHS ENDED JUNE 30, 1982 

NOTB: Eighteen people axe p.ictured because the Juror Usage Index* in 1982 was 17.91. 

SELECTED OR SERVING = 61.6% 

CHALLENGED 15.6% 

OR CHALLENGEC ':: 22.8%** 

'T~e Jur~r 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. 

14 

\ 
'l 
,1 

\ 

\ 
:1 
1 
I 

I 
f 
\ 

:1 
I 
1 

\ 
r/ 

J U 
Ii 

~ ~ 11 
i 
I 
l 

An average of 15.6 percent of all pr'ospective jurors were challenged either by court or 
counsel during 1982. Generally, more c~allenges are exercised in the selection of a criminal 
jury than in the selection of a civil 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 North~rn 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 criminal 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, reduction in voir dire size, effective use of pretrial hearings, and use of 
the code-a-phone for notifying jurors of postponement or cancellation of a trial. 

For the year ended June 30, 1982, a total of 67 districts reported a majority of civil 
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 criminal trials almost always 
require a minimum of 12 jurors. 

Of the 25 districts 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 District 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. 9f ~409) changed district 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 9 
U. S. District Courts 

Percentage of Jurors Selected or Serving on Jury Trials 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1977 through 1982 

District 1977 T 1'\1781 1979 I 1980 I 1981 I 1982 District 19'17 I 1978 I 1979 I 1980 I 1981 I 19&2 

Nations.l 
7th Cir. Average ••• 60.4% 60.5% 59.2% 60.9% 61.1% 61.6% 

IL, N ••••••• 63.6% 62.1% 56.6% 60.6% 58.3% 60.7% 
DC •••••••• 56.3 61.8 57.0 60.5 61.6 60.0 IL, C2 •••••• - - 55.7 66.4 52.5 63.7 

1st Cir. 
IL,S2 •••••• - - 54.0 64.3 60.5 52.1 
IN, N ••••••• 59.1 ;;3.1 63.5 56.8 55}! 46.7 

ME ........ 54.0 74.1 71.8 75.0 75.9 72.1 IN, S ••••••• 60.6 60.6 61.2 ,62A 57.5 64.3 
MA •••••••• 71.0 67.7 68.9 66.0 63.3 65.3 WI,E ••••••• 68.0 63.3 70.6 69.2 68.7 60.5 
NH •••••••• 58.8 53.0 64.5 74.7 71.5 65.4 WI, W ...... 71.3 78.2 71.4 76.2 70.8 74.7 
RI ......... 77.5 82.9 81.7 79.1 73.3 82.3 
PR .............. 43.3 44.5 49.1 51.2 39.0 49.5 8th Cir. 

2nd Cir. 
AR,E ., •••• 57.2 51.3 59.0 57.7 60.0 55.9 
AR,W •••••• 58.7 64.4 62.6 66.9 61.6 62.5 

CT ••• o..o. .... 70.7 86.1 74.0 77.9 72.3 63.8 lA, N ••••••• 65.1 45.5 61.9 64.0 58.0 57.3 
NY,N •••••• 46.3 57.0 54.? 63.0 70.2 59.5 lA, S ••••••• 69.3 68.0 61.4 63.1 66.8 68.2 
NY, E •••••• 53.7 55.9 59.0 54.0 55.7 57.2 MN •••••••• 60.4 60.7 59.9 61.1 71.4 59.5 
NY,S ........ 54.2 51.5 52.4 49.2 51.4 56.1 MO,E •••••• 54.9 57.4 57.3 58.8 55.3 59.4 
NY, W •••••• 70.2 69.3 70.1 70.0 78.3 75.1 MO,W •••••• 48.3 58.4 56.6 68.4 63.1 56.5 
VT ••••••••• 61.3 60.8 57.3 70.8 65.2 74.6 NE ........... 57.8 56.6 49.7 50.9 56.9 45.5 

3rd Cir. 
ND •••••••• 61.3 56.8 55.3 55.6 58.5 65.0 
SD ••••••••• 48.7 50.3 56.9 54.4 53.1 54.8 

DE ........... 60.4 70.5 67.2 71.2 64.8 63.1 
NJ ••••••••• 68.9 64.5 67.0 72.6 70.7 67.3 9th Cir. 

PA,E •• o. ...... 55.8 50.6 45.9 50.3 59.9 60.1 AK •••••••• 63.9 52.5 38.0 63.1 43.9 53.4 
PA"M •••••• 76.0 77.3 75.2 69.1 77.2 78.1 AZ ........... 47.4 49.6 59.5 63.S 62.3 60.7 
PA,,'W •••••• 56.6 57.4 53.9 64.9 62.8 69.0 CA.N ...... 65.9 69.3 65.6 65.1 65.9 65.3 
VI ......... 48.8 54.6 59,0 58.2 63.4 58.5 CA,E •••••• 53.5 59.3 59.4 58.4 65.4 60.4 

4th Cir. 
CA,C •••••• 61.3 61.7 57.5 63.3 64.4 66.4 
CA,S 60.1 65.6 58.7 49.5 58.3 59.6 

MD •••••••• 54.6 66.9 59.6 55.7 54.1 56.7 HI ......... 58.1 67.5 61.2 59.3 59.7 72.2 
NC,E •••••• 59.2 60.3 62.4 76.5 75.8 72.8 ID ......... 59.1 49.5 61.0 60.8 63.0 62.5 
NC,M •••••• 73.1 66.1 77.1 76.1 71.5 70.8 MT •••••••• 68.3 63.1 55.9 51.3 56.3 51.8 
NC, W •••••• 76.0 77.3 75.2 69.1 77.2 78.2 NV ........ 49.4 54.8 55.1 55.7 43.6 66.8 
SC ••••••••• 71.0 77.3 72.2 74.8 79.5 80.2 OR •••••••• 54.9 64.0 56.2 62.6 63.6 60.0 
VA,E ..... o. .o. 49.2 54.8 52.5 55.8 55.2 53.3 WA,'E •••••• 58.4 56.4 60.6 63.7 62.9 55.7 
VA,W •••••• 57.6 ~0.2 51.9 50.6 53.0 52.0 WA, \{:'~ •••• 59.1 62.1 57.0 61.8 58.5 66.7 
WV,N •••••• 60.5 5a.5 46.8 54.0 56.8 52.2 GU ~ ••••••• 20.5 66.5 57.1 24.9 - 25.1 
WV,S .o. ........ 47.9 58.5 60.7 68.7 68.1 63.5 NMI ••••••• - - 18.2 26.0 21.1 50.4 

5th Cir. 10th Cir. 
LA, El' ••••• 59.0 60.4 56.8 51.1 51.3 56.3 CO ........ 64.5 59.8 60.7 62.4 68.5 69.2 
LA, M ••••• 38.5 41.7 27.7 49.7 43.7 64.2 KS ••••••••• 63.2 66.3 65.5 68.5 68.5 65.4 
LA, W •••••• 53.8 55.0 55.1 50.4 53.2 50.4 NM .0 •••••• 66.6 70.3 62.9 68.9 71.8 71.0 
MS,N •••••• 64.2 68.6 65.8 58.7 58.2 59.2 OK. N •••••• 69.0 72.9 66.8 68.7 67.8 61.7 
MS.S ••••••• 58.9 61.0 55.1 53.2 54.5 55.3 OK,E •••••• 68.8 60.7 69.6 79.5 72.0 83.0 
TX.N •••••• 69.2 67.1 61.2 66.3 55.8 55.3 OK, W •••••• 70.8 77.6 76.3 74.5 76.6 68.6 
TX.E 65.9 58.5 60.3 67.2 60.1 62.1 UT ........ 52.1 56.7 65.5 73.1 70.3 72.6 
TX.S ••••••• 67.3 58.4 62.S 60.6 65.8 61.7 WY •••••••• 68.2 67.4 71.4 72.3 67.9 71.6 
TX, W •••••• 61.3 57.9 56.2 59.5 62.0 59.4 
CZ ........ 59.3 47.9 38.2 51.0 25.2 - 11th Cir. 

6th Cir. 
AL,N •••••• 53.7 56.9 54.6 53.3 54.1 59.4 
AL. M •••••• 75.0 73.3 73.0 72.3 76.9 75.1 

KY,E •••••• 58.3 61.8 68.2 70.1 60.9 55.2 AL.S ••••••• 80.8 81.0 68.5 76.2 78.2 78.6 
KY.W •••••• 53.9 5UI 50.0 43.2 51.6 43.8 FL,N 69.7 60.4 61.7 57.5 65.9 72.8 
MI.E ....... 67.4 1\&.2 62.3 66.4 57.8 60.9 FL, M •••••• 67.0 64.7 68.6 68.2 66.7 64.3 
MI. W 81.9 7:;.3 64.1 73.0 61.9 63.2 FL.S ••••••• 52.8 56.6 52.6 52.7 53.2 54.8 
OH.N •••••• 54.4 59.9 66.4 54.2 55.1 67.9 GI.. N •••••• 56.2 53.6 57.2 61.0 57.6 58.5 
OH.S •• o. ... o. 68.1 70.4 67.4 64.0 60.7 65.9 GA.M •••••• 64.9 60.6 62.7 66.2 67.9 69.2 
TN,E ...... 62.5 63.1 61.4 71.9 71.9 62.6 GA.S . ...... 76.8 71.9 70.3 69.7 75.3 65.3 
TN.M ...... 49.9 54.7 58.5 48.5 50.1 49.7 
TN, W •••••• 69.1 68.3 65.7 69.7 67.7 70.0 

1 Data from 1977 to 1979 was under reported. 
2 Pursuant to the Federal District Court Organization Act of 1978 (P .L. 95-409), district boundaries in Illinois were changed. Only data 

since paS5a~le of that legislation is shown. 
3 The District of the Northern Mariana Islands was established on January 8, 1978. 
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Table 10 
U. S. District Courts 

Percentage of Jurors Not Selected, Serving or Challenged 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1977 through 1982 

District 1977 I 1978 I 1979 I 1980 I 1981 I 1982 District 1977 I 1978 I 1979 I 1980 T 19S1 T 1982 

National 
7th Cir. Average ••• 24.1% 24.0% 24.6% 23.1% 22.7% 21.9% 

IL, N
2 
••••••• 26.8% 27.1% 30.4% 26.9% 29.7% 26.1% 

DC ........ 28.0 22.7 28.5 25.5 25.7 24.5 IL. C
2 

•••••• - - 21.7 16.0 ~8.7 17.8 
IL,S •••••• - - 27.1 17.8 18.0 25.0 

1st Cir. IN, N ••••••• 24.6 27.6 23.9 28.6 29.0 34.8 
ME ........ 33.9 7.8 14.0 9.4 6.1 8.0 IN.S ••••••• 21.7 24.4 23.5 23.7 29.3 20.1 
MA ........ 16.3 20.0 22.3 23.6 26.0 24.6 WI, E ••••••• 16.1 25.7 13.9 14.4 15.8 20.6 
NH •••••••• 23.5 29.1 20.7 9.8 12.3 14.9 WI, W ....... 4.7 5.0 8.4 4.7 10.3 4.6 
RI. ........ 12.7 10.1 6.0 2.0 10.3 5.7 
PR .......... 43.0 41:4 38.0 24.2 32.6 23.4 8th Cir. 

211d Cir. 
AR,E •••••• 17.8 26.9 19.9 19.9 16.5 21.2 
AR, W •••••• 17.2 10.3 7.5 11.1 13.8 17.7 

CT ........ 8.7 6.8 8.7 5.7 12.0 16.7 lA, N ••••••• 19.5 34.8 21.0 13.8 18.4 21.8 
NY,N ...... 45.6 33.9 38.4 29.9 20.0 31.2 lA,S ••••••• 12.8 13.1 21.6 20.1 14.9 15.4 
NY,E ...... 32.9 29.4 24.0 30.4 29.8 29.7 MN •••••••• 21.1 22.8 24.5 24.2 15.2 25.8 
NY,S ....... 30.2 33.4 31.5 35.2 33.4 30.8 MO,E •••••• 20.0 22.0 21.3 21.5 26.6 18.2 
NY, W •••••• 20.9 20.7 18.5 20.1 13.4 15.8 MO,W •••••• 26.3 24.7 17.7 16.2 15.4 22.3 
VT ••••••••• 25.4 28.6 32.0 19.3 23.6 16.8 NE ........ 22.6 26.7 30.6 28.3 19.9 38.9 

3rd Cir. 
ND •••••••• 23.2 24.8 23.4 13.6 15.3 9.5 
I;D ••••.••.• 31.9 28.5 25.g 22.5 20.9 16.8 

DE ........ 15.4 8.7 13.9 11.4 18.7 25.6 
NJ ••••••••• 20.2 25.2 21.9 16.4 17.9 21.8 9th Cir. 

PA,E ...... 25.1 30.5 35.1 31.6 19.5 17.9 AK •••••••• 22.6 32.3 52.5 20.1 38.7 25.5 
PA,M •••••• S.8 8.9 7.1 13.1 7.9 7.1 AZ . ....... 15.6 24.3 19.8 16.0 17.0 16.0 
PA, W •••••• 27.1 23.4 26.7 10.9 16.8 S.6 CA,N •••••• 21.4 17.3 21.8 21.6 21.5 21.1 
VI .... " ... 29.9 23.9 17.6 14.8 15.1 21.7 CA,E •••••• 37.0 24.9 25.2 28.2 20.3 21.3 

4th Cir. 
CA,C •••••• 28.4 29.5 32.8 25.7 23.8 20.7 
CA,S ...... 22.9 18.4 24.2 31.2 26.~ 22.5 

MD •••••••• 31.3 15.8 23.1 27.6 25.0 23.9 HI ......... 8.3 1.3 4.2 9.3 5.2 6.6 
NC,E •••••• 31.7 25.9 23.6 14.3 12.6 11.9 ID ......... 22.8 34.7 19.6 19.7 10.2 12.5 
NC, M •••••• 13.6 15.9 8.1 11.4 8.2 11.4 MT ........ 17.4 22.7 30.9 23.6 16.6 18.8 
NC,W •••••• 12.9 13.2 16.4 10.1 11.5 13.4 NV ........ 38.8 30.4 27.9 24.3 40.7 22.3 
SC ••••••••• 15.8 12.6 15.4 13.5 8.6 8.8 OR •••••••• 22.7 19.2 24.1 1.8.2 16.3 20.1 
VA,E ...... 14.0 11.9 17.0 14.7 15.7 20.9 WA,E •••••• 21.0 18.0 19.3 18.1 18.0 25.4 
VA, W •••••• 5.1 23.3 9.1 12.2 5.0 12.1 WA,W •••••• 22.1 20.9 25.6 18.0 23.8 15.4-
WV,N •••••• 14.8 18.5 24.3 16.1 19.0 22.4 GU ~ ••••••• 63.1 30.7 30.5 54.7 100.0 64.9 
WV,S ...... '28.3 19.4 1.9.1 15.0 15.6 16.4 NMI ••••••• - 100.0 63.4 31.4 51.7 26.1 

5th Cil-. 10th Cir. 

LA,E 1••••• • 1'7.8 19.7 20.9 28.1 26.6 21.4 CO ........ 18.6 23.2 20.8 14.3 11.9 11.0 
LA, M ••••• 28.1 17.0 33.2 23.3 39.1 19.3 KS ......... 21.4 18.6 19.6 17.0 18.2 17.5 
LA, W •••••• 24.6 23.0 27.1 29.7 26.3 31.8 NM •••••••• 15.6 13.4 19.0 8.7 6.2 7.3 
MS.N •••••• 16.6 13.3 12.9 18.4 22.1 16.2 OK.N •••••• 1. 11.5 21.5 15.9 15.1 20.3 
MS, S ••••••• 25.0 26.1 30.2 28.5 25.0 30.0 OK,E •••••• 13.1 21.2 9.7 1.1 5.9 0.2 
TX,N •••••• 17.5 20.0 24.4 22.0 30.9 31.8 OK, W •••••• 14.2 6.7 8.1 8.9 5.8 12.3 
TX,E 19.1 26.3 22.5 16.8 20.5 17.3 UT ........ 36.8 30.9 14.2 7.9 8.0 6.9 
TX,S ••••••• 20.8 26.9 24.2 25.9 19.3 22.0 WY •••••••• 21.2 19.7 14.7 13.6 14.8 12.7 
TX,W •••••• 21.6 24.1 26.7 24.6 21.6 24.3 

11th Cir. CZ ........ 34.7 25.9 32.4 15.6 66.9 -
631 Cir. 

AL,N •••••• 26.9 23.6 23.9 22.6 20.4 15.7 
AL, M •••••• 13.9 14.5 14.5 8.0 5.7 7.6 

KY, E •••••• 30.3 28.3 2D.7 18.0 25.1 25.2 AL,S ....... 6.2 4.4 17.7 4.3 3.2 2.5 
KY,W ...... 30.2 31.9 32.0 37.1 32.4 32.9 WL,N 15.8 23.8 20.7 23.0 17.8 11.2 
MI,E ••••••• 22.8 20.4 26.2 23.1 30.4 26.3 FL, M •••••• 20.6 21.3 16.1 17.9 19.0 20.3 
MI,W ...... 9.8 14.2 23.5 15.7 24.3 21.4 FL,S ••••••• 34.0 29.0 32.0 34.5 32.2 29.3 
OH,N •••••• 37.4 29.5 22.9 35.3 33.2 24.8 GA.N •••••• 24.0 26.1 24.2 21.9 24.1 24.6 
OH,S ...... 18.7 17.5 15.7 22.7 24.1 19.0 GA,M •••••• 11.8 14.6 15.1 13.5 10.1 7.6 
TN,E 23.3 24.6 23.8 17.1 17.1 25.0 GA,S ...... 5.6 10.5 11.1 7.4 6.6 10.2 
TN,M •••••• 38.9 33.4 27.1 40.,6 37,9 35.2 
TN,W •••••• 13.7 13.6 lS.7 12.6 16.4 15.2 

1 ,Data from 1977 to 1979 was under reported. 
2 Pursuant to the Federal Distrlct Court Organization Act of 1978 (P. L. 95-409), district boundaries in Illinois were changed. Only data 

since passage of that legislation is shown. 
3 The District of the Northern Mariana Islands was established on Ja~uary 8, 1978. 

NOTE: Data for 1980 through 1982 excludes jurors in travel status. 
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Juror Usage Check Sheet 

" ~he, following Juror Usage Check Sheet lists 14 basic positive factors which tend to 
result I~ a, low J.U.I. and 14 ~dyerse, factor~ which tend to result in a hi h J.U.I. 
CommUnICatIOn b~tween the AdmInIstratIve OffIce and district court personnel~entified 
t~es: factors ~s Juror ,us~ge problems encountered by the district courts. Each of tHe 94 
dISt~IC,t cou:ts has ,vm:Ia~lOn~ of local rules and implements different practices regarding juror 
~dmlnIstratIOn. ThIS listmg IS not meant to include all possible factors affecting a district's 
J~ror, u~a~e, but can be used as a starting point to isolate and study individual aspects of a 
dIS,trI~t s, Jur,or usage prog~am. Once a court has determined the practices or conditions that 
eXI~t In Its Jury program, It can proceed to study those areas which may require modification 
to Improve the usage of petit and grand jurors. ' 

5 i~;9~anal Zone closed March 31, 198-? in accordance with the Panama Canal Act of 
,- (; 
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CHECK SHEET ON JUROR USAGE FACTORS THAT MAY HAVE AN EFFECT ON 
JUROR STATISTICS 

POSITIVE FACTORS 

Good cooperation and communicat~on 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 ~qhere 
the number of judges and trials per­
mits. 

Use of multiple voir dires in the jury 
selection process. 

Reduction in voir dire panel size. 

Use of civil juries of less than twelve 
members. 

Reduction in the number of challenges 
allowed. 

Established deadlines for settlements 
or pleas. 

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

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

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

Stipulation by counsel to waive alter­
nate jurors or verdic~s by 12 o~ 6. 

No highly publ;icized trials and few 
multiple defendant criminai cases. 

1 

I 
2 

~ 
I 

4 

I 
5 

I 
6 , 
7 

~ , 
9 

lb 
'I 
11 

'L 
12 

'13 

I 
14 

ADVERSE FACTORS 

PooI1cooperation and communication be- 0 
tween judges and court personnel, 

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

Each judge using a separate ,jury 0 
panel. 

All judges beginning jury selection at 0 
,the s~me time and,on the S3me day. 

A voir dire being called for each trial 
with a failure to return unused jurors 0 
to the jury pool for further use on 
another trial. 

Use of VOil' dh'e panels larger than 
recommended. 

Use of civil juries of twelve or more 
members. 

Excessive use of peremptory challenges. 

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

Little or poor use of pretrial hear­
ings or omnibus hearings. 

A predo~nan~ly criminal trial cal­
enaar - 70%' or more of all jUl'y trials. 

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

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

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

D 

o 
o 
D 

o 
o 

o 
D 

D 

NOTE: Factors are rcmdomly 15,sted with no order as to si~ificance. 
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JUROR COS"l'S 

The following expenditures are based on vouchers submitted by clerks of U.S. district 
courts to the Adl!1inistr~tive Office. Since these vouchers are not always submitted immedi­
ately, the expemlltures lIsted must be considered estimates. 

Nationwide, approximately $38,897,800 was expended for petit and grand jurors during 
~he 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. 

HOW JUROR DOLLARS WERE SPENT 

Total Juror Expenditures: 
Grand Juror Expenditures: 
Petit Juror Expenditures: 

Attendance - 48.5% 

IN THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 3D, 1982 

$38,897,800 
10,542,300 
28,355,500 

20 

Subsistence - 3.6% 

Subsistence - 3.1 % 

Mileage - 6.3% 

Other -0.6% 

Other -4.3% 

-. 

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 ~ttendance, mileage, ~ubsistence, and other miscellaneous expenses. Jurors (excluding 
Fedt3ral 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 fot' grand jurors. Mileage and toll 
exp~nses accounted 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 
includes parking, telephone calls, and refreshments. 

Table 11 
U.s. District Courts 

National Grand Juror Payments 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1978 through 1982 

(Estimated Figures) 

Grand :Juror 
Payments 1978* 1979* 1980* 1981* 

Total Payments ••••• $4,645,400 $6,730,500 $8,862,900 $10,310,700 

A ttenclance •••••• 3,536,000 4,925,600 6,141,300 6,541,400 

Subsistence •••••• 250,900 403,200 629,500 1,029,700 

Mileage ••••••••• 847,100 1,389,000 2,036,500 2,684,500 

Other •••••••••• 11,400 12,700 55,600 55,200 

1982 

$10,542,300 

6,613,000 

1,220,900 

2,461,900 

246,500 

* Expenditure data. for the years 1978 throu~h 1981 was underreported by ~pp'roximately five 
percent. ComparIsons between 1982 and prevIOus years, therefore, must be maq~ with caution. 

Table 12 presents grand juror expenditures by district. New York, Southern spent the 
most i? 1982, 'Pay~ng 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. 
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Table 12 

U.s. OistriC!t Courts 
Grand Juror Expenditure Breakdown for the Year Ended June 30, 1982 

(Estimated Figures) 

PerC!entage of Estimated 
Total Expenditure for:-

Est. Total Attend- I Mile-I SUbSist-I Est. Total 
OistriC!t Expenditures anC!e Bge enC!e Other OistriC!t Expenditures 

TotaL •••••• $ 10,542,283 62.7 23.4 11.6 2.3 7th Cir. 

DC •••••••••• 261,726 91.6 8.4 - - IL, N ••••••••• 389,650 
IL, C ••••••••• 84,125 

1st Cir. lL, S ••••••••• 75,562 
IN,N ••••••••• 70,187 

ME •••••••••• 18,461 55.9 33.7 3.8 6.6 IN, S ••••••••• 122,264 
MA •••••••••• 263,145 74.6 23.S - 2.1 WI, E ••••••••• 87,620 
NH •••••••••• 41,571 61.3 32.0 6.0 0.7 WI, W . ....... 44,795 
RI ••••••••••• 35,571 82.0 15.8 - 2.2 
PR .......... 96,189 4S.8 17.0 36.8 0.4 8th Cir. 

2nd Cir. AR,E •••••••• 41,865 
AR,W •••••••• 34,896 

M 69,246 75.3 20.5 1.6 2.6 lA, N ••••••••• 26,111 .......... 
31.1 lA,S ••••••••• 30,484 !'lY,N •••••••• 106,864 64.8 1.3 2.8 

NY, E •••••••• 481,067 78.4 20.6 0.3 0.7 MN •••••••••• 88,989 
!\TY, S 883,670 77.9 21.4 - 0.6 MO,E •••••••• 67,878 ........ 

82,524 NY, 1-1' •••••••• 143,215 76.4 19.8 - 3.7 MO,W •••••••• 
VT ••••••••••• 35,283 63.4 32.2 - 4.4 NE . ......... 86,715 

NO •••••••••• 37,365 
3rd Cir. SO ••••••••••• 58,928 

DE ......... . 32,416 71.6 23,7 - 4.6 9th Cir. 
N.T ••••••••••• 262,911 77.4 22;0 - 0.7 
PA,E 288,673 67.9 24.6 5.8 1.7 AK •••••••••• 54,294 ........ 

AZ 113,542 PA, M •••••••• 91,168 60.2 28.0 6.9 4.9 . ......... 
PA, W •••••••• 174,871 56.1 21.0 20.4 2.5 CA,N •••••••• 208,647 
VI ........... - - - - - CA,E •••••••• 145,027 

CA,C •••••••• 457,274 
4th Clr. CA,S . ....... 182,422 

HI ........... 28,100 
MD •••••••••• 232,270 58.1 31.4 4.0 6.5 ID ••••••••••• 37,346 
NC,E •••••••• 56,631 50.8 21.6 27.1 0.6 MT .......... 45,760 
NC,!\'! •••••••• 49,581 62.4 31.2 6.3 0.1 NY .•••••••••• 88,401 
NC', \'l •••••••• 18,343 60.8 39.2 - - OR ••••• , •••• 131,021 
S8 •.••.•••••• 88,622 46.1 25.0 28.9 - WA,E •••••••• 38,791 
VA,E ........ 135,905 68.2 22.9 2.1 6.8 WA,W •••••••• 111,506 
VA, W •••••••• 69,785 42.8 16.9 28.4 11.9 GU •••••••••• 13,678 
1\'V,N •••••••• 2R,071 57.2 23.5 16.4 2.9 NMX •••••••••• -
v.'V, S ........ 59,993 76.6 17.1 3.0 3.3 

10th Cir. 
5th Cir. 

202,675 CO •••••••••• 
LA,E 123,536 69.9 21.2 - 8.9 KS ........... 64,642 ........ 
LA, II-\' •••••••• 48,393 80.7 17.2 1.9 0.2 NM •••••••••• 72,966 
LA,W •••••••• 73,773 55.3 24.6 17.1 3.0 OK,N •••••••• 23,015 
¥.5, N •••••••• 33,988 48.6 33.9 17.5 - OK,E •••••••• 31,280 
MS,S ••••••••• 77,045 37.3 15.4 46.0 1.3 OK,W •••••••• 52,948 
TX,N •••••••• 117,552 63.0 28.1 8.8 0.1 UT . ......... 35,442 
TX,E •••••••• 40960 50.5 21.0 18.7 9.8 WY •••••••••• 14,890 
TX,S ••••••••• 170:657 66.8 23.6 2.2 7.4 
TX,W •••••••• 134,300 66.4 21.4 5.4 6.8 11th Cir. 
CZ .......... - - - - -

AL,N •••••••• 62,355 
8th Clr. AL,M •••••••• 52,827 

i.\L.S ••••••••• 25,198 
KY,E •••••••• 84,977 68.3 28.4 - 3.3 FL,N ........ 101,344 
KY,W •••••••• 61,359 76.8 20.2 1.1 1.9 FL, M •••••••• 280,376 
~I,E ••••••••• 278,776 69.5 27.4 0.1 3.0 FL,S ••••••••• 319,027 
MI, W 76,778 49.9 22.7 21.1 6.4 GA,N •••••••• 15S,3i,2 ........ 
OH,N •••••••• 184,912 57.8 25.3 14.2 2.8 GA,M •••••••• 79,7~3 
OH,S 119,692 54.2 ~9.4 15.7 0.7 GA,S ........ 96,6/7 ........ 

/1 TN,E ........ 24,848 68.8 28.4 - 2.7 
" TN,M •••••••• 41,735 60.8 37.8 - 1.4 Ii 

II 
TN,W •••••••• 69,170 77.1 20.3 0.1 2.5 ,. 

'1 

- Due to rounding to the nearest deC!imal point, perC!entages may not add to 100.0 perC!ent. 
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PerC!entage of Estimated 
Total Expenditure for:-

Attend-l Mile-l SUbsist-1 
BnC!e age enC!e Other 

76.6 20.0 0.1 3.3 
45.2 32.2 20.7 1.9 
46.2 16.8 35.7 1.3 
42.7 26.7 29.4 1.2 
44.7 24.0 30.6 0.6 
47.3 23.4 23.1 6.2 
36.8 28.9 29.1 5.2 

44.6 30.2 24.1 1.2 
37.1 24.9 37.8 0.1 
49.5 23.6 19.1 7.8 
67.9 21.6 8.8 1.7 
43.5 10.0 38.3 8.2 
66.0 20.9 11.2 1.9 
44.2 18.1 36.7 1.0 
39.0 27.3 33.7 0.1 
34.8 30.6 34.4 0.2 
34.5 30.7 34.9 -

30.5 22.0 35.6 12.0 
55.8 25.9 15.1 3.2 
62.4 31.3 6.3 -
45.9 23.2 30.0 1.0 
57.2 29.6 12.9 0.3 
74.6 19.9 0.1 5.4 
68.2 24.6 1.2 6.0 
42.4 29.0 28.6 -
34.4 37.1 28.4 0.1 
81.3 18.1 0.6 -
39.7 28.7 30.3 1.4 
43.5 23.0 31.8 1.7 
57.6 20.5 16.0 5.9 
88.8 11.2 - -

- - - -

38.3 17.9 41.9 2.0 
54.3 26.9 17.3 1.5 
34.0 35.6 30.0 0.4 
76.5 23.5 - -
46.9 33.3 19.7 0.2 
59.0 16.2 23.0 1.7 
60.7 17.6 1807 3.0 
78.0 14.6 5.6 1.8 

46.1 24.8 27.7 1.3 
50.3 24.9 24.1 0.1 
60.0 29.9 8.5 1.5 
52.0 22.2 25.0 0.8 
56.2 22.6 20.7 0.6 
76.9 17.7 2.0 3.3 
57.9 25.4 13.2 3.5 
43.1 21.3 35.6 -
37.6 33.3 29.1 -

I 
I PETff JUROR COSTS 

As shown in Table 13, $28,355,500 was expended for petit jurors during 1982. Atten­
dance fees of $30 per juror per day (excluding Federal employees) accounted fpr $18,863,400, 
or 66.5 percent of the total. Although the mileage allowance was reduced in December 1981 
from 22.5 cents per mile to 20 cents per mile, mileage expenditures still totalled $6,443,500 
(22.7 percent). Only $1,394,800 (4.9 percent) was paid for sUbsistence and $1,653,800 (5.8 
percent) was spent for other miscellaneous expenses. Miscellaneous expenses are primarily for 
the comfort and convenience of the jurors. 

Table 13 
U.s. District Courts 

National Petit Juror Payments 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1978 through 1982 

(Estima ted Figures) 

Petit Juror 
Payments 1978* 1979* 1980* 1981* 

Total Payments ..... $14,875,400 $18,863,500 $24,759,200 $27,415,400 

Attendance . ..... 11,283,000 14,241,900 17,076,400 18,279,700 

Subsistence ...... 359,400 563,900 783,700 1,090,600 

Mileage ••••.•••• 2,525,200 3,675,100 5,418,100 7,139,300 

Other •••••••••• 707,800 382,600 1,481,0,00 905,800 

1982 

$28,355,%0 

18,863,400 

1,394,800 

6,443,500 

1,653,800 

- Expenditure data for the years 1978 through 1981 was underreported by appro,ximately five percent. 
Comparisons between 1982 and previous years, therefore, must be made with caution. 

.-

Table 14 presents petit juror expenditures by district. Again, New York, Southern 
reported the largest payments ($1,600,014) to petit jurors. Five other districts reported 
expenditures in excess of $1,000,000 for petit juror activity. The average cost per juror day in 
1982 was $45 and the average cost per jury trial day was $804. 
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Tallie 14 
U.s. District Courts 

Petit Juror Expenditure Breakdown for the Year Ended June 30, 1982 
(Estimated Figures) 

Percentage or Estimated 
Total Expenditure for:· 

Est. Total A ttend-T MiIe- T sUbslst-l Est. Total 
District Expenditures ance age ence Other District Expenditures 

Total ••••••• $ 28,355,549 66.5 22.7 4.9 5.8 7th eir. 

DC .......... 289,755 76.0 7.0 - 16.9 IL,N ••••••••• 756,826 
IL,C ......... 145,851 

1st Cir. IL,S ••••••••• 176,099 
IN, N ••••••••• 143,120 

'IE •••••••••• 45,721 60.2 24.2 6.8 8.8 IN,S ......... 191,403 
~IA •••••••••• 619,296 74.7 20.7 - 4.6 WI,E ......... 219,353 
NH ., •••••••• 122,815 62.2 32.4 2.4 3.0 WI, W ........ 51,111 
RI. .......... 140,645 78.1 16.2 - 5.7 
PR iloilo •••••••• 187,041 45.4 15.7 37.7 1.3 8th eir. 

2nd Cir. AR,E •••••••• 176,449 
AR,W •••••••• 159,891 

CT .......... 308,604 74.6 1!1.1 0.1 6.1 IA,N ••••••••• 109,174 
NY,N •••••••• 196,372 72.5 20.7 2.5 4.4 lA, S ••••••••• 126,286 
NY,E •••••••• 1,074,189 76.8 19.7 - 3.4 MN .......... 391,036 
NY,S ........ 1,600,014 75.0 21.4 0.2 3.5 MO,E •••• , ••• 351,239 
NY, W •••••••• 223,474 74.7 18.4 1.8 5.1 MO,W •••••••• 207,934 
VT ••••••••••• 131,617 61.6 21.6 2.8 14.1 NE .......... 295,469 

ND •••••••••• 141,990 

3rd Cir. SD ••••••••••• 224,997 

DE iloilo •••••••• 49,317 72.3 22.2 1.6 3.9 9th Cir. ' 
NJ ••••••••••• 694,339 71.2 21.1 0.3 7.5 
PA,E iloilo •••••• 1,335,273 62.5 21.9 7.0 8.6 AK •••••••••• 109,744 
PA, M •••••••• 329,244 63.5 26.2 2.8 7.5 AZ ........... 277,135 
PA, W •••••••• 394,977 62.5 21.3 12.1 4.1 CA,N •••••••• 604,529 
VI ........... 191,020 76.6 4.4 0.1 18.9 CA,E •••••• ,. 296,781 

CA, C •••••••• 1,270,429 
4th Cir. CA,S . ........ 356,621 

HI ........... 52,974 
MD •••••••••• 497,691 59.4 30.7 5.2 4.6 10 ........... 140,605 
NC,E •••••••• 207,585 69.2 27.6 1.2 1.9 MT ........... 159,640 
NC, M •••••••• 122,544 56.3 31.7 10.9 1.1 NV .......... 192,958 
NC, W •••••••• 110,845 76.3 23.7 - - OR •••••••••• 199,771 
SC ........... 498,596 55.0 32.0 10.2 2.7 WA,E •••••••• 67,616 
VA,E ........ 205,312 72.7 21.9 0,4 5.0 WA,W •••••••• 372,620 
VA, W •••••••• 116,508 63.7 23.3 0.1 12.9 GU •••••••••• 26,748 
.... rv, N •••••••• 36,744 70.7 24.0 1.1 4.2 NMI •••••••••• 16,631 
WY,S ........ 125,952 72.3 21.0 2.0 4.7 

10th eir. 
5th Cir. 

CO .......... 230,894 

LA,E ........ 468,379 66,4 18.7 0.5 14.5 KS ........... 197,244 

LA, M •••••••• 47,375 78.1 10.6 - 2.2 NM •••••••••• 249,800 

LA, W •••••••• 168,420 70.0 25.5 0.4 4.1 OK,N •••••••• 139,484 
MS,N •••••••• 129,519 59.8 36.3 0.7 3.2 OR,B •••••••• 62234 
MS,S ••••••••• 269,816 60.0 22.5 2.6 14.9 OK,W •••••••• 194:380 

TX,N •••••••• 502,321 76.8 22.3 0.9 - UT .......... 159,564 

TX,E ........ 298,203 70.0 24.4 0.1 5.5 WY •••••••••• 58,241 

TX,S ••••••••• 673,125 66.8 23.8 1.9 7.5 
TX, W •••••••• 362,482 71.7 18.4 2.5 7.5 11th eir. 
CZ .......... - - - - -

AL,N •••••••• 386,578 

6th Cir. AL, M •••••••• 102,583 
AL,S ••••••••• 187,677 

KY,E •••••••• 265,555 66.7 27.8 2.1 3.4 FL,N ........ 137,070 

Ky,W •••••••• 146,435 70.7 24.5 - 4.7 FL, M •••••••• 538,646 

MI,E ......... 1,148,179 67.2 23.9 0.4 8.4 FL,S ••••••••• 1,193,367 

MI, W •••••••• 216,088 54.9 27.9 9.0 8.2 GA,N •••••••• 539,204 

OH,N •••••••• 319,257 68.9 23.9 1.6 5.6 GA,'M •••••••• 92,742 

OH,S •••••••• 287,015 61,4 22.9 9.2 6.5 GA,S ................ 202,537 

TN,E ........ 164,174 71.2 26.8 - 2.0 
TN,M •••••••• 149,701 72.8 23.6 - 3.6 
TN,W •••••••• 198,140 75.5 21.8 - 2.8 

• Due to rounding to the nearest decimal point, percentages may not add to 100.0 percent. 
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Percentage ot Estimated 
Total Expenditure for:· 

A ttend-I Mile-I SUbSist-I 
ance age ence Other 

74.1 20.6 - 5.3 
58.9 3G.8 2.4 1.9 
58.1 33.8 3.6 4.6 
76.0 18.1 0.3 5.5 
62.8 28.5 1.5 7.3 
64.7 19.9 2.5 12.8 
66.1 21.4 6.4 6.1 

67.1 26.9 2.8 3.3 
69.0 2.1.9 0.2 2.0 
50.7 22.9 17.9 8.5 
60.4 28.8 8.4 2.4 
65.2 17.5 9.8 7.4 
71.3 21.7 0.6 6.4 
70.7 25.0 2.2 2.1 
57.0 25.0 15.9 2.1 
53.3 22.9 21.0 2.8 
52.1 30.2 16.3 1.4 

" 

55.5 12.2 20.7 U.6 
71.7 19.7 4.3 4.3 
63.6 25.0 4.4 7.0 
53.3 28.9 14.3 3.5 
54.0 25.1 10.0 10.8 
71.7 19.9 0.6 7.8 
64.5 18.8 11.4 5.3 
53.3 25.5 19.8 1.3 
46.3 28.7 23.6 1.5 
74.7 15.2 5.5 4.5 

~j \ 
ji 

~ 
ti 
I! 
j 

65.4 24.0 5.7 4.8 
63.8 19.2 10.5 6.5 
61.1 19.5 12.6 6.8 
79.6 12.7 - 7.8 

l 
1 

93.1 4.0 - 2.9 I 

61.3 19.3 14.6 4.7 

.J 

1 
j 

70.2 24.1 4.3 1.4 
50.6 27.7 17.9 3.8 
73.9 24.0 0.5 1.7 
53.8 37.7 8.3 o.~ 
71.7 22.2 1.8 4. 
62.4 21.4 9.7 6.6 
84.2 9.1 0.5 6.1 

47.2 28.7 22.3 1.9 
66.4 27.5 5.7 0.4 
55.2 25.0 18.5 1.3 
66.5 24.5 2.9 6.1 
66.6 25.8 4.2 3.4 
72.3 16.7 6.5 4,5 

71.1 22.9 2.5 3.5 
72.4 25.5 0.1 2.1 

61.1 19.3 0.1 19.5 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
0 

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
'SEilected "'d,;,NoiSelebted, :~';In""'; 
"or;, ,', ',Challenged ' Serving 0(' TraYer ," 

Sefvni9 '", Challenged ,statue,' ,. 

3 4 5 6 7 

100 % 8 % 9 % 10 % 11 % 

17 18 19 20 21 22 

, __________ ~J~U~R~Y_T~R~IA~L=S~ ________ ~ 

NUMBER OF GRAND' JURIES 

27 28 29 30 31 

32 33 34 35 36 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

12 

\. USAGE STATISTICS 
,----------------------------------------~ 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

25 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS - Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

13 14 15 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 

16 

23 24 25 26 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

$ 
T 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

37 38 
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Per 
Juror 
Day 
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Seetionm 
JUROR USAGE PROFILES 

EXPLANATION OF ENTRIES ON DISTRICT JUROR USAGE PROFILES 

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

2. Authorized judgeships on June 30, 1982 (does not include senior judges). 

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

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

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

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

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

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

9. Percentage of petit jurors who were challenged. 

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

11. Percenttl~e of petit jurors who were in travel status. 

12. The average number of jurors available in court (whether selected, serving, or 
challenged, or not selected, serving or challenged) per jury trial per day. The J.U.I. is 
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. 

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

14. Estimated cost per jury trial per day. 

15. Estimated cost per petit juror per day. 

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

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

18. Total number of civil jury trials. 

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

20. Total number of criminal jury trials. 
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Section m 
JUROR USAGE PROFn.ES 

(continued) 

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

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

23. Total number of civil jury trial days. 

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

25. Total number of criminal jury trial days. 

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

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

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

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

30. Total number of grand juries which were either discharged by the court or which had 
served the 18 month statutory period and ceased to exist at some time between July 1, 
1981 and June 30, 1982. 

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

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

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

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

35. The average number of jurors that participated in each convened session. It is calculated 
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 Procedur~ requires a grand jury to consist of 16 to 23 members. 

36. 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). 

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

27 
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Sectionm 
JUROR USAGE PROFILES 

(continued) 

38. Estimated cost for each grand jury session convened. 

39. Estimated cost per grand juror per day. 

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

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

COMMENT: A statement is provided for those districts reporting various occurren!~es in the 
operation of their jury system which have had an effect on their usage statistics. This 
information is obtained from the JS-llG and JS-ll monthly reports provided by the Clerks of 
the U. S. District Courts. The data in this report are compiled by the Statistical Analysis and 

Reports Division. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 

A 
N 
0 

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

ESTIMATED COSTS "" Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

10,421 6,251 1,612 2,558 
19.85 ~~ 289,755 552 29 

100 % 60.0 % 15.5 ~{, 24.5 % % Not Selc.'Cted, Serving $ 
or Challenged 70;990 I 

119 53 44.5 66 55.5 525 241 45.9 284 54.1 
TorAL ;). 

"-

',CIVU~' .,. ~""" ""!Yo ' '; 'Cf:{IMIN.AL ~.' 

JURY TRIALS 
1>"% .:t.pr~t.,:':, t~:;,;:CIYIL:,,~:{(r;r::""Q;:'<~flIMIfi{A~J<~:c~:,,'; 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

/' NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

23 14 9 12 11 

564 /; 11,033 2,706 19.6 4.80 

SessiQnE :'~;I;'" JU(QfSirt. :,;: 'H6urS: ul"'" ':"Av~>J~ror~~:AYg;B(1U~;~1 
. CQ!1v~m«(~".. "S¢ssi&r(:" ': .: :~~~§i()o.;'::: , p~r Sl;i~~l()nc' .J)~tS~~slQb .. 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

:\;ri125 ,; .. ·.,.··.'.: .•• · .... :6:'.· .. ~.·.·',· .. ',".: .. · .. ·.:".·.,·.·.··.'.i.:.: ..•.•.• · :'.:'i:~>', .. '; . .c;" 

% Not 
Sel .. ~ted, 
35(\11ng or 
Challenged 

22.7 

28.5 

25.5 

25.7 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

61.8 

57.0 

60.5 

61.6 

20.31 

22.65 

18.81 

$ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

261,726 464 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

" Per 
Juror 
Day 

24 

1982 
'\.. 

24.5 60.0 

19.7,0 

19.85 

c'~~~:/)}*~"'~}~\/,~~~{I ::~'g~:~~~::~, .. !~r~f~~r . 
J'J;:;,d:.·~~;·~~t':~f~~ij:~",. '2~~~;K9~~;;::c 'f~::;~'B~@;;) 

COMMENT: The District of Columbia court was the focus of national attention in 1982 with the jury 'trial of U.S. v's Hinckle • 
Despite the notoriety of this case, the jury was selected from a panel of only 90 persons - 77 of whom were either selected 18, 
including six alternates) or challenged (5ll). The district's percentage of persons not selected, serving, or challenged actually declined 
slightly in 1982 to 24.5 percent. 

Nevertheless, this court ~eported other situations where a number of trials were conducted before juries with four and even 
five alternate jurors. Several 12 person c~vil juries were also selected. Large juries such as these require large panels for selection, 
because the number of challenges allowed increases. 

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 
to those required by the JUdicial Confer~ncej' This internal report summarizes for each judge how many jurors were used or not used 
for each trial and kGeps track .of the numbers of settlements, pleas, etc. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE MAINE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

P 
E 943 680 170 75 
T 
I 

100 % 72.1 % 18.0 % 8.0 % 

T 
20 11 55.0 9 45.0 

18 
17.46 

1.9% 

54 

S 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS " Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

45,721 847 48 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 3,658 

35 64.8 19 35.2 
";:;,'~oTt{):tALC,<); ;"i~.tll.V:t(;:!~,", \;,.:<%F':.··:~f~R~MIN.M;;':~I';.;'p,%,::: ';;;'~i'(t;)T~~:c·'~';q,lyj.td:(~;~ri :i'~'\li!t.,;;~ ,:~:ffJ:UiDf.l~.it'~'.\i·~ji'(c 

" JURY TRIALS 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/ 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1981 

3 

15 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

1 2 1 2 

316 95 21.1 6.33 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

7.8 

14.0 

9.4 

6.1 

8.0 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

74.1 

71.8 

75.0 

75.9 

72.1 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

17.16 

16.79 

17.42 

20.39 

17.46 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ~ 

$ 
T 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

18,461 i 1,231 
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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 criminal jury trial days in 1981 
to a majority of civil jury trial days in 1932. 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 tw,") day selection of the jury. 
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__ ~ __ ~ _______ -~ _______ c ____________ ~ _________ _ 

JUROR USAGE PROF~LE MASSACHUSETTS 

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

P 
E 
T 

T 

/' 

15,250 

100 % 

196 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

9,962 1,529 3,759 

65.3 % 10.0 % 24.6 % 

127 64.8 69 35.2 

16.58 
% 

920 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

EST I MATED COSTS 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

619,296 673 41 

Not Selected, Serving 
or Challenged 

462 50.2 458 49.8 

. :j.:tQfAt.:;','I.;ClV[l,'. :.g' :~~)p,r;1.i 'QR~M(Nf¢[:~,~:::%;C;" i:)\,,'t()TAL.;:·~(:~,~;":qOO~<t f:;/:,P&;t.: ;:<:c;:f.lIM.lriA~· .', £:;;"4>;<:( . 

" JURY TRIALS 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

18 

334 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

10 8 

6,492 1,372 

7 11 

19.4 4.11 

; ," Se~io6i,",; '; ~ilr6r~ln '.<, ;;;)'!)"9,ui:~iQ;;;;?':f ?:~vg.fJ~rtfj(~;~¥~:l:I~"l~; 
Convened '. _ 1.". ~ Ses\;lJ~m".,~; 22§$:$l;IO~',;;,;:,':per~$$IOr.r; )~r~Siqn::; 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 

USAGE STATISTICS 

~(~i"i:;'1:~tt:y 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

20.0 

22.3 

23.6 

26.0 

24.6 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

67.7 

68.9 

66.0 

63.3 

65.3 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

18.42 

18.17 

15.96 

16.76 

16.58 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

$ 
1 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOi"AL Session 

263,145 788 
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COMMENT: Two, and sometimes three times each month, jurors report for orientation at the one 
place of holding court with jury trial activity in this district. 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 PROFiLE NEW HAMPSHIRE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

I' NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

P 
E 2,368 1,549 466 353 

T 65.4 % 19.7 % 14.9 % 100 % % 

T 
29 21 72.4 8 27.6 

17.54 

135 

$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

122,815 910 52 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 

18,299 

84 62.2 51 37.8 
i;"')f(;)tA4}, ,:'.Civo.: " r/:~A>,,;;:':d:*tMlW;,k}:~:%;-;, . 
" JURY TRIALS 

,;t(:)':r'~t,'<):':::9Wtt.;,':;;:,: ,:::i;':';~~~': :;:'¢al~I,t\lAAD;': ,p.;;t" 

JURY TRiAL DAYS 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

3 1 2 1 2 

38 744 193 19.6 5.08 

}:;',S~~iJ~n$':x,:\ \:,;::::~!l~qr~iri;,: _ :Rbli~$ln~ ,,:: 'i\viaurpi$? '''Avg;'Houc$' 
,~cOol'l"e"~(t~' !',;.;J~~ss,it;m'i,/,;·:" > ~~~~i!?t:'I1 j' _ 'p'e,,-se~slo\1 _ f)gt-Sessfon 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

USAGE STATISTICS 

, ',::'::;, ':::0:::;:.:',. '.:~ 
"''200' <.: :" . -.. / .. ~:: ' ".~.~ ,". 

C'~"~?{:6": 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

29.1 

20.7 

9.8 

12.3 

14.9 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

53.0 

64.5 

74.7 

71.5 

65.4 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

25.26 

15.48 

16.67 

14.12 

17.54 

$ 
i 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

41,571 1,094 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

"\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

56 

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 

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

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

/' 

3,220 

100 % 

47 

NUMBER OF ,IUROR DAYS 

2,651 385 184 

82.3 % 12.0 % 5.7 % 

32 68.1 15 31.9 

14.19 
% 

227 

:5 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

f) 

JUDGESHIPS L-=-..J 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

140,645 620 44 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 8,017 

161 70.9 66 29.1 
"~>TPt;il.t.. .. > I~C1VlL:>:·.p.fl~' ·cRiMIN:AL~t\··, %, .ft TOTAt,,})CIVIL,'.":%;I.:QRJMINAl.:%'· 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

'- JURY TRIALS 

4 

44 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

2 2 

892 264 

USAGE STATISTICS 

1 
.1 

20,,3 

3 

6.00 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

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

:';'::;:~'~~9:i'!' 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

10.1 

6.0 

2.0 

10.3 

5.7 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

82.9 

81.7 

79.1 

73.3 

82.3 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

13.86 

16.58 

15.46 

17.60 

14.19 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

$ 
i 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

35,571 808 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

"'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

40 

COMMENT: Increased jury trial activity was noted in this district in 1982 as 10 more trials and 45 
more trial days were reported than a year .earlier. This increase was not matched by an increase in 
total available jurors, instead, the total availab~e 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. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE PUERTO RICO 

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

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/ 

/' NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

2,933 1,451 415 685 

100 % 49.5 % 14.1 % 23.4 % 

33 11 33.3 22 66.7 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

382 

13.0 % 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

24.04 

122 
rOTAI .. : 

',' ...... "....... .' 
Total' . No. On, .. ' ..... '... No.'· ...... " .' ,No,. . NoiOn " 

. In Existence JuIY1/19sr'IIJipaneled .. :O!schargsct . J lJly1/1982 

6 

57 
•• " :., ~ .OJ; , , -' • 

;'; 'S~sstOris: .• 
,P'onvaned 

3 3 1 5 

1,161 245 20.4 4.30 

,'" JUrors!!) . . Hours!n .. Ailg.JlJror~'Avg.I:iQu.rs 
session' ...• . . .'. Se~~iorr .'. . J).er~esslonperSa$sian: 

USAGE STATISTICS 
,'-.------------------------------------------~ 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
··.,URV TRIALS .•...... 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1978 41.4 44.5 

1979 38.0 49.1 

1980 24.2 51.2 

1981 32.6 39.0 

\. 1982 23.4 49.5 

$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS L2-l 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

'"'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

187,041 1,533 64 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 43,768 

36 29.5 86 70.5 
CIVIL" .' 

"%, QRIMlNAL .%;;' 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "'\ 

$ 
I 

Per TOTAL Session 

96,189 1,688 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

83 

COMMENT: The size of the panel of prospective jurors brought in for selection of a jury in this dis­
trict is average, ranging between 17 and 26 jurors for a civil trial and between 27 and 42 jurors for a 
criminal trial. Exceptionally large panels of 60 to 70 jurors were called for several criminal 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. The 13.0 percent of jurors in travel status is the 
second highest nationwide. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE CONNECTICUT 

LU PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

'\. 

'\. 

Total 
Available 

7,353 

100 % 

65 
TOTAL 

Total 
in Existence 

11 

95 

Sessions 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not Selected, In USAGE 

or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged status 

4,689 1,437 1,227 -
22.62 

63.8 0' 
'0 19.5 % 16.7 % - % 

28 43.1 37 56.9 325 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL ~~ TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. NO.On 
July 1, 1981 Impaneled Discharged July 1, 1982 

9 2 5 6 

1,785 539 18.8 5.67 

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

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR USAGE 

YEAR Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total 
ENDED of Jury JU~ 

Selected, or Usage Number of 
JUNE 30 Trials Tria s Serving or Serving Index Grand 

Challenged Juries 

1978 31 48.4 6.8 86.1 15.08 10 
.' 

1979 63 36.5 8.7 74.0 17.01 13 

1980 55 29.1 5.7 77 .9 15.11 17 

1981 62 46.8 12.0 72.3 17.80 14 

"-
1982 65 56.9 16.7 63.8 22.62 11 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS L2-l 
ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$ 308,604 950 42 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 51,537 

160 49.2 165 50.8 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 0/0 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

69,246 729 
i 
$ 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR USAGE 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Session 

68 349 

134 751 

215 1,235 

136 748 

95 539 

39 

"'\ 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

5.13 

5.60 

5.74 

5.50 . 
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. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE NEW YORK NORTHERN 

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

/' NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 

T~~i#~~~\;f~~'f'~~;~'i%~;=:~i V~~i 
P 
E 4,615 2,747 
T 

100 % 59.5 % 
I 

1 1,438 429 
18.31 

% 31.2 % 9.3 % 

~S 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS LLl 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

196,372 779 43 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 61,268 

T 

52 37 71.2 15 28.8 252 148 58.7 104 41.3 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

ii,.:.'rotAL:.>' .~ ":"elY".:, .... i::,':~~:';i·e.$l"'t~~l :.:'~. f7"LOf14\"lC ··;,::qtva>';/ ,:'.::1Y.,<7'::':~), f~%:") 
JURY TRIAL DAYS .J 

'- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

10 6 4 4 6 

111 2,152 544 19.4 4.90 

\_.,:"'~~\:-"::~ '~;> .. :;:'.~~~:;~::;j :;:j~;~:.X{;·#-.·J~ror.:. o~.~. 
\... USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

33.9 

38.4 

29.9 

20.0 

31.2 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

57.0 

54.2 

63.0 

70.2 

59.5 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

22.38 

19.29 

18.96 

14.82 

18.31 

$ 
T 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per 
TOTAL Session 

106,864 963 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

"'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

50 

COMMENT: Approximately 56 jurors are routinely called to court solely to attend an orientation 
session in several places of holding court in this district. This practice contributed to the large per­
centage of not selected, serving, or challenged jurors (31.2 percent) during 1982. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE NEW YORK EASTERN 
LLJ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

I' 

.. ·····.······.·:.Tdf~i: •• ··. 
. ;;A~.aHable.· ... 

27,179 

100 % 

15,541 

57.2 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

3,579 8,059 
21.57 

% 13.2 % 29.7 % % 

117 52.0 1,260 

. -

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS L.lQ.j 

ESTIMATED COSTS "'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

~h,074,189 853 40 

Not Selectf.ld, Serving $ 
or Challenged 319,0341 

4-97 39.4 763 60.6 
.% ".·torAI.;" t, t QIV!l; " .; :"oj,,;it::BJM1NAt:;;~F~:;' 

JURY TRIAL DA VS './ 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

48 32 16 23 25 

569 11 ,345 2,617 19.9 4.60 

'Sessiorl$" "'\:~riror~ lil':'; I: : Houraln>' '.}.IjgIJuiOrs; . Avg' Houi$ 
" . convened. . ',$~s~lon/ .', \·Seg$fClti··.;,pl'!r~e~s.i0Jr •. 'P13rSes$IC1Il' 

" USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
~." 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

1978 29.4 55.9 22.37 

1979 24.0 59.0 19.83 

1980 30.4 54.0 21.36 

1981 29.8 55.7 21.61 

29.7 57.2 21.57 

$ 
T 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

481,067 845 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

" Per 
Juror 
Day 

42 

COM~ENT: Though New York, Eastern uses the multiple selection technique and reuses jurors on jury 
selection days, almost 30 percent of the total available jurors in this district were reported as not 
selected, serving, or challenged. This percentage is significantly higher than the national average and 
is caused, in part, by the large panels of jurors (150 to 200 persons) called to court. On such days, over 
half of the people who reported were not selected, serving, or challenged. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE NEW YORK SOUTHERr~ 

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

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
-Selected '" USAGE 

YEAR ENDED 
JUI'JE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '" 
Per Per ',,' ,',t'()t~ic:'f', Wot ~lected. ::, _ '111, c" 

• ""A'lal(abj~ i ' 
\01" ' Ct\all~hged SeT'lingor ' :fravs! ,\" INDE'~>, 

,", :Q~&lIel1g~tl 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

ti">' ,.\,\,.:.;,~ " .'."\ .:, 

41,183 

100 % 

327 

-SeflJi\'1.tf. ,d '--,-.. ,,' 
23,108 5,384 12,691 

56.1 % 13.1% 30.8 % 

203 62.1 124 37.9 

' iStatl)~', 1- Day Day 

- ~~ 1,600,014 789 39 
20.31 

- % Not Selected. Serving $ 492 804 
or Challenged , 

2,028 1,026 50.6 1,002 49.4 

i':"orOtA.k '.'" i" 'ifJ1Y.fG;" ,,' %::ORJMINAL ~o; 
JURY TRIAL DAYS ~,-________ ~JU~R~Y~_~T~R~IA~L~S __________ ~ 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

53 

1,066 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

31 22 

21,685 4,815 

21 32 

20.3 4.52 

".Sa~~liol1~ "'. -,-.:--~J~r.or~iti~.: ','.'. ',',ftp~rsjll':. ,Av9.J~r.or~: :'Av#;:Ho~t~-
,Oonv.enoct ,.",: Se$SIO~, ' ,'i ~$I;llon'\- P,filtS~$~lp,ll 'Mr,~sssfClO:: 

~ USAGE STATISTICS 
,'---------------------------------------~ 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

\. 1982 

:I :: ,~'- ,i-'/'''>:' ';:' .. //' 
,~, ··.354············ .•. 42 04 ..... . 

l(',~1.*: :<i4icd . 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

33.4 51.5 

31.5 52.4 

35.2 49.2 

33.4 51.4 

30.8 56.1 

$ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

883,670 829 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

./ 

'" 
Per 

Juror 
Day 

41 
,',--

COMMENT: This court managed to improve its petit juror statistics in 1982 despite the fact that some 
judges continue to requ~st la,rge panels of 100 to 15.0 jurors for jury selection. Fout. 'jury trials, two 
civil and two criminal, lasted longer than 50 days. 

A total of 53 grand juries convened for 1,066 sessions during the year ended June 30, 1982. The 
prospective jurors not selected to serve as grand jurors are retm'ned to the petit jury pool for possible 
serVICe on a trial. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE NEW YORK WESTERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COUIRT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

! 
':' .. ,'. '1'.- -. ", q,' 

d' otal. .' 
~,;AyaflaQle •. '. 

4,972 

100 % 

39 

9 

184 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
-- .Sel/ecied NofS~JS'.oted, 

JUROR 
I '.' In, USAGE . 01',' .' Chalfel"J~e'd . .... ServlOgoy .. .Tralful INDEX SEm/lng ...... ..• Ohallellged . .,:Sf6\tU$ • 

, 

3,736 451 785 -
15.99 

75.1 % 9.1 % 15.8 % - % 

8 20.5 31 79.5 311 

O"'1-OTAk( 
JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

5 4 4 5 

3,612 977 19.6 5.31 

USAGE STATISTICS 

$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

223,474 719 45 
Not Selected, Serving $ 

or Challenged 35,309 

210 67.5 101 

$ 
[ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

143,215 778 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

32.~ 

'\. 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

40 

f----------------~==~~~----------------~--
~----Ir~~~~~~,_--~H~I~ST~O~R~I~C~A~L~C~O~M~P~A~RI~S~O~N8 ' 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

'- 1982 

; .. ·~.:.~ORYTAJAt.S ' PETIT JUROR USAGE ,. ". . GRAN'OJI:1ROR'USAGI;. ,'. , 

COMM~N~: Over, the past ,thr~e 'y~ars more than 70 percent 'of the jury trials in New York, Western 
were crimmal. T~IS facto: ~s ~Ig~Ificant because selection of criminal juries is generally more com li­
cated than selectIOn o! CIVIl JurIes. due, to larger p~nels that are called in anticipation of additi!al 
challenges. The. p~actIce of selectmg Jurors for trIals to begin at a later date did not significant! 
af~~ct 1982 st~tIstI~s. ~hough the percenta~e of jurors selected or serving declined to 75.1 percen~ 
thIS year, the fIgure IS stIll well above the natIonal average in this category. 



JUROR USAGE PROFILE VERMONT 

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

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

P 
E 2,683 2,001 231 451 

T 74.6 "10 8.6 "10 
I 

100 "10 16.8 "10 

T 
28 18 64.3 10 35.7 

15.24 

176 

H 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

EST I MATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

131,617 748 49 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 22,112 

102 58.0 74 42.0 
·.:.1iQTAtlf:~;:~ ,j,Q!\fll,;:i ·f~!;o/. ,:'QIilMINAL.:; )(';: ;, 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

3 3 1 2 

36 717 120 19.9 3.33 

1'~'/,\~~~LO:~:,i: ;;~i~;'fJi~~W<-·i'.·. ::;;;';:;~~~~~~\i~;;i' \~:e~~~~a~~,,~g$:i~~~c 
\.. 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

,i'~' .. ,. t~I::(, 
-' " " :, '-',:' ,> 

'~-i,f-':~6rt£y' 
'C:~';~~~-1.: 
':~~t:7c. 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

28.6 

32.0 

19.3 

23.6 

16.8 

% Selected Juror 
or Usage 

Serving Index 

60.8 14.21 

57.3 17.44 

70.8 14.92 

65.2 16.34 

74.6 15.24 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

35,283 980 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

"'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

49 

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 statistics. 
While 23.6 percent of the total available jurors were reported as not selected, serving, or challenged 
last year, only 16.8 percent were reported as such this year. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE DELAWARE 

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

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

r NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

1,218 769 137 312 
/-------/-----I-----!----I-------I 18.74 

100 % 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 

12 

2 

37 

63.1 % 11.2 % 25.6 % % 

6 50.0 6 50.0 65 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

2 1 1 

755 153 20.4 ! 4.14 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

11.4 

18.7 

25.6 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

70.5 

67.2 

71.2 

64.8 

63.1 

15.16 

12.81 

13.43 

16.21 

18.74 

~~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS L2.J 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

49,317 759 40 
Not Selected, Serving JS_ 

or Challenged 12,625 

22 33.8 43 66.2 

$ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

32,416 876 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

43 

COMMENT: Delaware reported three notorious, trials during the year, including one with seven well­
known defendant.,. In this case a nonjury trial was granted to the defense just ten minutes before the 
trial was due to start. The district's 63.1 percent rate of jurors selected or serving is slightly better 
than the national average of 61.6 percent. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE NEW JERSEY 

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

P 

E 
T 

T 

/' 

16,076 

100 % 

158 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

10,821 1,750 3,505 

67.3 % 10.9 % 21.8 % 

95 60.1 63 39.9 

17.47 
% 

920 

~~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "" 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

694,339 755 43 

Not Selected, Serving $ 151 366 
or Challenged ' 

467 50.8 453 49.2 

·:.~:tQrAI.;:;.· •. ?:.t);;;;l~tVJt·::·.!ICc'{,;~?·';~RJt."lt!~C}::;,gJ;:ck,'(1~. .d7;:;r¢;'tA#.';;:·::,:·' ji-';{Q~Vtt\';;h;,R?~?'" ·<qij~fl\lA,L··· • ·n;%.},:~,:. 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

" JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

17 10 7 5 

344 6,826 1,604 19.8 

'0' i::!~':;':~.,·~' ~~i,~W?'~~ ~'0.h·!~~#::;!~E';f: TI~fJi :~A; 
USAGE STATISTICS 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not % Selected Juror 
Selected, or Usage 
Serving or Serving Index Challenged 

25.2 64.5 19.87 

21.9 67.0 19.17 

16.4 72.6 16.61 

17.9 70.7 16.58 

21.8 67.3 17.47 

12 

4.66 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ~ 

$ 
1 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

262,911 764 
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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 trilll at a 
later date. This practice outweighed the negative impact of jury trial cancellations as shoW:~ 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 ~(l~ 1982 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
PENNSYLVANIA EASTERN 

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

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
Per Per 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

$ 1, 335 ,273 801 46 

Not Selected, Serving $ 239 014 
or Challenged ' 

141 5,157 6,225 17,363 28,886 17 .33 
21.6 % 17.9 % 0.5 Of. 60.1 % 100 % 

238 67.4 115 32.6 1,667 1,072 64.3 595 35.7 
353 

TOTAt; ./> . eMf..: .•. , .<."$' . ;;::t;:aIMmM;:.,,"'iG; .;, 

\. 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

15 

334 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

10 5 7 

6,618 1,418 19.8 

USAGE STATISTICS 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not % Selected Juror 
Selected. or Usage 
Serving or Serving Index 
Challeilged 

30.5 50.6 20.42 

35.1 45.9 22.18 

31.6 50.3 20.32 

19.5 59.9 17.47 

17.9 60.1 17.33 

8 

4.25 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

$ 
i 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per 
TOTAL Session 

288,673 864 
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COMMENT: The Eastern District of Pennsylvania reported frequ~n~ reu~e of j.urors and a number o~ 
trials by magistrates. Despite an increase in the perc,entage of crimmal JU~y trIals, both the g.e~cent 
age of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged. and the Juror Usage Index Improved for the t Ir year 
in a row. Both statistics are better than the national averages. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE PENNSYLVANIA MIDDLE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURl' (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

7,245 

100 % 

85 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

5,658 1,056 518 

78.1 % 14.6 % 7.1 % 

55 64.7 30 35.3 

13 
18.02 

0.2 % 

402 

$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
........ 

Per Pl.,' 
TOTAL Trial JUlc~ 

Day Day 

329,244 819 45 

Not Selscted, Serving $ 
or Challenged 23,376 

198 49.3 204 50.7 
""c,;~Tot~f".' i,;):r!QJVIL:.: ·:;WK~lt\ ; ;.,iCRIMINAt.?·( }Io:.,;: ,', ,'etdtAL. ,':::;LqJVn.;/·::I'-c,.-~ •. / );;.GFl,fMll'IAL·pr·'.%.7 .. 
" JURY TRIALS '--___ ----=J:...::U..:.,.:R.,.:..Y TRIAL DAYS ..J 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

6 4 2 2 4 

93 1,868 517 20.1 5.56 

;:;:-;~~~!i~?:.;-'~:··t,::t:~~~ .,:' . ',.:. '~~~~fJ~ '.", .:~ .~::~~~~~3~~~ft~/. 
USAGE STATISTICS 

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

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
PETIT JUROR USAGE 

J~iEfo ;}t~ft~;~J~; 
".-: ..... ,:.{ ~.,'. : ;:/."~ \'. /}j ',\.:, 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

Juror 
Usage 
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 

7.1 78.1 18.02 

A-26 
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ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

91,168 980 
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YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUROR USAGE PROFilE PENNSYLVANIA WESTERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUOGES~npS ~ 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

8,184 5,646 1,564 783 

100 % 69.0 % 19.1 % 9.6 % 

88 47 53.4 41 46.6 
•... · •. ·.TQTAt::. ..,p ,'GJYIL.« .. % ):. ~. 'CJ1IMrNAl,:' ... " <%i,'r;;, 

, JURY TRIALS 

/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

16 10 6 7 

141 2,825 760 20.0 

USAGE STATISTICS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

191 !S 394,977 733 48 
15.18 

2.3 % 
Not Selected, Serving -$ 37,918 or Challenged 

539 289 53.6 250 46.4 
,.!~-T:QT-At./,,<·_¢IYlti':,:.;:"14·'·~;·:¢RfMINAl. .. %;$.' 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

9 
i 
$ 

5.39 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

174,871 1,240 

For National Profile 
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Per 
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HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

·~(},-.lg~;;I~·i--~\a~~7'}; 23.4 57.4 19. 90 vi'~;::(¥~'~, ~~··~?,\'i'a~·:;;·:·~:~;;~;>t4~};(},i~,~~~·~,r 
'~':~:·t;.~(l'·0 '\';"I~;~~;: 26.7 53.9 19. 06':":);;-.~tt~7,1!\;}:;!iA~{:' :~X,!/;;,.~4~; £:~,;~,t~~;:" 

\. 1982 

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 district since the Administrative Office 
started keeping jury records. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE VIRGIN ISLANDS 
L1..J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury tria~ activity) 

/' NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

5,019 2,937 991 1,091 
P 
E 
T 1------1I-----+----+----t------( 34.14 

100% 58.5 % 19.7 % 21.7 % % 

T 
61 12 19.7 49 80.3 147 

~~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

191,020 1,299 38 
Not Sell3cted, Serving $ 4 45 

or Challenged 1 , 1 

49 33.3 98 66.7 
... ,\; TOTAl,; ,·-h.'C"(It: ';:%'tCFiJMINAl-;;' .... 0/ ••... '. i';"t(tf~1.,:.} ; /. ~.'¢!VfL·:"'; .. ;%::::<~QRfMIN4.t.;' .'lI#). 

G 
R 
A 
1\1 
D 

" JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

; ,~ 

. ,',:": ;.,-,. , 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

$ 
I 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

- -

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

'" 
Per 

Juror 
Day 

-

1978 23.9 54.6 27.81 -:'i·fNIA-·.":' 
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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JUROR USAGE PROFILE MARYLAND 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/" NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
',,' 

'Total ' " 'SeJ§c~~d " 
,,'" Not Selected, " \'Ih': USAGE 

AVl:\UatllE\ 
or ' Challeng€ld Servfng or "Travel· INDEX 

Sarvlng , Challenged . ,,~t~hISy ~:i: 

11 ~886 6,739 2,164 2,844 139 
19.14 

100 % 56.7 % 18.2 % 23.9 % 1.2 % 

133 59 44.4 74 55.6 621 
TOTAL' " , QIVIL % CRIMINAL " O/p' :,"'10TAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

/" NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

',Total, " 'NoOn ' No., 
," " . , 

" No. On Np. ' 
in Existence ~uly i,1981 Jmparieled Discharged July: lj.19S2. 

21 10 11 15 6 

268 5,456 1,268 20.4 4.73 

Sessloris .. Jurors In Hoursih Avg~Juroi.!t. ' Avg;Haurs ,,' 
,Convened session "Sessiot.~ 

~ 
per,foess/on pj(!r$ession " 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
JURY TAlA\..$, -.' '. ' PETIT JUROR USAGE 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

1978 
,--, ::":,;,, '" ,,~ '" " 

,,'Jt7.~5Z.3' ' 15.8 66.9 17.94 

1979 23.1 59.6 19.25 

1980 
--~" "', ',:,',' 

Il5 , ":5?,~7. 27.6 55.7 20.66 

S 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
Per \ Pdt 

TOTAL Trial JUror 
Day Day 

497,691 801 42 

Not Selected, Serving $ 118 948 
or Challenged , 

325 52.3 296 47.7 
CIVIL· % .•. CRIMINAL 

, 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

$ 
1: 

Per TOTAL Session 

232,270 867 

For National Profile 
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At Back Cover 

%, ' , 
..) 

" Per 
Juror 
Day 

43 

54.1 20.25 
..... l:-"., ' 

. ,"~:}Q: ", ',·338 :, ,~_(1~674 " ',4:9:5 1981 25.0 
,: --::'" ':" 

1982 ,.,.' \J33 ,; ,,',.,55:-D '.: 23.9 56.7 19.14 

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 district's Juror Usage Index is at its lowest level since 1978. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE NORTH CAROLINA EASTERN 
~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

.. 
!, 

"-

4,792 

100 % 

53 

TOTAt. 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

3,488 736 568 

72.8 % 15.4 % 11.9 % 

21 39.6 32 60.4 
,CWO:.' , ;,'% .CIiJM1NAI- ,o/n 

JURY TRIALS 

~, 

% 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEI< 

20.05 

239 
.TOTAL ,.' 

r~----------------------------------------' 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

"-

7 

46 

Sessions .... , '"'.J 
Con\fehe~ .. ; .. 

3 4 

982 300 

Juror$ in .- '. Hours In " 

Session' . " ~esslon, 

USAGE STATISTICS 

3 4 

21.3 6.52 

'Avg'. Jurors . Avg.HoIJra 
• PeJ:'·Sessh:m .per $eSsioJ'( 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS LL1 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
Per 

TOTAL Trial 
Day 

207,585 869 

Not Selected, Serving 
or Challenged 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

43 

134 56.1 105 43.9 
'CIVIL ,%'" GI1IMINAL 
JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
i 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

56,631 1,231 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

% 

'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 
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/~--------------------------------------~----------------------, 
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ' 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

. . ,. ,". 'ii" ,. 

;'~, ,26. "g6~,2': 25.9 26.18 60.3 

1979, ,'ci6,.80.6,. 23.6 62.4 23.79 
..•. .;... ../ ...... ,'-

1980:41 .0 65.Q.> 14.3 76.5 21.04 
. '. :', . '·tt : ~ 

1981<78m'~4.~9" 12.6 75.8 20.17 

'" .' --.. GR~I\l.D JU AOIlUSA(3.E,c 

..... 
':140" .. ' 6;,.09" ···.' ... ·23~.'1 ' ...... ',,4 

. .' 

288> . ·S.8a! .. 

~OMME~T: The percen~ag~ of jurors not sel~cted, serving, or challenged improved for the fifth year 
~n a row In the Eastern. DIstrIct of N o:th Car~lina. The Juror Usage Index improved for the fourth 'year 
In a row. . Th~ l~rge mcrease experIenced In the percentage of criminal jury trials would normally 
worsen a dIstrIct s Jl!ror Usage Index over the previous year, but it has no effect in this district be­
catJ.se the court contmu~s the practice of using 12 member civil juries which keeps this district's Juror 
Usage Index unusually hIgh. 

r , 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE NORTH CAROLINA MIDDLE 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

~ PLACES OF tfOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS LLl 

r NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

";'Tot~L" '. >,S'$leot~11 '" '(," I;' NotoSelMted.t . 10 " . USAGE 
. ·'C:::halle'nged.· 

Per Per 
,.'AvaUal;)le .. " .' . . :oor .~ 

.·S~i'vlng 
'"SerVInG or ' 
'Cftall~nglJd· 

Travel-' . INDEX 
Stah/i'" . 

TOTAL Trial Juror 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

, ".:.' 

2,378 1,683 345 272 

100 % 70.8 % 14.5 % 11.4 % 

37 19 51. 4 18 48.6 
·',fOtAC':'.CIVIL· ':' .:%". 'GRJMINAL%" 

"- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

3 1 2 1 

43 879 299 20.4 

USAGE STATISTICS 

78 
14.68 

3.3 % 

162 
iOTAL. ' 

2 

6.95 

Day Day 

$ 122,544 75'6 52 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 13,970 

87 53.7 75 46.3 
. CIVIL\,\ "'" -% GRIMINAL % 

--..; 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

, 

i 
$ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

49,581 1,153 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

./ 

"\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

56 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

1979 

'11980 

1981 

1!~82 

" 

, .. :'JUJiYtflIALe, : .. ,;. 

c,;;" ~~i:t~~, ....... ;"~~~!~toal" 
~,:;:\irJaI~,: '.-"rrlat,;, 
"; ". ' .. , .. >:' .: .. ,0" 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

15.9 

8.1 

11.4 

8.2 

11.4 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

66.1 

77 .1 

76.1 

71.5 

70.8 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

18.21 

15.58 

15.40 

18.14 

14.68 

',: .-.. ,···..GRANDJ\.!HO,BUSAGE· "" 
. , .. ,~"..--'----"----l 

o 19ta1.,' Number or" . Number of -···N~ .• r/mf)braegreo· f . 
-.:,NUlllb!3t 'Qf.. "~So "'. Ss.lons·,· H' ou'S In' U 

..... Grand,· . -cgni'en'~d.·· .' ,~ HOurs per 
. Jories.:. .', . Session -'Sessloo: 

", ... 

.... "'2 . .... ..~ .. : 

"'3. 
, 0 

... ~tr .. ,.2,179. ".:$ .• '~j . ", 
.: . .. , . 

, .. ~'2 .. ,. .' .2-.5'··:: .... '., .. , ,'. ";"!45 ; .. ·S. 8Q 

COMMENT: In each of the last ten years, this district's percentage of jurors selected or serving, the 
percentage not selected,' serving, or challenged, and the Juror Usage Index have 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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JUROR USAGE PROFILE NORTH~tAROLINA WESTERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 

/' 

k 

/' 

2,882 

100 % 

81 

TOTAL 

4 

NUMBER OF JUROR DftYS 

2,255 242 385 
16.10 

78.2 % 8.4 % 13.4 % % 

45 55.6 36 44.4 179 
CIVIL>-', ,.' .'%,",: ;CFlINIINAl. ~ F:"'%~ 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

2 2 2 2 

N 18 337 121 18.7 6.72 
D 

.. ~' ~ '. ~ .~ 

Se$sr~$ ,",' . .Iur,prsin' HO\lr~ln . 
Coovened ' ~esslon' ~ ~ Se'SS/QO 

\. 

/' 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

'- 1982 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

", ~,,; .. <,.': ... ~ 

NllllT!ber." .%13riminaJ 
OfJ.~. u.rxY I' '" .•... J, ur.y . •• T--rI!illS, '. ~ .~'. Trials :~~ 
,,-' ';' :;,( ..•. ,' ..... . 

, "~ . '. c 

'77- :; ,,'41.~6.n 

'I! 

$ 

YEAH ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS L2-.t 
ESTI MATED COST.S 

"'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

110,845 619 38 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 14,853 

llO 61.5 69 38.5 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

18,343 1,019 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

" 
Per 

Juror 
Day 

54 

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 b . ~. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE SOUTH CAROLI NA 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

/' 

8,774 

100 % 

190 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

7,037 864 776 97 

80.2 % 8.8 % 1.1 % 

144 75.8 46 24.2 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

17.69 

496 

~S 

. 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS LiLl 

ESTIMATED COSTS ""\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

498,596 1,005 57 
Not Selected, Serving $ 

or Challenged 43.876 I 
364 73.4 132 26.6 

JURY TRIALS 
1,~,tOTAL< .. CIViL, 1"%(:,c,,'QRIM'INAL:' % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/' 

5 

69 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

2 3 

1,344 487 

2 3 

19.5 7.06 

l' :. '·:§j~sJPn~~':" ";NrQt~:!Il"_,: '~';)lf:ibtik~)O.': ·;AV{EJlJr¢r.~ , Avg"Hours . 
!:C~nve.fl9!:l ':J . .~lilS$,o't. ,..:;$~~~()l'),',.;, :p~r~fii~$'Oll : Mr S!;lsslOri 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

1979 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
ChaHenged 

12.6 

15.4 

8.6 

8.8 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

77 .3 

72.2 

74.8 

79.5 

80.2 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

19.76 

20.47 

21.01 

18.68 

17.69 

$ 
T 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

88,622 1,284 
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"'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

66 



... ------~ ...... -----...... -------------------------~----~--- -~----
i n -

- .-
-

JUROR USAGE PROFILE VIRGINIA EASTERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDI NG COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 
I 
'T 

/' 

.' ;:rota I " 
" AVaitat~re 

5,795 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
. 'Sefected 

. or ' 
serving (, 

3,086 

, .... , ,"Not-Si3/ecitetf. . \)' >Ih-
Challenged ," 'Servi!'!g or :1. Travel '.' 
, ,~ '. - "'~~aUengejj J' stlitus ," 

1,483 1,212 14 
r--------4--------r---------~--------r_------~ 

100 % 53.3 % 25.6 % 20.9 % 0.2 'fu 

172 100 58.1 72 41.9 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

16.28 

356 

$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
, Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

205,312 577 35 

Not Selected, Serving -$ 
or Challenged 42,910 

234 65.7 122 34.3 

~TO:TAL . CIVIL. "to' CRIMINAL - .- --' % tOTAL "-. :-,e 'CiVIl': '-- ,%;,.'GAIMfNAL'I~!> .• %'? . 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

20 

171 
" .. -' 

Sessions; 
Conveh~d, 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

12 

3,476 

. Jurors In" 
$i3s~loD' " 

8 

1,062 

9 11 

20.3 6.21 

'- USAGE STATISTICS 
,--------------------------------------------~ 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
1 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

135,905 795 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

'"""" 
Per 

Juror 
Day 

39 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS '\ 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

\... 1982 

·(i·:-~· ' - ~ ,- " .: .. , ,'. 

",11~" ' 4,1.1.: 
:-, .. ::. --.- :."-.- . 

l41,Io .. _3?.-7 
[\'0, - 11.1,·"'-'39:2' 
1-' ; :-t;! 

11.9 54.8 

17.0 52.5 

14.7 55.8 

15.7 55.2 

20.9 53.3 

~OMMENT: The Eastern District of Virginia reported several trials conducted by magistrates and one 
mstan?e ~f ~u~y costs assessed for a trial continued after the jury reported. The court's Juror Usage 
In?ex ~s sIgmfICantly better. th~n the I!ational average, despite the fact that its percentage of criminal 
trIals IS about average. ThIS IS due, m part, to the low number of last minute pleas and settlements 
which result in a jury panel not being used. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE VIRGINIA WESTERN 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 ' 

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

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS ESTIMATED COSTS " 
". Total· 
. AVailable 

Sel¢cted 
or 

Serving' 

.. - NotSelected,'. ...... II), 
. Challenlted Senlingor .~ . Travet 

. Challenged . Status " 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX TOTAL 

Per Per 
Trial Juror 
Day Day 

2,450 1,274 880 296 $ 116,508 863 48 
18.15 

100 % 52.0 % 35.9 % 12.1 % - % Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 14,097 

69 43 62.3 26 37.7 135 83 61.5 52 38.5 
'°r,OTA.L . CIVIL ' .' %' '. CRIMINA!:;'. 0/0 TOTA~: CIVJL . I· % CRIMfNAL -% 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

JURY TRIALS JU~Y TRIAL DAYS ./ 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS 
...... 

Total "I'J~: On 
~nExifitence ':; "July '1, .1981 

10 5 

41 792 

!~essions' . .Juror~ in 
Conven~d .' . Sgsaian 

..,,.--.---..-----..-j 

" rm~~~led' DISc~~rged JU(~~t ~~82 

5 

247 

flours 10 
.•.... Se~slbnY 

5 5 

19.3 6.02 

AV9.J..ur.o .. rS .'::.f.." ;'9;H,' 9lJr.···.~ 
per SessJon : ",er$esslon 

t--, 

TOTAL Per 
Session 

$ 
i 

69,785 1,702 

[lor National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

88 

USAGE STATISTICS 

. ..--

" 52 i . ",25.0 

.... ,'<50' 
, -.-:. 

~, ·_;2:~"tJO,,··~ .. 
,.- '.: • ." If 

~ .. '.61 '.' 2.~ _.2: 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not 
Selected, 

Serving or 
Challenged 

23.3 

9.1 

12.2 

5.0 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

50.2 

51.9 

50.6 

53.0 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

. ",~ ' .. "1 .... , .. ~' . " .' ',:' ",',. 

18.67°,c!., <,.J8., . 3.9'':' 'S~50" 
. ..... :'.' .... '.' 

17.60' . )}:'2' ''''';,;22::: .·· .... ,l&l' c6.<~6' 
:,' ,'. 1'''','',: '0 ,'" ." .."': "', 

17. 30,'Z,:32 ' .. 239 :, 1.47 

16.83 

1982 

" 
" .'. 

.... '69 .. ' 
. , ... :'. 

a]0:.,7, 12.1 52.0 18.15 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE WEST VIRGINIA NORTHERN 

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

P 
E 
T 
J 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/' NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

862 450 214 193 

100 % 52.2 % 24.8 % 22.4 % 

19 13 68.4 6 31.6 
"">1;OTAL' , ·PlVIf:;.':. ,"At, OR!MtNAl;' :0/.;' 
'- JURY TRIALS 

/' NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

3 2 1 2 

23 473 166 20.6 

5 
15.67 

0.6 % 

55 

1 

7.22 

cS~s~iQh~i ,'?' Jllfb.rsJn .·l'~,". kours' In.:''; ;~vd'..~I!:sror~' ~,Avif.HQUr' 
convened: SEi~sro!l 1?'$asslgQ.o ".' 'pi}f$¢s~jgl'! p.er~S~slp.1i 

~ USAGE STATISTICS 

/ 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 
I ':. ,". ~( .. :. 

">.;;. 2 .. 2.··· 59 1 ',. ,," ., D';" '. , . 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

18.5 

24.3 

16.1 

19.0 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

55.5 

46 .. 8 

54.0 

56.8 

\.. 1982 
• c., ••... , •.. ' •... " ,"::{';;;.' 

',19· '31.6 22.4 52.2 15.67 

A-38 
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YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS L.lU 

ESTIMATED COSTS "'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

36,744 668 43 
Not Selected, Serving $ 

or Challenged 8,231 

41 74.5 14 25.5 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
i 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

28,071 1,220 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

"'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 
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.", ," .. c. 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE WEST VIRGINIA SOUTHERN 

L..1---.l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial ac;tivity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

3,129 

100 % 

59 

1,986 627 512 

63.5 % 20.0 % 16.4 % 

39 66.1 20 33.9 

4 

0.1 % 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

15.80 

198 

$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNF. 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS I 4~ I 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

125,952 636 40 

(NOt Selected, SerVings; 
or Challenged 20,656 

124 62.6 74 37.4 
"'TOTAL": ··(llVn.;' ':··:%.:.',';il:RlI\A.INAlo.:;o/q '·;.v1;O,W· .'.' " .CMC: ,~% '¢FiIMH);/AL.:/%;· 

G 
R 
A 
N 
[} 

'- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

6 5 1 

71 1,426 505 

2 4 

20.1 7.11 

. 'S&$$rcm~ . ···j~rsJno ··HQurslh"·'~."J\Vg:.J\.i(()rl'f ~A\iIJ~.H6J.ir~, 
',,"''PQriVfin&t1' , '. t"-sasslo!;l·. ';.I~"Ci~es$l(m };e' 'p~r:Sa~sion, .;psl'cSsliE)IQP.· 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 

USAGE STATISTICS 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

19.4 

19.1 

15.0 

15.6 

16.4 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

58.5 

60.7 

68.7 

68.1 

63.5 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

18.10 

18.43 

18.65 

16.14 

15.80 

JURY TRIAL DA YS ~ 

$ 
T 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

59,993 845 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

"\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

42 

COMMENT: In 1982, the Southern District of West Virginia had a number of last minute settlements 
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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JUROR USAGE PROFILE LOUISIANA EASTERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

/' 

11,315 

100 % 

227 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

6,366 2,522 2,416 

56.3 % 22.3 % 21.4 % 

187 82.4 40 17.6 

11 

0.1 % 
16.37 

691 

~~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

468,379 678 41 

Not Selected, Serving $ 100 233 
or Challenged , 

519 75.1 172 24.9 
"<TOTAL. '.' .. :'C1Vlt;" Ie ,;%, '><Cf!rMINA~J,: P~ • . ·!9tAG.:, '·CIVIL.,o/o .. ::QRIMJNAt..I'%'. : 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

" JURY TRIALS 

8 

145 

. SessioJ)s . 
Qpl'J)lsneq· 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

4 4 

901 

USAGE STATISTICS 

3 5 

19.9 6.21 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

" 
1982 

. . . ", 

.N.urrtl:i'ero~,Orrmlnal 
,<>f Jury i :. Jury , 
TrIals '. :1'1}ar8, 

::~ " " ' ~,. .' " d ' : ".' .','; • 

. . ' " 
'. .,' 

-.\) 150::, ·30~7·'·· 
; 

~ 

';', .. 21:3 ' 
".', .. :0 

23~9 
" '..,. ' .. 

o· . . :"i" . 
'. .216. . .. 1.9.9' 

., '" .:t-

','. '" Z72· 13'.2 .. 
. . ... 

'. ." 
.;22,7 17.6' 

.-,.\ 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

19.7 

20.9 

28.1 

26.6 

21.4 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

60.4 

56.8 

51.1 

51.3 

56.3 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

17.07 

16.86 

18.38 

17.59 

16.37 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

$ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

123,536 852 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

" Per 
Juror 
Day 

43 

<:> "',, .' t .' ~v:.:;." ; .• ,.j" " 

~;;'fr~ I' l'33",861 ,,'~~!!:7~F, ' 

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 extortion, racketeering, and threats) lasted over 80 
days. 

Preceding page blank 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE LOUISIANA MIDDLE 

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

/' 

i,,·.··''Tbfat 
Avalh'ible 

.n",·' . 

1,194 

100 % 

767 

64.2 % 

196 231 

16.4 % 19.3 % 

16.82 
% 

~p 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS L.Ll 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

47,375 667 40 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 9,143 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T ~------~-------.----.-----'--.----. 

G 

R 
A 
N 
o 

21 17 81. 0 4 19.0 
>,totAL C "PIMll;,; • :,;\%: ';I ~RrMfNItJ;. ""Yo 

'" JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

7 4 3 5 2 

60 1,241 270 20.7 4.50 

I" ' Ses~loris ,'~, Jurors~n', ': I,iQur$lO" .,' , Avg. Jurors·;~'i(g.lioJ.I'rs> 
Convened"" ;" '" ~, ':, SesslQIf: ", ,S~~§i()tr '':'''.' "per S~s$ICin,pl:lr:$~~jon" 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 

USAGE STATISTICS 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not % Selected Juror 
Selected, or Usage 
Serving or Serving Index 
Challenged 

17.0 41.7 24.00 

33.2 27.7 37.60 

23.3 49.7 18.26 

39.1 43.7 20.29 

19.3 64.2 16.82 

3650.7 35 49.3 

$ 
T 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

48,393 807 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

" "Ia. 

"'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

39 

COMMENT: A separate panel of jurors was summoned for each scheduled jury trial in this district in 
1982 (with only one exception). Since this practice means that no jurors are reused for a second selec­
tion on the same day, there was a substantial percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or chal­
lenged. One lengthy notorious trial was also reported during 1982. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE LOUISIANA WESTERN 

L..§...J PLACES OF HOLDI NG COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

/' 
; .;{.- ,.-. 

'. 'lotal . 
·.·.oAv~lI~ble 

4,102 

100 % 

79 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
Selected" < 

0 " :,'; NptSEl!ectEld. 0' 
·.In" .' ' or': Qhall~mged . Serving or. ' ~ i.JT(8VeL 

•. l;iervlng 
, 

'Chf,1l/~ng~d Statlj'S ' 
" 

2,069 723 1,306 4 

50.4 % 17.6 % 31.8 % 0.1 

69 87.3 10 12.7 

% 

JUROR 
USAGE 

;7 INDEX 

~'-= 

17.68 

2:,,2 
'TOTAL'" .;,' GIVJ4,', '\; '''Yo PRIMINA!.., % 

"- JURY TRIALS 
fTQTAL 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

, TotalL' " 
. in EXistende 

5 

53 

SS$sloos 
~cutvEll1ed 

3 

1,036 

, . Jtlr~r$ .in ., 
" Session' . 

.. ' No" .,' .Nb~N~.6o 
,lmpC!neled ···"01scharged. July.1~ .. 19B.2 

2 3 2 

341 19.5 6.43 

'. Hoursfn 
'.,' 

"'AVg,Jutors' Avg; Hourl?,.' 
. SGS$lon ' .. ' 

per sEI~sroo . "per Sessloll', 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 

" 

'f, ' 

, Number' % CrIminal 
'otJury '. ". ,,':ul1t: 

Ttlal$, • ':rrl~ls' .' 
':, ". ' 

'",',;. '; ., ;u ' 

.:.·,'.·'C',',··7·,··~··'.," ',:23 .6'" . J:;.. ~~ >,: ': < .... ~ "" 

" 

l~.e, 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

23.0 

27.1 

29.7 

26.'3 

31.8 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

55.0 

55.1 

50.4 

53.2 

50.4 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

14.39 

18.83 

21. 78 

17.65 

17.68 

. Total. 
Numberof 

Gram:! 
. Juries 0 

°",7 

$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS LLJ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

168,420 726 41 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 53,558 

191 82.3 41 
'CIVIL ' ;,' Q,{, '. 'CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
1 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Sasslon 

73,773 1,392 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

17.7 
;%: 

~ 

'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

71 

COMMENT: In 1982, the district reported large panels of jurors summoned for selection of juries - as 
many as 46 prospective jurors for a civil jury and 49 for a criminal trial. On a few occasions, two 
juries were selected from the same panel. The large panel sizes and infrequent reuse of jurors account 
for the high percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged (31.8 percent). There were also 
several last minute pleas and settlements which resulted in unused panels of jurors. In one such case, 
the cost of the panel of 21 jurors was asSeSsed to the defendant after a last minute settlement. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE MISSISSIPPI NORTHERN 

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

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

"'otal", ,., Sgl,ec,ted,' ," )' , ~~::;-r--:",,~-,.......j 
I' , '.'" "N6t;sele:qted,,"ln,> 

AValtable: or Cballe~ge'd, ',;Si;!rv!1'l9<ll:', .''t'rav.el 
, " '$~Mng" '. '.,' ·~ctraJlenge~ I ",5,falua ' 

17.87 
2,520 1,492 619 409 _ 

r----1~--.:....--__+--=-=--+---.:.::~-L, -----I 

59.2 % 24.6 % 100 % 16.2 % % 

53 37 69.8 16 30.2 141 
"''TOTAL .',' . p,JYu.:. ,"la,', ORIMINAL ,"la' ',TOTAL ",/ 

JURY TRIALS ' 

/r------~N~U~M~B~ER~O~F~G~R~A~N=D-J-U-R-,E-S-----~ 

" ' .. rota! ' 
'in Exlst~nce 

2 

24 
- ·1'", 

.Sesslons 
,'ConVened ., .. " '.' 

'. ,No.On ". 
"Jury1,1981, " 

1 

503 
. 

Jurorsln 
; Session 

1 1 1 

154 21.0 6.42 

Ho'ursin ' '''Avg;.,IuTors AVg;Houi~ 
Session· perSes$ion 'p,er Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
, JIJBY'TRlAt.:$:· " , PETIT JUROR USAGE 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS LLl 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

$ 129,519 919 51 
Not Selected, Serving $ 

or Challenged 20,982 

100 70.9 41 29.1 
CIVIL %. G.AlMfNAL ,% 
JURY TRIAL DAYS . 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

$ 
'[ 

Per TOTAL Session 

33,988 1,416 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND.,JUROR USAGE,' 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

68 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

'·.,Numb~r; 
.' ofJ\JY}i: 
. TrI~ls 

"o# Crlmlna; 
Jury 

Trials. 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

,Total' . 
Number,o! 'Numb~r.of 'Number.of 

" Average" 

• ~l' .:;'1 

,'~ . 

1978 13.3 68.6 
1979 

"",.0 44 34~1' 12.9 65.8 .... ' . 
1980 18.4 58.7 
1981 18J~", 22.1 58.2 

..•... 

. Grand, . SessiOns :.·Hour.s.ln 
I ... ' ,Juries C';Qnvened Session 

17.89 :2 18 " 128 
" , . 

18.18 ,·2', "221 

18.94 166 
" 18.41 23 15,3 

Number.of 
aHours par 

Sessl.on" 

n 7.11 

7.62 

7.22' 

6.65 

The Northern District of Mississippi has a 10 1 1 ali . . 
both parties when a civil case settles at the last m .ca t ru he owmg assessment of Juror costs against 
during 1982. If costs had been levied it mu e, owever, no costs were reported as a~sessed 
settlements this district experienced. ' may have reduced the SUbstantial number of last minute 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE MISSISSIPPI SOUTHERN 

LU PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
: " , Sele.cled," ': total . dh:fl;~ngeti . 

Not Sele.cted,' . " !}' 10 USAGE 
.; 

'~,'Aval'abl~_ ··'.or . . ;Servlng or·· :; , Travel INDEX 
SerVbi9"':: phallengei:l • . ,Statut;!" 

5,433 3,007 747 1,630 49 
P 
E 
T 23.93 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/ 

100 % 55.3 % 13.7 % 30.0 % 0.9 % 

49 35 71.4 14 28.6 227 
TOTAL.. . CIVIL -"'"Ia'" ~. 'CRIMINAl. % 0 " To'rAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total. No.'On .ry , .... '.~' .. No~, . 
" No.On . .0.' 

In~istt.lnce " July ,1,;, 1981 " Impanefed' Dls~ha!'l1ed July 1, W62 . ~ 

1 1 - 1 -

41 852 220 20.8 5.37 
. , 

Sesston,s., Jurors!n'~, . 'Aour~ln 'f 'AV9,Jl1TOr$' . AV9.Hovfs 
ConVi:)nedSessfon-$esslonper SQ'SSlOh, perSesslon 

r---~--~~~~~---L 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
'. •... . JUI:iYTRIAL& .' PETIT JUROR USAGE 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

" . 

Num'ber % crlmlnal 
. of. Jilry . " Jury 
.Trlals " TrIals 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

'\1.: '/;:':' 

1978 c44···..2;7~ 3 ..... 26.1 61.0 21.92 
b ' 

, 

$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS L.U 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

269,816 1,189 50 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 80,945 

167 73.6 60 26.4 
CIVIL .' % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ~ 

$ 
i 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

77,045 1,879 

For National Profiie 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

"'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

90 

GRANO,JUROFtUSAGJ: 

Average 
Number of < 
Hoursper . 
Session:' 

"5.40 
'., ,.'. " 

... 2:, '" '25 '. 131 ' .. 1979 55.1 25.39 30.2 

1980 28.5 53.2 24.95 ,,' ,,'}."" 239, .5.;.69 

'. ··,;,1, 1981 25.63 25.0 ,54.5 251' 5.98 
'"" 0, 

°5.~,3T j 23.93 
.'«1. ''' •. ' 

i, I'" '41" I'.',' .. ".," 

"c, .' 

•. ' ' 4~F'o.28.,6' 1982 30.0 55.3 

CO~MEN.'!': This distric~ls percentage of j.ur?rs not s~lected, serving, or challenged rose five points 
and IS well above the natIonal average. ThIS mcrease IS a result of an asbestos case which required a 
panel of 190 jurors and two others in the district this year, which required that the jury be seques­
tered. If the court considered using six membel' ciyil juries, its juror statistics would probably 
improve. 

The number of jury trials rose 36.1 percent, with several of them being conducted before a 
magistrate. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE TEXAS NORTHERN 
YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

LJ---1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L2-l 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 

o 

f NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

12,895 7,127 1,648 4,104 16 ~p 502,321 755 39 
19.39 

100 % 55.3 % 12.8 % 31.8 % 0.1 % Not Selected, Serving S 159 738 
0, Challenged , . 

179 122 68.2 57 31.8 665 492 74.0 173 26.0 
>, :rOIl~l: ' ·CIVJb <h "'% :;, ,C,RlMINW.fQ ~""~ , ::TOTAL.:, .CIV/f,r ... %. ····,oRIMINAL .,ok·~·· 

"- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

13 7 6 5 8 

119 2,391 727 20.1 6.11 

Sessllms . ,!.' Ju(or$i~' :tfl.),OUtSltl •.... 'J\vg;J.Qrd(s· , AV\l.HQurs 0 

. ,:; Cogvened . SessIon '. j!-;-::.:I;$~·sI6n: petSesSiort· 'per~es$ibn 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

H!STORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
i 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

117,552 988 

For National Profile 
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./ 

""\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

49 

. , ,,:. 
;,,"612, ,~. g.51 I: ';,;" "'.10"-',' " ·.;a 

u' ,';94 

" . 12t'. 
, 0; 

, -, , 
' .. ~ .• ,610., .!U 'b.e70 '" , . T.~ 

'. ') 

:. 0, 

".66.2' 
o ':": ", <:) 

t 12?, , .. >o .. 85pll> . '6.74 

COMMENT: The Northern District of Texas holds one orientation and impanelment day a month which 
is detrimental to its juror statistics. 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 district's local 
rule rrovides 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 TEXAS EASTERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

(" 

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
". 

,:rQtal 
0 $el~ct~d 

.,' . "NotSelects(f, ~>In USAGE . " 
"Ohallenged or 0 

.ServltlgO~, . 'rr~vet· . c INDEX 
AvaUable Sel1l1ng '-' Cballent;Je " ;statuS' 

6,460 4,011 1,327 1,120 2 
17.51 

100 % 62.1 % 20.5 % 17.3 % - % 

146 130 89.0 16 11.0 369 
<, 

TOTAl .CIVIL B %.': ,CAIMI.I\t;\L " '<'.0/0" TOTAL v, 

"- JURY TRIALS 

/' NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

. Total. 
" 1n Exfst~nca 

i1!d.On No • 
July 1,t981 ;Impanel,cd 

"I~O. ,.No.,On 
Oischfirgeu July ,1, W82 

4 2 2 2 2 
~------~--------~--------~~----~~----~ 

31 608 154 19.6 4.97 

,. SessIons Jurors In flours 10 ~ Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
., Oonvened ·Session' Session" pei"Sassion Per ~,essron 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURVTIllIAl$ " '. PETIT JUROR USAGE 

YEAR % Not Tot!lr 
ENDED 

, Number OJ."Cril'lllnal Selected, 
"t, Selected Juror 

or JI/Umbe~of of Jury- Ju\'Y Usage 
JUNE30 " TrIals Trials Serving or Serving Index " "Gran" 0 

Challenged Jut/es 
" ,. 

G 

'B8> "18.2 1978 ~ : " 26.3 58.5 20.52 2 , 

89 1 " 1979 <> .0 H~,;7& 22.5 60.3 19.21 A , 

1980 u-1ff9 
~. 

c· 20,~c 16.8 67.2 18.28 3. 
1:_1:0 .,' .. ~ 

.' ,. 0 "'. \) 
:;.llt" 

1981 12.~ 20.5 
(, 

139", 60.1 20.18 ., 3 
" ~ ' ..... -4 '.1.' 

1982 
'. }~' ~1.0; 17.3 62.1 17.51 4 

'\. " 

S 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

298,203 808 46 

Not Selected, Serving JS 
or Challenged 51,589 ' 

314 85.1 55 14.9 
CIVIL ."'YO '. QRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per 

Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

$ 
i 

40,960 1,321 

For National Profile 
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At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR USAGE 
, 

Numb'er of .1 Numberof« 
Sessions Hours!" 

oConveneq Session 

'" 
" 28' , 171 

" 
,~ () 38f 211; 0 

6 

Q 0 

40 '~ 206 c, 

a 

30 ..... 184" 
/I .'{)".' , 

"31 
0 

" 

c 

194 

67 

" 
Average 

Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

" 

" 
6.11 

, 

5~55 
e, 

050"15 
.' " 

6.131 

4.97 j 

COMMENT: Despite several last minute settlements and some 12 member civil juries, this district was 
able to improve its juror statistics. The percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or chall~nged 
improved by more than three points. This was primarily due to the extensive use of multiple voir 
dire. As many as 16 juries a day were selected for' service later in the month. 

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 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

LU PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS LllJ 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/' 

/' NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR , 

'. ",Total Selected' . Not Seleeted. In. USAGE 
Available or n. Chall~ned uSerl/lngar "'Travel o INDEX 

Serving Challenged, 'Status 

13,387 8,255 2,076 3,055 1 
18.41 

100 % 61.7 % 15.5 % 22.8 % - % 

198 96 48.5 102 51.5 727 
~" 'TOTAL ]" . CIVIUl % CRIMINAL. 

, 

% 
JURY TRIALS 

TOTAL 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No. On ~ 

No" No. Nt), On c ", 
in Exi@tem;e July 1, 1981 Impaneled Dlscharg~d July 1, 1982 

16 9 7 7 9 

180 3,579 850 19.9 4.72 

Sessions> JurQrsin ' Avg.J<lror$ 
, 

" 
Hours In "eAVg. Houts 

Convened SessIon' "Ses~on MrS~sslon P!3f Session 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL, COMPARISONS 
JURYTRrALS PETIT JUROR USAGE 

YEAR (; .' 
% Not r, Total 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

T01"AL Trial ,-\ufor 
Day bay 

'" 
~~ 673,125 926 50 

Not Selected, Serving $ 153 473 
or Challenged , 

426 58.6 301 41.4 
"CIVIL , % . 0RIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

$ 
i 

170,657 948 48 

r---_____ ~---'f'~ 
For National PrOfile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

" GRAND JUROR USAGE " 
0 ... ~~ 

Number % Criminal % Selected Juror Ntimbsr ~f Number of , Averagi;l ENDED ' of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage ~~~R~Of'" . S91ls10o HQUts In Nl.1iilberof 
JUNE30 " Trlar~ 'fdal$. Serving or Serving Illdex Convened Sel3s/on HOU7S per 

Challenged " Juri~s ? 
" . " "c c' " .' 'Sessjon 

" 
" "', ;, 

1978 " "';:: 

16L 65 .• 2 26.9 58.4 23.89 1~ 180 
,>:;:, ," ' '5.52 ... 993"5 

~ 

" 1979 " iJ 77.r. 
" " 

0149 24.2 62.8 22.82 <0 16 173 , 816" 4;,12 , 

1980 
:~)~ 

175 68:0 " 25.9 :1:4 
, 

60.6 21.63 185 980. 5.30 
'~ , 

1981 () 

204- 55.4 19.3 65.8 18.93 16 159 698 4439 .. 
ct,. , 

1982 " H 

"- 198 51",,!)' 22.8 61.7 18.41 " 16 180 850 4.72 --I 

I 

COMMENT: The Southern District of Texas used multiple voir dire, staggered trial starts, and '. 
~cheduled back up trial~. Despite these effective juror management techniques, the percentage of 
J~ror~ ~ot sele~ted, servI~, ?r chall~nged. rose more than three points. This is primarily due to this 
dIs~r~ct s practice of holdmg Juror orIentation programs on days where few jurors are needed for triaL 
ThIS mflated the number of unused jurors and has a negative impact on juror statistics. 

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 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/ 

"-

" 

"-

'Tot~l "" 
Avalrabl~.' " 

8,853 

100 % 

123 
.' TOTAl-

.4 Tolar " 0 

dttExlstellce 

24 

139 

'$ess1omi 
Convened 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected . ' :, f\fbt$¢lected. ~ . ·.Jo' '. USAGE or '. " Chall~llged" . ,Seflllllijor . ,~rr.aver.· ~ k) INDEX 
Serving 0 'Challenged ,$t~tus: 

5,255 1,431 2,147 20 
20.54 

59.4 % 16.2 % 24.3 % 0.2% 

62 50.4 61 49.6 431 
C1VJ1.. .,,"10, ", CRIMINAL " 

~~" \) , TorA~ 0 , ' 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
c ." No~ : .... "l9'0. ' . .' .No;'Oo' " , NQ.,~ 

,July 1~ 9, '. Tmpane'?d~ , .Discharged J1,lly 1,1982 

16 8 10 4 

2,896 658 20.8 4.73 

Q Jt;rorslr1 '\1ours in Avg.Jufors U AVl!. Hours , 
., ' Session" " 'Sat?s\on' ' perSa$sion parSetisJon 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

~~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

362,482 841 41 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 88,083 

223 51.7 208 
CIY,J1,; 

, . 
%. ' ~lMINAl." 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
T 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

134,300 966 
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48.3 
% 

"\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

46 

.JUIWoTAIAl.S"'§i' '. PETIT JUROR USAGEGRANDJUROf{~USAGE'"" ". 
1---'~""';;';';;;""~,,!l:7';';'., ;"O;:;';;;.....;,..-IV~,-~i-----r-----r----+'-..... -:--""...-.-'I"""'""'-.,......~r-~-~1'"""-.-~--I 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

"- 1982 

" 

f 

N.~'~ , % ¢rlmfnal' " % Not % Selected Juror ," to~1 , . Niziu~r of ' ',Number bi, AVl:lrag~ 
dlJ.ury~· 'Jur~ 6el~cted, or Usage -Numbetof . Sessions Hoors IOf" 'Numll.erof 

Jfltars.. " ""1" " Servmg or Serving Index Grand I">on\le"''' "Sas"lon "HQur~p'ar 
, I~\: ..... Challenged • ;JUrie~_ "', .. ' ~~."" . . ". $es$jon· 

fN ~ ~ 

•• ' '0' 

127 
, 

81.1 

" 96 Z8.l' 
" 

() 

" G 

" 155 46.5 
". ~I 

'123 'C 49,,'6 0 . ' 

24.1 57.9 26.14 

26.7 56.2 26.77 

24.6 59.5 27.86 

21.6 62.0 20.48 

24.3 59.4 20.54 

. «." 
20 

\~,' .'. \~ 

dl3&c 
c!\, (J " 

393,3.85 b;. 
" 

" 3.82 

·4,.~5 
, 

65S '10 "4 .• 73: j 

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 trials 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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JUROR USAGE PROFILE CANAL ZONE 

L=-l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

P 
E 
T 
I 

100 % % % % 

T 

.: ,,'TOTAl,. • .. ClV.Ic,'t>·. . % ,CaIM/NAt.:,.;·, % 

% 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

--
S 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS L.::-l 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

- - -

Not Selected, S~rvlng $ 
or Challenged -

" JURY TRIALS JURY THIAL DAYS ./ 

r NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

JURY TRIALS 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

)1>:; 1 ~, ~': "'/ (":-. i. 

1978;':21: .0 95.:? 25.9 47.9 30. 06 '~ P N}J.(' 

fo '_. .;, • 

1980 o"g .. ····~·.88.~J'?, 15.6 51.0 25.39NIA 

S 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

- -
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'\ 

Per 
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Day 
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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. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE KENTUCKY EASTERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/ 

"-

r 

\.. 

5,776 3,187 1,090 1,457 42 
22.05 

100 % 55.2 % 18.9 % 25.2 % 0.7 % 

71 26 36.6 45 63.4 262 
TOTAt·· 

.' 

. CIVIl,. % CRIMINA!? % tOTAL·' 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

, :-iotal 
" . ,' No. 

~} , 

. No .. "' .. )\fo.d,}: .' No. Oil 
InEXistence July t, 1.981 Irnpaneled " .J)laqharQsc.f; July 1; 1982 

10 6 4 5 5 

86 1,704 439 19.8 5.10 
;~ " 

. Sessions '. Jurors'ln Hourslrt Avg;JUrprs Avg,HoUfS\) 
CO;'lvsnf:ld' <> Sess!on: Session, ,. . . iJer ~.ssron perSes!;lJoll 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
, JIJRYTRfALS" PETIT JUROR USAGE 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 

I'· 

. ,56 .. ' ' •. oo7.Si ' p .. 

.... ·51. -,9_2~2', 

28.3 61.8 

20.7 68.2 

18.0 70.1 

25.1 60.9 

25.2 55.2 

$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS Lfu 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

265,555 1,014 46 

Not Selected, Serving .$ 
or Challenged 66,920 

80 30.5 182 69.5 
',CIVIL . i·.··· .. %'. ~¢flIMINAl:' 

... 
;. "!aii 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 

$ 
I 

Per TOTAL Session 

84,977 988 
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Juror 
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50 

COMMENT: The percentage of jury trials which involved criminal matters fell to 63.4 percent, the 
lowest percentage for this district since 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 district calls in large groups (:If 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 statistics and, as a result, the proportion of jurors 
selected or serving declined 9.4 percent. 

Preceding page blank 
A-55, 

I 
I 



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

~.... .( I 

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

JUROR USAGE PROFILE KENTUCKY WESTERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

I" 
".', 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

,Total "SeleQled .'" NotSefeGlted; .. 
" •. Qhadertgeid p,V;:lllable:: "':'I:)r: Setvll\g:or '. 

t;le(lIing '. 
" 

CnaUelJg~d 

3,458 1,515 805 1,138 

100 % 43.8 % 23.3 % 32.9 % 

66 35 53.0 31 47.0 

'i) Ih 
Trav~~ 

. . "Sti'ltu.S;., 

-

- % 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

22.17 

156 

$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS I 3~ J 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

146,435 939 42 
Not Selected, Serving $ 

or Challenged 48,177 

94 60.3 62 39.7 
___ T~OT_,A_L __ ~~C~IV~lL~,,~;~,~~~~,,·_··~, •. ~C~R~IM~J~N~Al~.·~~o~~~·~~;i 

JURY TRIALS 
'tOTAL. '. ,,\PIVll.~""k:PRIMINAL,"b4;· 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

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

...... 

.", "Tot'al 0 

inE)j:istence 

2 

77 

Ses~lons 
. Convened, 

, 

. No. On ''' •• No •. ' 
Jtlly 1, 1981 ..' Imparl!~fecJ,' 

2 2 

1,587 418 20.6 5.43 

~Juror$'ln " ttbUfsitl ,Avg,J,U(OI'S Avg. Hours:, 
session 0 '." Se$SI(jn " pe~,Sf;iSsiotr p~rSe$$lori 

USAGE STATISTICS 

$ 
I 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

61,359 797 
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I"~----------------------~H~IS~T~O~R~'C-A-L-C-O-M-P-A-R-'S-O-N-S------------------------~" 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

JURYTRtAl.S .0 

. .~' . 

·64 78.1 

70 
t;,. .... ' 

48A' 
,<'b"'. , 

'. '54.··. 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

31.9 51.9 

32.0 50.0 

37.1 43.2 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

23.52 

20.94 

23.30 

C?MME~T: This district reported seyeral p~actices which adversely affect juror statistics. Separate 
?rIen,tatlOn days are held where few, If any, Jurors are selected. Deadlines are not imposed for notify­
mg the court of settlem~n~s .or. changes of plea, resulting in numerous occasions where jU,rors are not 
used. :welve mem~el' CIvil JurIes were used on several occasions and one notorious case requiring an 
exceptIonally lar~e Juror panel was :eported. These factors help explain why the percentage of jurors 
not selected, servmg, or challenged IS well above the national average. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE MICHIGAN EASTERN 

L-il PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

I" 

25,798 

100 % 

240 

NUMBER OF JUROR OA YS 

15,717 3,309 6,772 

60.9 % 12.8 % 26.3 % 

165 68.8 75 31.3 

16.28 
% 

1,585 

YEAR ~l\JDED 
JUNE3U,1982 

JUDGESHIPS 'Lli.J. 

ESTIMATED COSTS ""\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

(' 

,) 1,148,179 724 45 

I Not Selected, ServlOg $ I 
or Challenged 30 1 ,971 

1,061 66.9 524 33.1 
rOTAl:; ;etV,ll; '.% .. ' C'A1MINAl.: . ',%'''. "lQtA~' ".; ,~CI\}I~" '1~('".;<::nf~JN~~:,;,,%' . 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

"-
/ 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

17 9 8 

290 5,911 1,624 

Se~~IQns .. " ,Jut(ltsfh 
(:onvened " session. 

8 9 

20.4 5.60 

... USAGE STATISTICS 
,----------------------------~--------------~ 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 
'-

. .;JURY TRIAls 
, 

.' Number. 
\,ofJl!f.y<J , 
,Trials,' 

",199' ' 

··,'···'iS7 •· ... I<'36~4.·'· . 
•. .. c--. 

. ", .. ' '~04 
, ~'.: • ~ 0" 

37.·7: 
"'240, 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

20.4 

26.2 

23.1 

30.4 

26.3 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

68.2 

62.3 

66.4 

57.8 

60.9 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
I 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

278,776 961 
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COMMENT: The Eastern District of Michigan reported several notorious cases which required exceptionally large panel sizes A 
total of 228 per~ons. were call:<i in ~or one jury selection which lasted four days. In another case, 110 persons were called in only to 
coml?let~ ~ specIal Juror questIonnaIre. The actual juror selection process began one week later. This district also reported numer­
ous last mmu~e pleas and settlements. Despite these adverse conditions, this district 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 1982. The number of jury trials increased 17.6 percent and the number of jury trial days 
increased 31.3 percent. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE MICHIGAN WESTERN 
YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

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

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/' 

/' 

"-

/' 

" 

"-

Total. 
AvaUable 

3,910 

100 % 

60 
",toTAL 

, 
'Total . 

in Exlstl6nce 

3 

59 
;.".\' 

sessions 
. Convened. 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR EST I MATED COSTS " 
Selected NofSeleotep; . -In USAGE 
.. ·.(lr Chal)enned SE!ryingor • Travel·· INDEX 

. Serving, ., CMIlerlQ9d .~ .. ·Status , . 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

2,470 532 838 70 $ 216,088 878 55 
15.89 

63.2 % 13.6 % 21.4 % 1.8% Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 46,243 

44 73.3 16 26.7 246 185 7.5.2 61 24.8 

CIVIL % .. CRIMINAL % . " 'T(y(At.. .• -'CIVIL' % CRIMINAL , .. %. 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On Nil, "·N·o,. No; On: 
Jullll1 1981 '1 rnpaneret.L DIscharged July 1,198.2 

2 1 1 2 

1,168 344 19.8 5.83 

·HoJrslri Avg. Juror,s, • Avg,H6ur~ . Jurors]n 
Sellsion session t>erse~sioo "Per S~~siQn 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
i 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

76,778 1,301 
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Per 
Juror 
Dey 
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~~~~J~U~RY~T~R~.J~AL~S~._· ~~ ____ P,.~~T~I~T~J~U~R~O~R~U~S~A~G~E ____ ~~ __ ""_·_~·.···~G~RA~N~,=D~J=U~R~O=R~U~.S~A~.G~~r. ~ __ ~~ 
YEAR 

ENDED 
JUNE30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

'-
1982 

Number 
,of Jury 
. Trials 

.. "290 
' 

D .. 

(j '33, 

• ;\tJ'," 33 

~O 
' ..... 
~.: .. ~ 60 

.. % Criminal 
. J~~ry.o 
Trlal/i 

69.0 
0 

69.7 . 

;;,,57,.6 
" 
~6~O 

+J.' 

'26.7; 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 

" Challenged 

14.2 
. 

23.5 

15.7 

24.3 

21.4 

% Selected 
I)r 

Serving 

73.3 

64.1 

73.0 

61.9 

63.2 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

21.00 

23.53 

19.30 

17.26 

15.89 

... Total .. Number of ~Numb.erofA\(e(-sge,:· 
Npmber at, 0 Sessions. HQurs tri . '.. Number of . 

Gra.0Q ,. Convened Session . HOl,lfS p~r .. 
Juries\) . '0> .. '.. 'Ses .. ~Ion . 
.. 1:\. , U 

;22 .. " 
" 

d .... 0 ,. .i .. .. '--:p 

,,~~~3 ,~J ·-4.6'" .... 314.,; ,116;8$ 
[I' " ... 'P. 

'A':" ,31.,,223· ~6~03 

COMMENT: This district uses juror p'ooling and multiple voir dire, often selecting juries for cases to .~ 
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start on a later date. The court also has established deadlines for settlements in civil cases. The \' 
reduction in the percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged is due, in part, to these 
factors. There were 60 completed jury trials during 1982, 20.0 percent more than a yem' ago. One '0' 

antitrust suit lasted 83 days. l 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE OHIO NORTHERN 
L.l.---1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 

T 

T 

G 

R 
A 
N 
D 

/' 

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

" 
JUROR 

"'Total ,. Selected 
CbalterlQad' . 

NoJSElleQted, ' ' :In USAGE 
. Available .. ' 

.. or· Serving or~ti T'ravel , INDEX 
SerVing '",. ChaUeMed . Status, ? ~" 

7 ,712 5,236 553 1 ,915 8 
16.13 

100 % 67.9 % 7.2 % 24.8 % 0.1 % 

66 46 69.7 20 30.3 478 
rOTA~" "CIVil . %" .QfUMINAL ,% ... TOTAL. 0 

"- JURY TRIALS 

I' NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Teial " No.On l, 

" .,>Jm~~~I~·.< N~, . No.Qn 
, In gxistence July 1, 19~1 Discharged, July 1 ,19,$2 

10 6 4 4 6 

164 3,327 915 20.3 5.58 

SeSsionS JUrors in Hours 10 . Avg. Jurors Avg.l-!ours 
Convened 0 Session Session .. per Se~sion Per Ses.sfOn 

" USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JUflY TRIALS PETIT JUROR USAGE 

YEAR 
,-,". 

'", 'j.' I 
Number . ·%Crlmlnal % Not % Selected Juror Total 

ENDED Selected, of Jury Jur~ or Usage : ' NlJrtlQflf of 
JUNE30 : Trials Trias Serving or Serving Index GrAnd 

Challenged Juries ¢. ') 

1978 
.. If ' 

,.", .94 42.6 29.5 59.9 17.74 ., 15 
n,,' 

1979 " as .. 48.9 22.9 66.4 17.36 °.15 '. 
.. 

Q ~--:;; 

1980 ,~ , 

9~ "31.9 35.3 54.2 20.40 16 . , 

1981 " . ....,.-,-, 83.·· ·28.9 33.2 55.1 17.26 t's 
1982 

" 66 30 •. 3 24.8 67.9 16.13 , .. 10 '" .. 

. 

~~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS UiL1 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

319,257 668 41 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 79,176 

327 68.4 151 31.6 
CIVIL (/% CAJMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 

$ 
l" 

Pef TOTAL Session 
-

184,972 1,128 
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"\ 

Nurriber.pf 
SessIons '. 

NurilbaorQf 
Hoursln 

A~~rage 
NumberQf 

Cprtvenp.d Ses:illi:m, . 'Hours P!:lf 
o .. • SeSSion 

.- 0 
(-.l . 

134 
: " }O7 Q5~28 . 

~. 

" 

1"76 11 877 '. 4.~8, .. 
f) (! 

_11,1' 

o ' .. ,. 

1~227 
.0 

g18 .. "5~63 .. ' -0,-, 

." 0 
-1. 

123 67& 5",51 
... 'Cc 

16'(. :; 
., ; 

'D," iJ' 915 " 5.58 ;) 

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~. ~ magistrate. Three notorious cases were reported in this district. In one case involving orga­
nized crime, the jury selection process lasted 16 days primarily because the ju~ge wanted to interview each juror individually. In 
addition, this district reported numer.ous last minute settlements and several 12 persoll civil juries. These factors tend to hllve a 
negative impact on juror statistics, however, this district 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 increased 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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JUROR USAGE PROFilE PHIO SOUTHERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

',:"~~~~~/~: ~~:~iJ~r:,;"}',;."p~~('· , .... """""''''''''''""""""'U""'l""',,--,,.....,,.l 

P 
E 
T 

T 

6,055 3,991 741 1,149 

100% 65.9 % 12.2 % 19.0 % 

69 48 69.6 21 30.4 
(',~:rfi1rA~2 (,> '(;~Vftp:!;,o/ ;:~.)~6;'; . ::eflI.Mlr;lAt. ' '''Ii'. c' 

'- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

174 

2.9% 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

16.32 

371 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

100 2,003 667 20.0 6.67 

USAGE STATISTICS 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

YEAR 
ENDED 
JU~E,aiJ< 

1978 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 

":~: Challenged 

17.5 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

70.4 

1979 ,,,,"n~~~~~ 15.7 67.4 

1980·?t·T'~5~/·,:: ·.';':\~~;i~:8~ 22 . 7 64 . 0 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

17.19 

16.71 

18.38 

18.82 

16.32 

~S 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30.1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '" 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

287,015 774 47 

Not Selected, Serving S 
or Challenged 54,533i~ 

258 69.5 113 30.5 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ../ 

$ 
1 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

119,692 1,197 
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COMMENT: Despite numerous last minute se{tlements, two notorious cases, a multi-defendant case 
and several 12 member civil juries~ this dis~~C1\~~~uced it~ percentage of jurors not selected, serving: 
or challenged to 19.0, the lowest SInce 1979.;:\ ThlS IS due, In part, to the 38.2 percent decline in crimi­
nal jury trials. S..:.weral jury trials were condu,\~ted before a magistrate. 

} I
i 

l 
; 

I 
1 

l,' 
II 

\J 
IT 

W 

J 

I 
I 

JUROR USAGE PROFilE TENNESSEE EASTERN 
4 L.2...J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/ 

3,682 2,305 

100 % 62.6 

82 62 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

456 921 

% 12.4 % 25.0 % 

75.6 20 24.4 

I 

% 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

14.05 

262 
.. ~; TOtA~.,:; 

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

4 2 2 1 3 

33 638 231 19.3 7.00 

~;9;'~:,::!~,~';~~~ .:;)::.:. ~:~~~~ .~, .. .' ~,)~·;~:9W~~f;;.":· ,~C~~~~~~:, J~g~~iik~'; 
'- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

24.6 

23.8 

17 .1 

17.1 

25.0 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

63.1 

61.4 

71.9 

71.9 

62.6 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

14.27 

15.34 

13.37 

12.74 

14.05 

$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
........ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

164,174 627 45 
Not Selected, Serving $ 

or Challenged 41,044 

212 80.9 50 19.1 

JURY TRIAL DAYS' ..-. .' .J 

$ 
i 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

24,848 753 
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COMMENT: This district makes extensive use of their magistrates to conduct man 1 "r t" I . "" 
~osell20.6 p~rce;t ~o :~. t~he avel'age size pane! called by this district is small indicaii~~ ~h:~~~e ~~j~~~;s~ll~~~;:a~ti~~ J~;~!~i~: 
rna pane ~x en e 0 e two reported notorIOus cases. In one case, 8 panel of only 28 prospect.ive jurors was summoned. 

of last ~J~~t:~~t:t~~e~~sa~~~~d~~~~~ parties when a civil case is settled at the last minute, which may explain the low number 

Grand jury activity rose Significantly. The number of grand jury sessions convened, the number of J"urors ,"n sess,"on, and the 
number of hours in session more than doubled. . 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE TENNESSEE MIDDLE 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

i 
l ~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

JUDGESHIPS ~ I 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ l 
P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

3,572 1,777 536 1,259 
20.07 

100 % 49.7 % 15.0 % 35.2 % % 

60 42 70.0 18 30.0 178 

-Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

~~ 149,701 841 42 
Not Selected, Serving $ 

or Challenged 52,6951 

125 70.2 53 29.8 

I 
t 
I 

~;~ ·{:i:QTtdJ. . ::'''ql}/I4<;,;.';:~o/~(? . ';CI1IMINAr,;; I<':o/~: ·;}Jt01A.t.J; .;{"CIVfL:>"i,,\ ~4~\ 'QRIMINi\t:,;:':·iYC,l. 
\.., JURY TRIALS 

'/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

4 3 1 2 2 

42 831 225 19.8 5.36 

USAGE STATISTICS 
,'----------------------------------------------~ 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

1979 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

33.4 

27.1 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

54.7 

58.5 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

23.34 

20.77 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

$ 
T 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

41,735 994 
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,iJ!(~:'$f&;, ;;i~fj~;,~ Jl 
1980 40 . 6 48 . 5 27 . 45 ~;,~;{~f~:\;j:&~~~' ""\~~if~~j;'} ri 
1981 r:,;1:;},;,'~~}~":,».'!~~~!~:~c,::' 37.9 50.1 20. 85 ;,,':~2,;t;S5~\j,};~;~S:,~~~,;i', \~ I:,:;J 

1982 ;::h~~~;; i:'[il~g~~· 35 .2 49 • 7 20.0 7 j~ilt;i;\~;,~~~~~·'· r tJ 

COMMENT: This disb:ict's large percentage of jurprs not selected, serving, or challenged is primarUy ", .~f 
due to its practice of holding separate jurOr,orien.tation days. If only those jurors. called for orientation:;' d1.: were remoyed from the. total available, the perc~ntage of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged '. J{ 
would decline to 21.6, slIghtly better than thenatIonal average. Ii r; r'.:,f.',. 
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JUROR USAGE PROil'!lE TENNESSEE WESTERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 

I 
T 

5,309 

100 % 

71 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

3,711 789 809 

70.0 % 14.9 % 15.2 % 

23 32.4 48 67.6 

% 

17.02 

312 

~~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS L~ 

EST I MATED COSTS 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

198,140 635 37 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 30,117 

113 36.2 199 63.8 
rOTAL ..... CNIL. '% •. ,CRIMINAr:{ ;~. %';~ .... 1'QTAC ". t7;;Pl\,IL <.%..... ,CRIMINAL • 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

1979 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

6 3 3 3 3 

86 1,745 511 20.3 5.94 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not 
Selected, 

, Serving or 
Challenged 

13.6 
"." '~;.'" 

""'i~;'8t: .:::>',:5.!:h:e 16.7 

12.6 

16.4 

15.2 

"-~----

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

68.3 

65.7 

69.7 

67.7 

70.0 
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Juror 
Usage 
Index 

16.87 

17.30 

18.13 

17.59 

17.02 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
i 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

69,170 804 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE ILLINOIS NORTHERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 

A 
N 
D 

,f 
f 

i 
I 

, , 
, 

r 
Total 

Available 

19,229 

100 % _. 

227 
TOTAL 

"-
r 

Total 
in Existence 

23 

461 

Sess:lolilS 
Conl/sned 

'-

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

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

Serving Challenged Status 

11 ,681 2,520 5,028 -
17.05 

60.7 % 13.1 % 26.1 % - % 

124 54.6 103 45.4 1,128 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No. On No. No. NO.On 
July 1. 1981 Impaneled Discharged July 1, 1982 

12 11 11 12 

9,371 2,429 20.3 5.27 

Jurorsjn Hours in. Avg.Jurors AV9.Hours 
Sessjon Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

: JUBYi!'RiAlS ,. PETIT JUROR USAGE 

! YEAH iNumber 'l&'Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total 
I ENDED ,of.JCI1'Y Jury . Selected, or Usage Number of 

,JlUlNE30 Trla'ls Tdals Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Juries 

! 

! 

! 11978 171 ,65.5 27.1 62.1 17.89 20 
I 

I I 

11979 I 213 53.3 30.4 56.6 18.37 22 I ! I 

lIf9BCD I 197 48.2 26.9 60.6 18.05 27 
; 

'US811 188 .I 50.5 I 29.7 58.3 18.15 . 24 
I 

11:982 I 227 45.4 26.1 60.7 17.05 23 " 
I 
! , 

S 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS LJ£J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

756,826 671 39 

Not Selected, Serving $ 197 532\ 
or Challenged , 

582 51.6 546 48.4 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JUFW TRIAL DAYS .J 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TOTAL Juror Session Day 

$ 389,650 845 42 
I --'---
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GRAND JUROR USAGE 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 
Convened Session 

383 1,944 

431 2,200 

427 2,080 

433 2,248 

461 2,429 

'\ 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

5.08 

5.10 

4.87 

5.19 

5.27 
./ 

COMMENT: The Northern District 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 
district had ample opportunity for the reuse of jurors. This is a regular practice; one day, the court 
reported the reuse of 35 jurors. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE ILLINOIS CENTRAL 

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

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 

o 

3,376 2,151 623 602 

100 % 63.7 % 18.5 % 17.8 % 

59 30 29 49.2 

v·::_"r01:~f;;;/Cf,;~~~;;elYjk~: .) ;;:M':,ji' 
JURY TRIALS 

Wtllt~,":}k.~< 

4 2 2 2 

62 1,263 343 20.4 

USAGE STATISTICS 

1978 

1979 25.6 53.8 

1980 16.0 66.4 

1981 28.7 52.5 

17.8 63.7 18.15 

%-' 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

18.15 

186 

~S 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS LLl 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'""\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

145,851 784 43 

Nat Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 25,961 

70 37.6 116 62.4 

·.l"l,\wt~(;, ,'-.etVJ'~"QaIMI .~ •. 
'JURY TRIAL~AYS-" .. ' .... -

2 
i 
$ 

5.53 

~STIMATED COSTS 

TOTAL Per 
Session 

84,125 1,357 
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COM~ENT: The Central District of Illinois experienced a few last minute settlements and h f 
plea m 1982 •. The court used the mul~iple voir dire procedure and cut its percentage of c'u~~~:~~t 
selected, servmg, or challenged almost In half over la!:\t year. .J 
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YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE ILLINOIS SOUTHERN 

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

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

, \ 
.' 

/' NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS ESTIMATED COSTS 
"\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

715 17 635 1,489 2,856 17.74 
22.2 % 25.0 % 0.6 % 

52.1 % 100 % 

~~ 176,099 1,094 62 

Not Selected, Serving' $ 44,025 or Challenged 

44 29 65.9 15 34.1 161 127 78.9 34 21.1 

.·;~';'tQtAk(';' 'f,_ ~¢IWt,;(;: .;f~\%.:~i.f-'~tiIMIN~ r;;?;:%}~ - c '}':ifQ.TAl.::i;;:;\ ;';~/9IWt:·::~;, 1::~~;'·:%';\;~:~1?~jMIN~ii~I·.~~~·:;~~f. 

'\... JURY TRIALS 

/' NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

2 1 1 1 1 

53 1,048 352 19.8 6.64 

d';;;$~~sidti~!'\;';·.·ic<~.~ijfQ"s.ii)~·:; ~··:h~:;t-fl'y~r~Jh~<,~r;- :;AV~;~~iot¥' },Aiif;'AdJi~{: 
-, , .. },:§~m.fI~t{:!.:,· J:,: '~-Se~siqn:{:'j:;':/:'§~$&Il?~;~~::J: \J'ft't~~sf.on)~t,~iI~Il~n;·· 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

22.0 

17 .8 

18.0 

25.0 

% Seier-ted 
or 

Serving 

56.4 

64.3 

60.5 

52.1 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

20.67 

17.29 

20.42 

17.74 

JURY TRIAL DAYS .J 

$ 
I 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per 
TOTAL -Session 

75,562 1,426 
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COMMENT: The Southern District of Illinois reported a large number of last minute settlements and 
changes of plea (averaging more than two a month) which resulted in jurors not being used. The court 
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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I JUROR USAGE PROFILE INDIANA NORTHERN 
l~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/r-----------------------------------~--~ 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

P 
E 
T 

T 

3,772 

100 % 

52 

1,762 

46.7 

22 

698 

% 18.5 

42.3 

1,312 

% 34.8 % 

30 57.7 

% 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

22.86 

165 

~) 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS L...!J 
ESTI MATED COSTS ""'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

143,120 867 38 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 49,806 

89 53.9 76 46.1 

-. ····toTAt;';I~, :'" "diYrL, ," ' (ilRIMff<,!At \j"li,{;,' ,'::rO"fAJ::.· .. '~IYH;':; " .. ,%'CRIMINAL .. ;,% .' 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

JURY TRIALS 

2 1 1 1 1 

41 859 238 21.0 5.80 

. ···go·~nSv$lonsdC"·.~I~.:q,~qrsl': Iii '\> •...•. ,.; Bri~xi,ri;\ '.' .. A~gA'J'Ut6t~( 'A\(9~Ho~ts; 
" " .. ·~.en,~ .... " .~I:!~!'Ipn:;.:: .;. ·~e~l?lol):ttl :·p~t~~~i>ipJ'};)lElr:$.e.sl${9I!c 

\.. USAGE STATISTICS 

1978 
, '::,,". ;;: .. 

1979 ',\54.~< 
i" , '.~ 

1 980 
',','>.:'-. 

··~"".'·.44 .. 4'~:· 
1981 .~:~',;,'~sT6:,t 

:,r·;" .•.. 
" 

' .. 

,.,:;', ',51,;}/ .. 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

27 · 6 

23 · 9 

28 · 6 

29 · 0 

34 · 8 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

53 · 1 

63 · 5 

56 · 8 

55 · 9 

46 · 7 
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Juror 
Usage 
Index 

19 · 93 

19 · 31 

17 · 95 

19 · 72 

22 · 86 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ~ 

$ 
T 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

70,187 1,712 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

""'\ 
Per 

Juror 
Day 
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1 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE INDIANA SOUTHERN 

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

P 
E 
T 

T 

3,786 

100 % 

40 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

2,433 592 761 

64.3 % 15.6 % 20.1 % 

18 45.0 22 55.0 

% 
19.52 

194 

B 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
""\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

191,403 987 51 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 38,472 

52 26.8 142 73.2 

JURY TRIALS 

';.·T.tttAl:,;>:: '>,.·;'CIVlt:' ..•• ; \ "l}'d,. . ',PRIMINAL; D •. ,.,' %;~:; 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

G 
R 
A 

N 
D 

/~--------~--------------------------~ 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

~ ____ 5 __ -L ______ 2 ___ L-. __ ~_3 ___ L_ ___ 3~ __ ~~ 

78 1,582 542 20.3 6.95 

, 'Sel'lslons ',i .. ';J'tiipt$rrt";';':',:H~Jrslfj '!::.Avg~.JvfOr&.'Avg;i:i~UI'$( 
> ,~on\{ened ,":, .. ,>:~~~s~fQif,.·",. ',,:s$.s~l(lh ,;par ~$ston:, :P~I':'S~s~r9I1'·· 

" USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 '!~l,i,~,:r,I;;'~:,.~: % Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

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

,_ '.', ,'·f",:"'.:";·· 

:;t: :{~·;42/>(~i26~~;;L;. 
, _ .• ',\ .... t.:."'" . .,. ';':-'.', 

24.4 60.6 13.20 

1979 23.5 61.2 15.53 

1980 23.7 62.4 17.21 

1981 29.3 57.5 16.89 

1982 20.1 64.3 19.52 

$ 
I 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

P~r TOTAL Session 

122,264 1,567 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

77 

C?MMENT: . '1:he Southern .District of In~iana repo~ted a notorious case in which one defendant was 
trIed for m~lIciously damagmg propert~ w~th explosIves. There were 34 different count') on 9 charges 
brou~ht ag~mst 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 WISCONSI N EASTERN 

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

p 

E 
T 
I 
T 

/' 
." 

4,666 

100 % 

49 

2,821 886 959 

60.5 % 19.0 % 20.6 % 

21 42.9 28 57.1 

01 
,0 

17.88 

261 

$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS Li....l 
ESTI MATED COSTS 

"'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

219,353 840 47 
Not Selected, Serving $ 

or Challenged 45,187 

128 49.0 133 51..0 

tQTAt.', .:.",C:IVlt,.< .. ~j'cic. ";PRIMJNAl .,!lfiX 

JURY TRIALS L-________ ~JU~R~Y~T~R~I~AlDAYS ~ 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

4 3 1 2 2 

52 1,084 327 20.8 6.29 

i', " Se~slon~:~';' ... , .......... _.~:' ... · •... ::J.,·~.l.l ........ i·.,~.· .. 'srs .. :··iii.",n ... ".·.: .•. ,., .. ·.'.·., .:,. ':Hbuniin{' , 'Avg.·jU"O.',~s .'.'.', iI\t.:g·.".'i.,ii.O·U' r·f?;,.· .. :;,:~ 
I'~c; QOrilleMd.;: .... q .... ... " "r"·$~$~J(lf·;'· o~rS~~~IQn':AAr:~:SSrq,lt; 
" USAGE STATISTICS 
,----------------------~~----------~~ 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
PETIT JUROR USAGE 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

% Selecteu Juror 
or Usage 

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 

20.6 60.5 17.88 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

$ 
i 

87,620 1,685 

For National Profile 
I Open Foldout 
L At Back Cover 

'\ 
Per -, 

Juror 
Day 

81 

~OM~~N~: In the yea~ ended ~une ~O, 1982, the Eastern District of Wisconsin experienced a notor­
~ous CIVIl rIgh~ case WhICh r,eqUlred eIght days to select a jury. The jury trial lasted 42 da s account-
mg for approxImately one-thIrd of the total number of civil jury trial days. . y , 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE WISCONSIN WESTERN 

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

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
':.'.%t~:"'" ;:".·;$~I~C~i::I';"«, 'c~: ~I' ·,);.Not S,~le~~fJ~1 'Irt~: ,;,~ USAGE 

:.!\}~\'~I~~l1t~,:;:, <?J$.~r~~:"'.::: t~C.l~ll~ry9~.~~~ .~~SC:"~J'~~&;, ,:~ Jt:r:J.e;.¥ INDEX 

P 
E 
T 

T 

1,286 

100 % 

19 

960 253 

74.7 % 19.7 % 

9 47.4 

59 14 
15.13 

4.6 % 1.1% 

10 52.6 85 

~p 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS " Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

51,111 601 40 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 2,351 1 

43 50.6 42 49.4 

<, TD:T~l;;-,-: ,I:; ,PIVlti "";> ~~.':li\J?:CRIMIN~L F~;%> . ,'. 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/' NUMBER OF GRAND JURiES 

2 1 1 1 1 

13 275 80 21.2 6.15 

.;J,;·ti;gth:~~1f\'::,~; )"':"~~t; ,.' !dyr:'; ~:·R'~'··:~~~fJg;:.'i;':,,~, 'G:~s~~~tk~.'~1$~-.' ·.,ts 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

USAGE STATISTICS 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not % Selected Juror 
Selected, or Usage 
Serving or 
Challenged 

Serving Index 

5.0 78.2 16.17 

8.4 71.4 17.89 
.~ 

, ' 

4.7 76.2 15.68 

10.3 70.8 16.78 

4.6 74.7 15.13 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
1 

ESTI MATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Ses:llon 

44,795 3,446 

For Nfltional Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

163 

~OMMENT: At 4.6 pet,'cent, the Wester~ District .of Wisconsin has the third lowest percentage of 
Jurors not selected, servmg, or challenged In the nation. Ths 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 PROFILE ARKANSAS EASTERN 

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

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

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected. In USAGE 

Available or Challenged Serving or Travel INDEX 
Serving Challenged Status 

.. 

4,018 2,247 900 852 19 
--.-~---- .- ~-*--- .. ----------- -~------.------ 19.99 

100 0
'0 55.9 0 22.4 {',1 21.2', 0 . 5':(. '0 

-~ 

._~_~ ________ --L_~ __ J 

VEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS L. 4 __ . J 

P 
E 
T 

I 
T 

84 49 

,-----

58 
--.--.~----------- _ .. _--. ~-----r'---'--'-'--'---1-' '."j 

201 130 64.7 71 35.3! 

_.~O~~~___~~~'(_TR1~~~P~.y~~~~:~I~ ~.~~~~~J 

G 
R 
A 

I\l 

o 

= 
TOTAL CIVIL % 

JURY TRI . -
NUMBER OF GfiAND JURIES 

~E~t~~=---:~~~~~~-··llm~~~~led DiSC~~~ged JUI~(1'. ~B82 
3 2 -L_. __ ~_ ! __ --1. __ ._~ __ ~ _____ .~_.J 

. ._-_.-... --- . ---.. --.---- ------------,-·-----1 
23 491 139 21.3 6.04 

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

USAGE STATISTICS .---.---............. ------~.- ~.-~~-~----.-~-. 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

--- ..... " ..... _ .. __ ._ ... --.. ~// 

r ----.. -----~-----.----.--~- .. - .. _-.--. __ ... - -------.----- -.------------... -._ ..• _-_._-- --, 
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR USAGE GRAND JUROR USAGE - ~--~.---- ----
YEAR Number % Criminal ~o Not '0 Selected Juror Total Number of Number of AI/erage 

ENDED of Jury Jury Selected. or Usage Number of Sessions Hours In Number of 
JUNE 30 Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand Crmvened Session H(.urs per 

Challenged Juries ~esslon 

.. =--= 
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 
-.~---1--------- -

1980 87 37.9 19.9 57.7 20.22 2 16 118 7.38 
---. ~ .. ----~-.-.-- ~.----

1981 84 48.8 16.S 60.0 19.05 3 18 119 6.61 ---...._--_ ..... t------------- r' 

"-
1982 84 41.7 21.2 55.9 

---'---. 
19.99 3 23 139 6.04 ~ 

COMMENT: A combination of factors adver'sely affected this districtTs 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. 

Preceding page Blank 
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JUROR USAGE PROFII.:.~ ARKANSAS WESTERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

/ 

3,529 

100 % 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

2,204 698 .625 2 
20.28 

62.5 % 19.8 % 17,,] % 0.1 % 

60 44 73.3 16 26.7 174 
XT9fA,l:".<>":;;ClVctl{;.' '.'%')\ ';.:Qfi;Mlt\I~t·J~';"%~7 

'- JURY TRIALS 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/ 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1 

15 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

1 1 

285 86 19.0 5.73 

.. - ". - "-.' .' -., ... ' .... >.£ ..... ··":; .. ~,·.:f'.j.··o-.:'·;~.·r·.':.,..·' .. ~;·~:. 
. '. sJe .. : .... :.·.:.:, ...•... ·.·· .••..... ,'.· ,,';-t.·e·.

v 
... rs ... 1JJ,·e:.

tl 
...... ·. . n..l:l, n ... '" ..~_ 1"' -;;;>. .:pet:§~~$.i0tl: 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

10.3 

7.5 

11.1 

13.8 

17.7 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

64.4. 23.08 

62.6 22.86 

66.9 21.47 

61.6 20.83 

62.5 20.28 

$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

159,891 919 45 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 28,301 

116 66.7 58 33.3 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ../ 

$ 
I 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

34,896 2,326 
<r 

For National Profile 
Op~n Foldout 
At Back Cover 

"\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

122 

COMMENrr:: Despite several last mi!lut~ s~tt1en:tents which caused entire panels to report ·to court 
unnece~arl1y, o~l~ 17.7 percent of thIS dIstrIct's Jurors were not selected, serving, or challenged. The 
predommately CIvil calendar and small amount of jury trial activity positively affected this district's 
overall juror statistics. . 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE IOWA NORTHERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/ 

1,628 

100 % 

20 

5 

20 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

933 187 355 

57.3 % 1l.S % 21.8 % 

11 55.0 9 45.0 

3 2 3 

417 90 20.9 

153 
17.14 

9.4 % 

95 

2 

4.50 

!t'1~~4~~'}:.:t. \:;;;~~~~~;~,,;·~7·L!(;~~~~lg~:,":~~"~[~ti$~~~~~-; ,,~~~~£~t~ 
\. USAGE STATISTICS 

$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUI\JE ~~, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS I 1~ I 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

109,174 1,149 67 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 23,800 

66 69.5 29 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

26, III 1,306 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

30.5 

'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

63 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

HISTORICAL COMPARI§ONS 
~~,~ .. ~<,--~~~~~~~~--~~--~~ 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

34.8 

21.0 

13.8 < 

18.4 

21.8 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

45.5-

61.9 

64.0 

!)8.0 

57.3 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

21.70 

14.08 

14.15 

16.13 

17 .14 

COMMENT: Petit jury activity increased markedly during the year ended June 30, 1982. Jury trials doubled causing almost twice as 
many potential jurors to be called to court to serve on Federal juries. Additionally, a greater proportion of the jury trials was crimi­
nal which tends to cause juror usage figures to worsen. These factors, however, did not affect 1982 statistics significantly. In fact, 
a smaller proportion of jurors was challenged by court or counsel during 19.82 and the proportion of not selected jurors increased only 
slightly. 

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 tp service or travelling home the day following jury service. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE IOWA SOUTHERN 

~ PLACES O'F HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 

T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

2,502 1,706 386 386 

100 % 68.2 % 15.4 % 15.4 % 

30 20 66.7 10 33.3 
;',\<:t,P:rA[:::; i>;i;$gtVIl::;;~t:~~ (~~I~rNAI,( ;d}~%, ,;j 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

3 1 2 1 

29 559 151 19.3 

24 
13.52 

1.0% 

185 

2 

5.21 

"J ~ , g~:C!~~~,,:":" '~~: ",~J:fo~~ ~~ ~ :. D:{:·:~t~J~~i?r~~ll~~~~tfd:;"~~~i~~} 
USAGE STATISTICS 

or 
Serving 

1978 13.1 68.0 

1979 21.6 61.4 

1980 20.1 63.1 

1981 14.9 66.8 

15.4 68.2 
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YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS ill..] 

ESTI MATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

126,286 683 50 

I Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 19,44~J 

156 84.3 29 15.7 

!~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

30,484 1,051 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

""I 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

55 

......... _"-----,,----

JUROR USAGE PROFILE MINNESOTA 

L.LJ PL,ACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

8,271 4,921 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

1,094 2,138 ll8 
16.88 

100 % 59.5 % l3.2 % 25.8 % 1.4% 
T 

84 .' 47 56.0 37 44.0 
qU~I(:tf~U{F~c'; ,c~::;tlVIt.:~;i;:h(~NJ.; ~:~;~J:t'M.fNi\~:;; ,,%,';: ~; 
" JURY TRIALS 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

4 

63 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

3 1 2 

1,245 384 19.8 

2~~~:!~~~f~f~f ;,'~:~~~~~~;: : .... :~::';<\~~~fJW',t;~,:~; Y:i#~~~~;: 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1978 ' 

USAGE STATISTICS 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not 
Selected, 

Serving or 
Challenged 

% Selected 
r- or 
~<lYing 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

490 

2 

6.10 

1979 

1980 

,~:~{r~i~~;;~ 24.5 59.9 18.67 
~-------r-------r------~~ 

24.2 61.1 17.17 

1981 15.2 71.4 14.78 

1982 25.8 59.5 16.88 

:~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS L..2.....J 

ESTIMATED COSTS ""I 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

391,036 798 47 
Not Selected, Serving $ 100 887 

or Challenged , 

318 64.9 172 .35.1 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
i 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

88,989 1,413 

For National Profile 
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" 
Per 

Juror 
Day 

71 

COMMENT: A combination of factors adversely affected juror usag~ this year. In one month alone, 
outofa total of 110 jurors who reported to court, 95 were reported as not selected, serving, or chal­
lenged du~ to last minute settlements. Tile 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 th~ total available jurors reported as 
selected or serving on a jury trial, compared to 71.4 percent in 1981. One antitrust jury trial lasted 81 
days. .. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE MISSOURI EASTERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

8,770 5,205 1,954 1,598 13 
15.49 

100 % 59.4 % 22.3 % 18.2 % 0.1 % 

161 89 55.3 72 44.7 566 
F' -toTAI.;,·· . . :~';dIVJb,:·;:7o/.{ .• •• ;;;C8IM!N~L::I:, • .'%. 
\. JURY TRIALS 

/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

3 1 2 1 2 

81 1,587 553 19.6 6.83 

$~S$If:,n~'" Jijr~fslh 'i . 'H6u~Jn:;;' ~."~v:g';~~,1!Jj*;, \Mg;H9ilr~.; 
.' .·Coll}'er:i~.> ;~''l3,~~.~iph< .'}"~~sl1Jol'(':. ;:p~r~,es~lo!l' 'pera~$§llorf 

USAGE STATISTICS \.'-__________________________________________ -J 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

HISTORICAL "COMPARISONS 
PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

% Selocted 
or 

Serving 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

1--::-:-:---J:;o;.;.;Z~,f4~~~;""'.~':';;';~ ~~~:i~ . 22.0 

21.3 

57.4 

57.3 

16.89 

15.03 

13.75 1980 t-'~"1·.:(.t~i0 o;::;~;;?~,;¥ 
1981 

1982 

. ';' ;, . 
"> q,. 

··.ic)~\}~4:~; .\ ........ :?'6~;~ .. ~~ 
21.5 

26~6 

18.2 

58.8 

55.3 15.27 

,.59.4 15.49 

.' 

8 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

351,239 621 40 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 63,925 I 

353 62.4 213 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
T 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

67,878 838 

For National Profile 
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37.6 

'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

43 

COMMENT: Mi£:".9.uri, Eastern reported a larger percentage (59.4 percent) of the total available jurors in 1982 as selected or actually 
serving on a trial than. in p~ior years. Oct;urrences such as last. m~n~tese~tlements. ses~ions .for .ori~ntati~n only, ~n~ the effects of 
bad weather during the wmter months bmdered even more slgmflcant Improvement 10 thIs dIstrict's JUry statistIcs. The sharp 
increase in the percentage of criminal jury trials compared to last year also counteracted the district's efforts to maximize use of 
jurors' time. 

" Grand jury activity surged in 1982 as a total of 1,587 grand jurors met 81 times for a total of 553 hours. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE MISSOURI WESTERN 

L2J PLACES OF HOLOI NG COURT (with jury trial activity) 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

P 
E 4,845 2,739 1,025 1,079 2 
T 
I 56.5 % 21.2 % 22.3 % 

0 

100 % - % 

T 
60 75.0 20 25.0 

15.83 

306 

8 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS LL.l 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 
,-

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day , Day 

207,934 680 43 
Not Selected, Serving $ 

or Challenged 46,369 

226 73.9 80 26.1 
::;:'~QI{:" i:,::rOl'Al, /> ;)C;,QIW4.;,:·}%·'i::~>9RIMI~l:. !.~%,----

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

3 

51 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

'f 

3 Ii 1 

1,028 340 

USAGE STATISTICS 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not % Selebted Juror Selected, or Usage 
Serving or Serving Index Challenged 

24.7 48.4 22.85 

17.7 B6.6 16.96 

16.2 68.4 18.31 

15.4 63.1 17 .07 

22.3 56.5 15 .. 83 

2 

6.67 

JURY TRIAL DAYS .J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

$ 
l-

82,524 1,618 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
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'" 
Per 

Juror 
Day 

80 

COMMENT: The number of civil jury trials increased 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. 'l'hough this district experienced a predomina~ely 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. 

A-83 

/' 
\ .... -

, 
.\ 



JUROR USAGE PROF~LE NEBRASKA 

Ll...J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury tria! activity) 

5,641 2,566 604 2,195 276 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

P 
E 
T 

1---------11------1-----1-----1------1 20.36 
100 % 45.5 % 10.7 % 38.9 % 4.9 % 

T 
64 56 87.5 8 12.5 277 

$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS L.LJ 

ESTIMATED COSTS " --"Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

295,469 1,067 52 

Not Selected, Serving $ 114 937 
or Challenged , 

204 73.6 73 26.4 
";';;;rprAL:',;' :':2:-~91~I~i;'-: ~';~-:{%;P,:::,;c~f,iJ~!()I'A~;': II~~:til/o; (: ';::::,t9i!.l\1";"· " ':;";C1V.1~;:~;':(kt",?&,;,,,;:'iJRIM(N~t:,.:Z;i~;',,: 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

\.. JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

3 1 2 1 2 

39 842 231 21.6 5.92 

:gl;;;~~~~~~,:~{~i; ~;f;~I~!~w;J~l?: It'Y:;i~=~f:~~~; ,,:tllJ&ttlrtl i~¥I:~~-
USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not % Selected Juror 
Selected, or Usage 
Serving or Serving Index 
Challenged 

26.7 56.6 15.34 

30.6 4~.7 18.43 

28.3 50.9 16.27 

19.9 56.9 14.39 

38.9 45.5 20.36 

JURY TRIAL DAYS .) 

$ 
T 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

86,715 2,223 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout, 
At Back Cover 

'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

103 

COMMENT: Nebraska uses the multiple voir dire selection method and also tries to reuse jurors on 
more than one case to maximize juror usage. This district's efforts last year, howev<3I', were neutral­
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 
usage made throughout the year ~d 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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JUROR USAGE PROFILE NORTH DAKOTA 

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

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 

, ~l~~~(~~~~~\ :~;~~~, f~~~t,;',i~~_i~~~~t~~~~~~ V~~~~ 
?:.t,;;~;·::_;t,;fi,;;~:: ,i{o, .!'I.Q!!q';;! )/":;!$t(4~i1,$.':?; 

1--2_,_44_3_-1-_1,_5_88_-+-_4_6_6 _t--_2_3,_2_t-_1_5_7j 17.70 

100 % 65.0 % 19.1 % 9.5 % 6.4% 

28 7 25.0 21 75.0 138 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGE~HIPS Ll-i 
ESTIMATED COSTS " Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

r--

:s 141,990 1,029 58 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 

13,489 

50 36.2 88 63.8 

\ tt(:rr,,~-s>; :". /PIVtK :',;.paJM1~'A.t,'i;~''o/O.:>i 

G 
1 R 

A 
N 
o 

/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES. : 
-; 

2 1 1 1 

14 313 91 22.4 i 6.50 

::~.~n~I:~~~;l1~ ~-::A{:;:~r~~Nj~~>1: ::l:!:)"~J~;:'~.i~.~tt;:~~~i~~~:;· 
USAGE STATiSTICS 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not % Selected Juror 
Selected, or Usage 
Serving or Serving Index 
Ghallenged 

24.8 56.8 18.14 

23.4 55.3 19.03 

" 
13.6 55.6 19.96 

15.3 58.5 20.02 

9.5 65.0 17.70 
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JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
I 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

37,365 2,669 
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Per 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE SOUTH DAKOTA 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

LJ:..J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS LLl 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

f NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

894 633 178 3,776 2,071 
19.77 

~~ 224,997 1,178 60 

100 % 54.8 % 23.7 % 16.8 % 4.7% Not Selected, Serving .$ 
or Challenged 37,799 

57 25 42.4 34 57.6 191 99 51.8 92 48.2 
i<s-tQJAi.,.··z, .. (,.~-gtV~L:>;; ;,".··~.·~o/ii:~;,;·:"¢R~~INA[t', .. ~::%:.:k 

'- JURY TRIALS 

( NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

4 2 2 2 2 

20 394 135 19.7 6.75 

J~essl~n~':t<; JucQrMri ':;, <j{9~~s.Jn·~:;A~~;:J~rQrs···:;A"gjfi"ut~ '\ 
. Cp'~i!an~d: .. : .• 1,...Sesl?J!frj'. , >:$Eiss.iQn' •. ~ ,p~r;~.s$l~h: 'P~f;~~§l~O{ 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

28.5 50.3 22.39 

25.9 56.9 20.18 

22.5 54.4 19.97 

20.9 53.1 22.32 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

$ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

58,928 2,946 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

, 
Per 

Juror 
Day 

150 

I-----~ ...... + ... ,.,., .. i-:. ';';;""~''''''~.''''" .. ,.-+_:.''''''~ .•. ,~",,,,~;,,,,,,~,:,''''.\'''d;,I--- -+----t----T~~~+ ........ ~.....,...~~~~~ ........ ~~~"'" 
1982,,~h'<~:::"i59.. {;~:::5i~6.·:~ 16.8 54.8 19. 77 .;>/,(,:13~~{:{.':.fi1$;~r 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE ALASKA 

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

P 
E 
T 

/ 

1,949 1,041 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

279 497 132 
20.96 

100 % 53.4 % 14.3 % 25.5 % 6.8% 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

14 2 14.3 12 85.7 93 

'-. JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

2 2 2 

24 474 192 19.8 8.00 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

% Not % Selected Juror 
Selected, or Usage 
Serving or Serving Index Challenged 

32.3 52.5 23.58 

52.5 38.0 31.98 

20.1 63.1 20.05 

38.7 43.9 29.70 

25.5 53.4 20.96 

$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 3D, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS LLJ 

ESTIMATED COSTS ""\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

109,744 1,180 ~56 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 27,985 

$ 
i 

28 30.1 65 69.9 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

54,294 2,262 

for National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

"'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

115 

COMMENT: This district reports a large number of jurors in travel status each year due to adV.erse 
weather conditions and infrequent transportation service to certain areas of the state. The number of 
jury trials increased from 10 in 1981 to 14 in 1982, the majority of them involving criminal matters. A 
large proportion of criminal trials tends to negatively affect juror statistics 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 pooling. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE ARIZONA 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

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

P 
E 

T 

T 

G 

R 
A 
N 
o 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

6,657 4,044 1,496 1,063 

100 % 60.7 % 22.5 % 16.0 % 

86 14 16.3 72 83.7 
~. .\ l'OTAl:;o -- CIVIl.. - % -:-. CRIMINAL 

.. '-

". ."Ia' 

\.. JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
.... . \\ . 

54 

0.8 % 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

19.75 

337 
; TOTAL, 

I_otal • 1>\ No\ Oil 
I in Exlste~ce . Jufy1: 1981 

"No; .. ; ".. .Nd~': . "No. On I,' 

. 'Jil1paoel!.ldDiSClhl:lrge(l.·, ,juIY'1/19S? , . . ..~ . .:....:....-. 

8 4 4 5 3 

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

101 1,956 535 19.4 5.30 

'SesSjon~;. <>'.. JurQrsln:·. ,,"'H611r$jnAvg.Jui'otJ3·· .... AvS;Hour$ '. 
" ..... Cody~n~I1.:: ~~$sJon< '. '. ·.ssss\Qn _ .per':$esalon per~esslon 

\.. USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

$ 277 , 135 822 42 

Not Selected, Serving _$ 
or Challenged 44,342 

65 19.3 272 80.7 
-cJVl~ %. -'CRIMINAL .- ."% 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"\ 

$ 
1: 

Per TOTAL Session 

113,542 1,124 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

58 

PETIT JUROR USAGE -.... ····GRANOJUHORUSAGE . 
YEAR 

ENDED 
% Not % Selected 

Selected, or 

.. . . ,_ ","< . " ' "'. ",~""." '.' , t . _ '. . ,) , 

Juro~, '.' 1;;9tal .. : . NUll'Iberot NUmber''O( '-Aver!i1ge: ..... 

JUNE30 Serving or 
Challenged 

Serving 
Usage _ .. Nu .. I.Tl.t)er?f.!, S~$sJ()!1s'cHQur$ hi' .. 'Numb~r of: 
Index '.. G.rand, . Convened Session·' Hours per " 

JurJf1e;.", ' Sesslpn 
., . .._ -.- c.!'.; -:,_'< . .-', : 

1978 24.3 49.6 
. -, -".' - i;' ,- ",:. '" . " 

24.29 '. .\'8:. " .' l'3e' ···fJ24- .' ... 5.97, 

1979 19.8 59.5 2 40 
1· .. ·.·~:--c;·;:..I·5'··: ,'," .. -: -1··2:·8~;: ......... 6'-:-7'1'·' .""5.'2/1.. 

1. 1- '., . ;~: .,.. ' ';' ':'.:.. ,.' "t 

1980 16.0 63.3 

1981 17 .0 62.3 
. . ~~. ". 

19. 72.,~,;<71JiO . ;:Q99 .. 1<4.9~' 
1982 

\" 

:. .. :."- ; j--\,-~: '-"::.:. 

~ •• ' :~; .. 86);·_I:,·~8t:'7:. 16.0 60.7 19.75 

COMMENT: Arizona reported 25.9 percent fewer completed jury trials in 1982 than in the previous 
year. They were, however, predominately criminal jury trials and several involved highly publicized 
notorious cases. These cases adversely affect juror statistics because larger than average panels of 
jurors are needed due to expected large numbers of challenges forcause. 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 
personnel. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE CALIFORNIA NORTHERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 

A 
N 
0 

/' 

,-
'total , 

. Available. ': 
,- "1'". 

11,514 

100 % 

92 
. TOTAI,.;·· 

\. 

/' 

. ...... Total.' 
.iI1J:Xls~nce 

13 

245 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Selected Not Serect!:id, . ·In : USAGE 

... ' "(lr, Chl:ilr~nged .'. Servill9 or .Trllvel, ." INDEX 
Setvhig: . , .Cha/lenge.9 '. status 

7,520 1,509 2,432 53 
15.64 

65.3 % 13.1 % 21.1 % 0.5% 

43 46.7 49 53.3 736 
.01\/,,11 .. ~ . ,tob '. OR'IMINAL %, "'" TOTAL·· 

,JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

7 6 5 8 

4,722 1,153 19.3 4.71 

• . SliisSfollS :: .. ; • "A/t'ars In'- '. 
". pOl'fI(ened; .• . Session' 

Hour$ln- . "Av9, Juro(SAvg;Hour$ H 

Session . .' .. :pef.8esslon' . J;jer$.esslon 

/ 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

\.. 1982 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

~S 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "'" Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

604,529 821 53 

Not SelectGd, Serving $ 127 556 
or Challenged , 

459 62.4 277 37.6 
CIVIL % ORIMINAL.. . % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

$ 
i 

Per TOTAL Session 

208,647 852 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

44 

COMMENT: The Northern District of California experienced one notorious case, numerous last minute 
occurrences which caused jury panels not to be used, and several 12 member civil juries. These factors 
usually have a negative impact on juro~ usage statistics, however, the percentage of jurors not select­
ed, serving, or challenged has remaineG.)irtually constant since 1979. 
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JUROR USAGE PROF.lE CALIFORNIA EASTERN 

P 
E 
T 

T 

2 PLACES OF HOLDll\IG COURT (with jury trial activity) 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

5,099 3,082 718 1,084 215 

100% 60.4 % 14.1 % 21.3 % 4.2 % 

49 14 28.6 35 71.4 

19.76 

258 

S 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS L£l 
ESTIMATED COSTS '" 

Per Per 
TOTAL TriRI Juror 

Day Day 

296;781 1,150 58 

Not Seleqted, Serving $ 
or Challenged 63,214 

82 31.8 176 68.2 
~ijfQt.~t;.:>; ':'~M£,t;(;:~;;,:I!fo·;<C:;$jMJ~A4: o,'c,~r..i,;,· 

\.... JURY TRIALS 
; >:::f:PtAt»Ui:tN!~:<: ,..',;,0/4 ;:::PRjM1N~k'/~o;,;:·o 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

G 
R 

A 
N 
D 

6 

89 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

4 2 

1,769 524 

3 3 

19.9 5.89 

\... USAGE STATISTICS 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1901 

1982 

,"~,;,:,;:,< >".'-"'~. 

g;\i~~~ 
< •••• _-,-.-.' 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not % Selected Juror Selected, 
Serving or or Usage 
Challenged Serving Index 

24.9 59.3 20.39 

25.2 59.4 18.26 

28.2 58.4 19.80 

2p.3 65.4 19.04 

21.3 60.4 19.76 

$ 
[ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session , 

145,027 1,630 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

82 

COMMENT: This district's trial calenda.r has been predominately criminal since at least 1971 the year 
the present petit juror reporting system >'ll!~ established. During 1982, the number of jury trials rose 
19.5 percent to 49, with criminal trials accounting for 71.4 percent of the total. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE CALIFORNIA CENTRAL 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

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

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

24,401 

66.4 % 

524 5,060 2,605 16,212 
17.48 

10.7 % 20.7 % 2.1 % 100 % 

$ 1,270,429 910 52 

Not Selected, Serving $ 262 979 J 
or Challenged ' 

242 89 36.8 153 63.2 1,396 542 38.8 854 61.2 

"<:T:Qr~L': ,?~ ·~;'~'J1~lV!L,~/::) ~~~/}J<t, "it; ;~~,ql1tM(t'.lAt,:.;; /;"%)1 ')r'/l:o:r~,':~~ • ;L';~QlY.(t'i,'rl;:§,)~~¢Bf~lWA~ li!';~;%,;;' 

\... JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

34 18 16 19 15 

437 8,556 2,215 19.6 5.07 

c:~;;.;;.:s. ~s .. s ... jbh.~.>.t.: ... ~,.' :·.··:.::::·.;;'.·Ju.r._.Q.:'~f$.'lrr.~;'.:. ~\.~::t"0,:;;:H.,.·. o.· ... ~.', '. '·.'}itt.:, : .•. '. ,'. ;;,; .,/A.).:19.~'~.·Ju,··' tot~ ... :.:i~9~.;:tfdU~:4.\: 
....~CQt1'1!!!n$Q\0::;;/.,if~~!;lQ!l:;~ :, .:; :'~~~~IQtl:';{;';!L~r;s.es$,lQIt·; ;'P~r~~~~t~n 

\.. USAGE STATISTICS 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

1979 0 

1980 

1981 

1982 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

29.5 

32.8 

25.7 

23.8 

20.7 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

61.7 

57..5 

63.3 

64.4 

66.4 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

20.71 

19.82 

18.73 

18.23 

17.48 

JURY TRIAL DAYS .) 

$ 
T 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

457,274 1,046 

For National Profile 
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'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

53 

I~}~!~~~'tf 
lf~?:~.~::~:~~¥~,;t ;~.~+it ?i\;~~~~~?£:; 

COMMENT: This district had a high percentage of criminal trials, several of which were notorious cases. Jury s~lection i.n ?ne 
highly publicized antitrust suit lasted nine days. The trial lasted 60 days. These factors tend to adversely affect Juror statls~lcS, 
however, they were counterbalanced by efficient juror management. Practices such as multi~le voir dire, jury pooling, and de~dbnE:s 
for settlements in civil cases have helped reduce the percentage of jurors not selected, servmg, or challenged from 32.8 percent 10 

1979 to 20.7 percent in 1982. 

The total number of jury trials declined 11.0 percent to 242. Several jU\'y trials were conducted before a magistrate. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE CALIFORNIA SOUTHERN 

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

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

8,590 5,121 1,535 1,934 
P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

1------1;------+----+-----+------/ 20.80 
100 % 59.6 % 17.9 % 22.5 % % 

86 15 17.4 71 82.6 413 

S 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS L2-.J 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

"\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

356,621 863 42 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 80,240 

120 29,1 293 70.9 

~«rprAt:,>;~6 ,:?::;{},IV.Jt:/,~;:';:,~\l..:'$~::,: E',QAIMiNAli~' :~;;~,{;:: " 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/ NUMBER OF GRANO JURIES 

11 7 4 5 6 

234 4,656 1,366 19.9 5.84 

· .. ;~ .. ~~~:~k~~.;:~~l ry~~r:.;~~~~i$;.J":.:}:~i?~~~J~\j:~,~;~f~~~~~~~· ;~~~~~~: 
USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

,~j~~,~'i;;; 
~~~~':j 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

18 .4 

24. 2 

31 . 2 

26 .7 

22 . 5 

% Selecte'o 
or 

Serving 

65 6 

58. 7 

49 . 5 

58 . 3 

59.6 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

19.72 

21 . 72 

24 . 63 

20 .'93 

20 .80 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

$ 
1 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

182,422 780 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
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'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

39 

COMMENT: Despite a predominately criminal trial calendar, the Southern District 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 practice of holding 
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. 

(; 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE HAWAII 

LLJ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
1\1 
D 

I' 

1,052 

100 % 

12 

4 

34 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

760 223 69 

72~2 % 21.2 % 6.6 % 

9 75.0 3 25.0 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

2 2 2 

633 176 18.6 

USAGE STATISTICS 

12.23 
% 

86 

2 

5.18 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978, 

1980 

1981 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not . % Selected Jur.or 
Selected, or Usage 
Serving or Serving Index Challenged 

1.3 67.5 12.73 

4.2 61.2 19.62 

9.3 59.3 19.74 

5.2 59.7 20.70 

6.6 72.2 12.23 

$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS L1......J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
" Day Day 

52,974 616 5U 

Not Selected, SerVings; 
or Challenged 3,496 

63 73.3 23 26.7 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
T 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

28,100 826 

For National Profile 
Open foldout 
At Back Cover 

''Yo' 

"\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

44 

COMMENT: The SUbstantial increase in the percentag(~ of jurors selected or serving was primarily due 
to [the reduction of criminal trials from 10 (83.3 percent) in 1981 to 3 (25.0 percent) in 1982. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE IrtAHO 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

, ;~t; ~~ii~'~~I~t [:I!rt~" ~, ' 
"',.,...,.~~~ 

P 
E 
T 

T 

2,524 1,578 406 315 

100 % 62.5 % 16.1 % 12.5 % 

30 13 43.3 17 56.7 
:'1~:,.:~T~~,ij,i,; \.':',:2QMl1i:,;:.' l;i\.t;;,%~:,:;'i,:;"i~I"'J",~,ti{,~~~,!'~}c, 
\. JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

2 1 1 

225 

8.9 % 

1 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

17.77 

142 

1 
G 

R 
A 

N 
o 

18 366 112 20.3 6.22 

'>;,,;!~~~~i~;~1J :~j:;r.,~~~~~~K:':, :":E,;:·~~~~J~?!~'~}', f'tNifA~:~~tflf 
USAGE STATISTICS 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 
YEAR % Not % Selected Juror ENDED Selected, or Usage 

JUNE30 Serving or Serving Index 
Challenged 

1978 34.7 49.5 20.39 

1979 " 19.6 61.0 16.61 

1980 19.7 60.8 18.18 

1981 10.2 63.0 16.58 

12.5 62.5 17.77 
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YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

140,605 990 56 

Not Selected, Ser'ring $ 
or Challenged 17,576 

$ 

77 65 45.8 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

37,346 2,075 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

'" 
Per 

Juror 
Day 

102 

I, 
, 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE MONTANA 

.L5-J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

r NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

P 
E 2,533 1,311 358 475 389 
T 
I 

100 % 51.8 % 14.1 % 18.8 % 15.4 % 

T 
48 33 68.8 15 31.3 

18.76 

135 

~~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS L.LJ 

EST I MATED COSTS "'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

159,640 1,183 63 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 30,012 

94 69.6 41 30.4 
':;f!;t:qT~J,i!i,);;:«7clV!I.ii'''i~.'; E~~~'i%.';;'(;) ~;:QRIMU"~t&:I<)~:;%',';,/ .'<'.')10TA\,:,,< '*' ;i,QJV!1~/:: '>}!h;:i ,;~Y¢AIMINAt..: ,.;:;ora;,',d, 

G 
R 
A 

N 

'- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

2 1 1 1 1 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTI MATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror Session Day 

$ 
1" 

45,760 3,813 175 

I 0 
12 261 70 21.8 5.83 

For National Profiie 
Open Foldout 1~-~~:,t~~!~'i5,~" ~·~\~!ttq~~W/y'i; ?!·Hi!~~~JRci;;:~i,~~$i~t11w: ;~~~JW~~~·; At Back Cover 

USAGE STATISTICS 
\.'-------------------------------------------~ 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
~,:,';,:",:,.'tfiM·"~J"~t~t\'/:,'~;~> PETIT JU R OR USAG E·},"':!i':?,::\(',,:t.'fflAt\tO';~QaqB'';l)~AG.E.,i,~ ?(:/:.,',y ~ 

J~jf~~'· £~~;.~~ %::~:;d 15;;: ,lIti ~e~I~~.~"I~: YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

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 ov~r the 39 
cases tried before a jury in 1981. 
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JURORUSAGEPROALE NEVADA 
~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

4,437 

100 % 

33 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

2,964 449 990 

66.8 % 10.1 % 22.3 % 

13 39.4 20 60.6 

34 

0.8 % 
19.29 

230 

~~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHiPS L..LJ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 
- Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

192,958 839 43 

Not Selected, Serving $_ 
or Challenged - 43,030 

64 27.8 166 72.2 
; ':TQTAt'··/· .ClVlt;. ."d/o: ···_.Ol=tI~HNAL.%,,: . TQT~t. .,.'.,> 'qIYn.. !v':,.<~j,:"~'QRIMINAl,-· ,%C 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

'- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAN!) JURIES 

8 6 2 3 5 

125 2,415 524 19.3 4.19 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

1978 

1979 

1980 

, "' '-.6..'_ ••.. 

1982>:·::·V<$~':.~ ;':';<~~O:~" 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

30.4 

27.9 

24.3 

40.7 

22.3 

% Selected 
or 

Serving, 

54.8 

55.1 

55.7 

43.6 

66.8 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

23.47 

22.78 

19.22 

29.73 

19.29 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

$ 
L 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL ., Session 

88,401 707 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

'\ 

Per 
juror 
Day 

37 

COMMENT: Despite scheduling separate juror orientation days, Nevada ,substantially imp~bved its 
juror statistics, cutting the percentage ,of jurors who were not selected, serving, or challengeJ almost 
in half. This improvement is due, in large part, to reductions in the percentage of jury trials involving 
criminal matters and in the number of last minute pleas and settlements. 

The number of jury trials declined from 35 in 1981 to 33 in 1982, however, the number of jury 
trial days increased 48.1 percent indicating lengthier, more complex trials during 1982. Further 
research revealed that one criminal jury trial involving bank robbery charges lasted 101 days, account-
ing for over 43 percent of the total. ' 
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\<1 JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

kl 
OREGON 

r1 

'\1 
~~ 

;'j 

1
,1 
,I 

, 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 

T 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
:;''::i6ta['- . S .. 6, '.EI,ocrte ... d. ,., "",.0 .'; Not:sel$cteqi/.;,hl'oi. USAGE 

All ble .. . Challenged: Servil19'orTravel: ',. INDEX 
i' ya a. . .... Servitig····' .,.-.C~al'i>ng~d" .Status ..... 

2,441 743 819 64 
13.93 

100 % 60.0 % 18.3 % 20.1 % 1.6% 

63 41 65.1 22 34.9 292 

8 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

199,771 684 49 

Not Selected, Servitlg $. 
or Challenged 40,154 

230 78.8 62 21.2 
rOTAte . CIVIL, '%.'.eC;RIMliiJAJ... .. %. 

\.. JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

6 3 3 3 3 

62 1,246 369 20.1 5.95 

;-ses~JQn~-:~:'--I·;.'··AU~ ~. ~f' ·:\.M!ii.if~irf:r . :A'vg;:J~fo~~' ·~V~; H~~i§' 
'-,Oonven~~;.:cl[ k .: ....•. ~~$;~~.~ .: ·~$!'t$slon</:p,Elr !?e.ssio/l...perS,!'!.$sicm . 

\ USAGE STATISTICS 
'------------------------------------~ 

-,<;. ,:',!J: -", ::",\:."" 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

A-99 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
i 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

131,021 2,113 
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Per 
Juror 
Day 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE WASHINGTON EASTERN 

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

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

/' 

1,323 

100 % 

14 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

737 201 336 

55.7 % 15.2 % 25.4 % 

5 35.7 9 64.3 

49 

3.7 % 
15.56 

85 

:t; 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

67,616 795 51 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 17,174 

65 76.5 20 23.5 
< ;' TUTAJ;:",: .' \C.Iy'J\..~:.:/O/A'j, CR.lMI,NAl,;;<:'· ~/Qr< ,<~rQTAt:'; ;i; .'QIVJ'~';:·'oJo>' '>C5iMlliI§"; ';.;:~;'~" 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

,~ JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

2 1 1 1 1 

17 358 95 21.1 5.59 

'.;.,;·:~g~y!~~ci··:.'· ;.... :.~~f!~~j~·,~·:(; ?~~.}·.~~~l1Jg';·:·;,~~; ·~f~~~~'A}g~:~~~;' 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 

USAGE STATISTICS 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

18.0 

19.3 

18.1 

18.0 

25A 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

56.4 

60.6 

63.7 

62.9 

55.7 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

21.54 

17 .86 

17.18 

12.57 

15.56 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

$ 
1: 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

38,791 2,282 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
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"\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

108 

COMMENT: Larger jury panels are needed for criminal jury trials due to expected challenges. The 
rise in the percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged in this district, therefore, is 
related to the substantial increase in the percentage of criminal jury trials in 1982. Several civil jury 
trials were held before a magistrate. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE WASHINGTON WESTERN 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

/' 

7,308 

100 % 

66 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

4,876 960 1,129 

66.7 % 13.1 % 15.4 % 

22 33.3 44 66.7 

343 

4.7 % 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

15.96 

458 

~~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

372,620 814 51 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 57,383 

209 45.6 249 54.4 

·:~,t9TAt..< S~;,{:QMf~,,,·;<·<:,, .. ,;j,l.'J' ·'9-al~INA4. '% .'. ;,.:r;pr,6.1:. " I" 'O,JVJt i 1;;'",0/<1; '·,GFlIMINAl.,,:'YO: •. : 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

\.. JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAIIJD JURIES 

4 2 2 

92 1,885 673 

2 2 

20.5 7.32 

·~·.:;':~~~I~~r~;·, ·.;.:.J~6f~l~rt\"<;)(i'??;a6~ra'i6:.Yi···.': i;A~~;j~ral$;'··:A\j~.HQU(s.···· 
.·~:COQ)MJ:I!:'";''' ('; .... :~~$'IOP"l;'>'~~~lp~<-:::' ':: :·~r ~8,~i(li1~. !m.t~s$.i~tT;·: 
'- USAGE STATISTICS 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not % Selected Juror Selected, or Usage 
Serving or Serving Index Challenged 

20.9 62.1 20.31 

25.6 57.0 21. 79 

18.0 61.8 17.92 

23.8 58.5 19.58 

15.4 66.7 15.96 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
T 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

111 ,506 1,212 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

" 
Per 

Juror 
Day 

59 

COMMENT: The W~s.tern Dis~ric~ of WllShington re~r~ed six notorious c~ses during 1982. These cases required extra large jury 
panels and had a definite negative Impact on juror statistics. One case required a panel of 124 prospective jurors for a trial expected 
to last four mont~s. Despit7 the pre~ence of ~hese highly p.ub~icized cases, this district significantly improved its juror statistias 
through the exter.Slve use of Juror pooling. The Improvement mdlcates good communication between judges and court personnel. 

. Fo.ur jury tri!llB laste~ 20 o~ more days, while the total number of jury trial days rose more than 50 percent. One six person 
Jury was lmpareled 10 a crimmal trial convened before a magistrate. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE GUAM 
~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

829 208 69 538 14 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

55.27 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

100 % 25.1 % 8.3 % 64.9 % 1.7% 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

4 4 100.0 
, TOTAL,': :CIVII..':,:.%,CRIMINf\L ...•..... %>' . ' 

"- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

2 1 1 

21 395 136 

USAGE STATISTICS 

15 
TOTAl:.· 

1 1 

18.8 6.48 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
ENDED 

jUNE30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

30.7 

30.5 

54.7 

100.0 

64.9 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

66.5 

57.1 

24.9 

25.1 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

14.35 

19.35 

37.86 

55.27 .,,' 

$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS Ll...J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
, 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

26,748 1,783 32 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 17,359 

- - 15 100.0 
91\114' % ·'GRIMINAL ,-', 

% 
". 

JURY TRIAL DAYS / 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

$ 
i 

Per TOTAL Session 

13,678 651 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

Per 
JUror 
Day 

35 

COMMENT: Guam's panel sizes for jury selection are unusually large - pnce as large as 84 jurors. 
Large panels are needed because many prospective jurors have first-hand knowledge of. the case and/or 
personally know the parties involved. Several last minute pleas and cancellations also contributed to 
the large percentage of unused jurors. 

A:-I02 

l 

rn 
li 
~! ' 

i 
( 
f ' 

'1'··','. : 
,'I 

, 'I 

f" 

f, 

\'! t, , 
~( 

L t, 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE NORTHERN MARIANA ISLANDS 
L.LJ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

/ 

, Total.' 
dAvalf£lb!e 

522 

100 % 

4 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS . 
Selecfed .- . _.' . ~;J:. • Not Selected) " In ." 
..,p~" o'OlJalfl;'il1ge~ , .$er-vlngpf .- Travel 
~Setv)nl1 ."' . \~. Challenged, ' a~tl,l$ 

263 123 136 -
50.4 % 23.6 % 26.1 % -

1 25.0 3 75.0 

JUROR 
USAGE 

,"." INDEX : 

19.33 
% 

27 

$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS LL1 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

16,631 616 32 
Not Selected, Serving $ 

or Challenged 4,341 

4 14.8 23 85.2 
TOTAl . CIVIL', %. ,'CRIMINAL %, '. .'" TOTAL .~; CIVIL', % GAIMINAL ,', 

.,%' 

"- JURY TRIALS 

N\}MBER OF GRAND JURIES 
~.,.....,.,~~,--,-,.'T""""C~ 

" Tolar. '.,. "Nq,; .6n. .... , ::NQ<'; .rr ·No. '. ", 'No';. ,On, " 
InExfst~nce' ,July"ld98t. ;/irlpanl:'lled

m
:, I?lscharQ,ed; Ju£",{1t 1982 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

'-- .. :. '~, ,"" 

. "j~iOtSin .' ", .'H .. O.U. (Sit.,l 
.' .'. . Session' ',' " '$~ssi~lQ 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
PETIT JUROR USAGE 

~·'·li,:.·Y·r 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

100.0 

63.4 

31.4 

51.7 

26.1 

% Selected 
or 

Servillg 

18.2 

26.0 

21.1 

50.4 
, . 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

46.10 

35.40 

32.42 

19.33 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
L 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

- -

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

··.GRA&ojURORl,ISAGE 

"\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

-

COMMENT: Two cases settled a~ the last minute, both resulting in more than 40 prospective jurors 
not being used. This was offset, however, by a local rule allowing criminal juries of less than 12 mem­
bers. This year, the Northern Mariana Islands recorded its best juror statistics since the court was 
established in 197,8. 
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JURORtUSAGE PROFILE COLORADO 
o 

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

P 
E 
T 

T 

/' 

4,741 

100 % 

79 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

3,281 844 520 

69.2 % 17.8 % 11.0 % 

45 57.0 34 43.0 

96 

2.0 % 
13.24 

358 

$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS " Per Per 
. TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

230,894 645 49 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 25,398 

250 69.8 108 30.2 
.TOTAL;;" ·.·•· •• ·.·CIVIL ..... i:.;%:.;.c¢R\~IN~t;t,;,;% .... 

" JURY TRIALS 
;; ..... tp;rb,t;·:·~p~vit,> ··e:fiJln ::~. '>icRt~JNAtJ'l';}%.>; 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

Total 
. inEXIstenCe 
,-. ~' 

4 1 3 1 3 

102 2,057 664 20.2 6.51 

Ses~jons, ' .. " JurorsJIl"; .' .. , .·110~,f~lrti.';.;·i!;Avg~·JJ;dr$, :,Mg;Hi:)tirJii 
Conllened, "o'$ession . 1<. '.' ;lse~$19n: ':>. per$essl.<Jn '~rj§e$~f(ln' 

USAGE STATISTICS 

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

YEAR 
ENDED 

% Not % Selected Juror 
Selected, or 

.IUNE30 
Usage 

Serving or Sf)rving Index Challenged 

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 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

'=""=TOTAL Per 
Session 

$ 
j 

202,675 1,987 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
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" Per 
Juror 
Day 

99 

qOMMEN,!(,: Over the past several years, the percentage of jurors in this district who were selected or 
serving on' a trial has risen steadily. At the same time,' the percentag~ of jurors who were not 
selected, serving, or challenged has declined to 11.0 percent. This steady improvement in juror usage 
can be attributed to a smaller proportion of criminal trials, efforts to pool jurors, a local rule which 
asses3es 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. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE KANSAS 

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

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

4,919 3,217 808 

100 % 65.4 % 16.4 % 

81 48 59.3 
:~;;":;;:'~~"'}';"Xi':CMt,<; :">/~'/ , , 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

JURY TRIALS 

18.6 

19.6 

17.0 

18.2 

17.5 

860 34 

17.5 % 0.7% 

33 40.7 

66.3 17.48 

65.5 16.59 

68.5 15.90 

68.5 13.96 

65.4 15.04 

JUROR 
USA.GE 
INDEX 

15.04 

327 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS L2..l 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
Per Per 

';\\ lOTAL Trial Juror 
V;,-.;/ Day Day 

~~ 197,244 603 40 
Not Selected, Serving $ 

or Challenged 34,518 

209 63.9 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 

$ 
I 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

64,642 1,469 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Bac;:k Cover 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

. , 

74 

COMMENT: A notorious case in February and . 1 t . ' 
affect the district's 1982 jury statistics Kansas s~~:r~ as ~l~ute settlements did not significantly 
available jurors were either selected or ~erving on a tria~nage 0 report that 65.4 percent of the 4,919 

"'1\ 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE NEW MEXICO 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

I I L1LJ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS LU 

I 
I P 

E 4,374 3,106 746 319 
T 
I 

100 % 71.0 % 17.1 % 7.3 % 

T 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

G 
R 3 2 1 
A 
N 

27 0 

D 
139 552 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 13.4 70.3 

1919 19.0 62.9 

1980 8.7 68.9 

1981 6.2 71. 

7.3 71.0 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 
JUROR 
USAGE Per Per 
-.INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

.203 ~~ 249,800 827 57 

Not Selected, Serving $ 18,235 or Challenged 

14.48 
4.6 % 

302 206 68.2 96 31.8 
r:' •. LTOJa.:> , ·./i."~~':~:~;'· V'i't~-ii"';t,~At;:, .:;;·;":.'~I~ 

1 2 

20.4 5.15 

16.55 

20.56 

15.46 

14.36 

14.48 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

$ 
1. 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

72,966 2,702 

For National Profile 
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'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 
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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 jurol's 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 (which 
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 or 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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r JUROR USAGE PROFILE OKLAHOMA NORTHERN 

LLJ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

3,463 

100% 

49 

2,136 623 704 

61.7 % 18.0 % 20.3 % 

33 67.3 16 32.7 

JURY TRIALS 

% 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

15.60 

222 

/~--------~N~U~MB=ER~O~F-G-R-A-N-D-J-U-R-IE-S----------~ 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

2 1 1 

30 626 240 

-" .. ,;,'".:"'.s'.' .... I~.'n:.·,·v$.··.e •. ,I.·,Q ... ,n,:'e·.·,$d'.·,'; •. -,",'· ,.':' , •..•..• ,.:',."., Jt'Jto"S-ln-" ",.-. ···.H··o· 'u'''r'';'; :.; 
.... 0" ~ '~~Aiij": '",'.: :,·'s.e.$sr~~· 

USAGE STATISTICS 

1 1 

20.9 8.00 

$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

139,484 628 40 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 28,315 

146 65.8 76 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
i 

I;,STIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

23,015 767 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

34.2 

" Per 
Juror 
Day 

37 

/~--------------~==~~---------------------
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ~\ 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1980 

1981 

\... 1982 

COMMENT: The percentage of. jurors not selected, serving, or challenged was up 5.2 percentage points 
from 1981 due to th~ee notorl?u.s cases and several changes of plea. Plea changes that the court 
cannot contr?l and. hl~hly publicIzed cases offset this district's efforts to efficiently utilize J'urors 
through multiple vOir dire. 

A-UO 

I , 

JUROR USAGE PROFilE OKLAHOMA EASTERN 

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

P 
E 
T 

T 

/ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

1,147 952 154 2 

100 % 83.0 % 13.4 % 0.2 % 

38 21 55.3 17 44.7 
c:"·;TcrfAL.:'i,,: '. :-;.CfW,.:'/b ,:.}~~:,:cl;¢f*IMJ.l.'IAt'}: ·J}.·,W:"ii;; 
'- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER O"F GRAND JURIES 

2 1 1 1 

39 

3.4 % 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

12.07 

95 

1 
G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

19 406 127 21.4 6.68 

YEAR Juror 
ENDED Usage 

,JUNE30 Index 

1978 21.2 60.7 18.59 

1979 9 .. 7 69.6 16.01 

1980 1.1 79.5 13.54 

1981 5.9 72.0 12.44 

1982 0.2 83.0 12.07 

A-HI 

$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS 11 2/:a 

ESTIMATED COSTS "'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

62,234 655 54 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 

124 

51 53.7 44 46.3 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ..J 

$ 
T 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

31,280 1~646 
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r YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE OKLAHOMA WESTERN 

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

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

5,200 3,566 983 638 

100 % 68.6 % 18.9 % 12.3 % 

143 122 85.3 21 14.7 

13 

0.3 % 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

11.58 

449 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

~~ 194,380 433 37 

Not Selecied, Serving $ 
or Challenged 

23,909 

397 88.4 52 11.6 

'i:itbJ'J\C" >;~ClVllf;4 .i,:;o;.:';PBIMl&AL,:: ,% ... rOTA!;,;;:.) . '0:. CIVI4~';<r>.coA</ CRIMINAl. ;, .. ~!I,{,:: •. 

'- :f-~U_R.;....;Y,-T_R_I_A_LS _____ --, 

/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

2 2 1 1 

51 1,061 333 20.8 p.53 

. "~$e$sldnr; /';' :. ·.:.'.; .••..... J .• s .. ue'.~sos .. r~l.olnn:.; :c::Bdu~$ib ·.·;~~Vg. ;jlJ;tof~' ;.6;v9, HODrs 'k: 
O(i!1"~Md ,> •. . . . . ..;, ~.~s:st()'",; ';; t/~t Sassfen . ,per Sasslolt' 

1978 

1979 

USAGE STATISTICS 

H!STORICAL COMPARISONS 
PETIT JUROR USAGE 

6.7 

8.1 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

77 .. 6 

76.3 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

12.33 

11.70 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ..J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

$ 52,948 1,038 
'-

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
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" Per 
,J'Jror 
Day 

50 

1980 8 • 9 74 . 5 13 . 5 3:':·;'~HQ:;:,,·:'~·6,;~.g:} 
1981 /.~~;~h~·:rJ;"" 5.8 76.6 1 L 19:"'"£~fi~,:"~;?~:~i~~9"~ 
1982 : .;":14'3 ,"",:j ~". ·l~.'i:~." 12.3 68. 6 11 . 58 ,~ . ,·,C?:.;4?3.: >.'."!:~.~~,;} , 

, )/ . 1982 
COMMENT: Though a smaller percentage of jurors were selected or serving on a. trial ?urmg, . 
compared to previous. years, th~ district's 6~.6 p.ercent of jurors selected or serving thIS year stIll 
compares favorably wIth the national average In thIS category (61.6 percent). 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE UTAH 

I LU PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jU;.y trial activity) 

I
I r/~~~~~~77.~N~U~M7B~E~R_O~F~J~U~R~O~R~D=A=Y=S~~~~ JUROR 

I, :·~·l·j~;~:~J~:·;· \~·:]~~1~);{~h:~~t~~~f~ : ,~l~!~t~t':t)i~%;%~;~; y~~~ 

G 
R' 
A 
N 
o 

19 
1------11------+----+----+-----1 17.35 

0.6 % 

.. 48 24 50.0 24 50.0 182 
,,~;:r.(rt-AL\';< .. ' ';',:CjvJk,},~Ff"¥;;~ ',.9RIMit9AL:: ' .. ;'%"j" '.' 

" JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

2 2 2 

36 200 19.3 5.56 

.
•.. :.c··~o·.~.nf1·.··.'v·~.e.IOn··.}el!~.~ ..•. ·.· .•... f.··· .. ·,·.'·:: " .. i.,.:.~ .. · .. ·.,.· .•. ·i.· .. 9.· .. r.·.·s'9.·.r.~.sr·o'.' . .in·.!1.,./;;;-':.·:·PJ:I;I4r$#(>f :'A.v~;;ttitiJ~~;S :':AYg~trQ,~t&· 

.. ,", ' ~ <>.'C ~s}:'$~$SIpn,;, •• ;perf3$s$~qn:p~t~~:$$I!iI.IJ:.: 

'- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
PETIT JUROR USAGE 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

% Selected Juror 
or Usage 

Serving Index 

1978 30.9 56.7 22.70 

1979 14.2 65.5 19.51 

1980 7.9 73.1 17.40 

1981 8.0 70.3 18.20 

6.9 72.6 17.35 " 

~~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS Ll.....l 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

159,564 877 51 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 11 ,OlD 

118 64.8 64 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
T 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

35,442 985 

For National Profile 
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35.2 
,.'%. 

'\ 

Per 
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Day 

51 

COMMENT: The percentage of criminal jury trials has declined to 50.0 p'ercent in 1982 from 87.2 
percent in 1978. Since jury selections for civil trials are generally less complicated than for criminal 
jury trials, it is not surprising that the smaller percentage of criminal jury trials was accompanied by a 
smaller percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged (6.9 percent), and a larger percentag'e 
of jurors selected or serving (72.6 percent). 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE WYOMING 

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

1,713 1,227 268 217 1 

JUROR 
USj~\GE 
INDEX 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

~------~----~-------+-------r----~ 11.42 
100 % 71.6 % 15.6 % 12.7 % 0.1 % 

~~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS L.L.l 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

58,241 388 34 
-

Not Selected, SerVing. $ 
or Challenged 7,397 

41 26 63.4 15 36.6 150 114 76.0 36 24.0 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

""·;'~Q:t~~.'\:)±:,c;/~_iL.:';<~' ;;·';":;;;:i' <)(;11~~"· :;)~'i-~;'''. ;\j~;1:Ql'~':i:!,~; i;·;:~S,~;:. i!~{:i;~:';':~ .• :.~"'t. •.• ·.\A,.··~~;·; 
'- JURY TRIALS 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 

1 

20 413 

1 

158 20.7 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

67.4 12.82 

71.4 14.35 

72.3 11. 75 

67.9 11.64 

71.6 11.42 

1 

7.90 

JUflY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

$ 
i 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

14,890 745 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
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'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

36 

COMMENT: Jury managers in this district 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 statistics. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE ALABAMA NORTHERN 
~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

k 
",l Total 

Available 

6,298 

100 % 

143 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
. Selected . 

ChalferiQecl 
'. Not$eJei>ted, I<~ . In:: .' 

'~~e~~ng: . ,'.:, ServJhg.o~! ••. ' TrJlvef'" 
'Cha"eng~,d .$ta:tus. 

3,741 1,237 987 333 

59.4 % 19.6 % 15.7 % 5.3 % 

105 73.4 38 26.6 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

16.66 

378 

$ 

YeAR ENDeD 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGeSHIPS LL.l 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

386,578 1,023 61 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 60,693 

250 66.1 128 33.9 
:' PlrorAL .. 

,CIVIL , o/? ·.·CAJM!N~£.. .. % .·.·.l'OT'AL' . OM!..:: " )~,.% . .CRJMINAL:' •..•... , %: 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

\... JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

. Total 
. in ~t~t~nc~ 

3 1 2 

33 717 248 

.... Sesslona '. ..' .'. . .Juror'aln .... 
" .CPnvened . \~ " Session' 

USAGE STATISTICS 

2 1 

21. 7 7.52 

JURY TRIAL DAYS .I 

$ 
i 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

62,355 1,890 

For National Profile 
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"\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

87 

/' HISTORICAL COMPARISONS '\ 

% Not % Selected 
Selected, or 
Serving or Serving 
Challengec:!' 

23.6 56.9 

23.9 54.6 

22.6 53.3 

20.4 54.1 

15.7 59.4 

COMMENT: One ,notorious criminal 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 
challenged on that day. Scheduling other jury selections to reuse jurors not selected for such notorious 
cases is the most efficient way to offset the negative impact these cases have on juror usage stat is­
tics. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE ALABAMA MIDDLE 
~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

I' 

2,349 

100 % 

63 

NUMBER OF JUROR Of. YS 

1,765 344 179 

75.1 % 14.6 % 7.6 % 

38 60.3 25 39.7 

61 

2.6% 
18.07 

130 

$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED CORTS 
....., 

'-" 
Per lfPer 

TOTAL Trial ' Juror 
Day Day 

102,583 789 44 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 7,796/ 

76 58.5 54 41.5 
tor~t" !"CAfIJ.':', ,% ... "Q(:Il~lN'A!', , (yO' ' 

'- JURY TRIALS 

/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

4 2 2 1 3 

37 775 255 20.9 6.89 

;'~~=~~S,.·. ,-:]Gy~~$~gtrJg/f:{r,-,}';,~~~~fJ~-;~; .. ' ·:t~i~~~t~-., ·',AtS~~~%ri···· 
USAGE STATISTICS 

JURY TRIAL DAYS .J 

$ 
i 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

52,827 1,428 

For National Profile 
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"\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 
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HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ' 

% Not % Selected Juror Selected, or Usage Serving or Serving Index Challenged 

14.5 73.3 20.95 

14.5 73.0 20.52 

8.0 72.3 20.57 

1981 5.7 76.9 18.13 

\. 1982 7.6 '75.1 18;'07 

COMMENT: Effective use of the ~ultiple voir dire I!lethod of selecting 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 case 
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 account for the effective 
juror usage statistics for this district in 1982. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE ALABAMA SOUTHERN 
L.LJ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

-.,\ 

3,370 

100 % 

68 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

2,650 435 85 

78.6 % 12.9 % 2.5 % 

39 57.4 29 42.6 

200 

5.9 % 
17.11 

197 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS LL.l 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
....., 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

:S 187,677 953 56 
Not Selected, Serving $ 

or Challenged 4,692 

95 48 . .2 102 51.8 
t.tO!Al.t>: " (f~VIt;'i'%CAfMI.NAL .. %' -rOTAL.>, ',OWIC; ,,::' ",:.,-Plo _ n,GRIMINAL\, _ %1; 

\. JURY TRIALS 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/' 

2 

24 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

1 1 

491 155 

1 1 

20.5 6.46 

I········· -:S~sslons· .' \.durota'irl . '., }:.HoU~iri;: .• M9.JUtor$: M9:Hpiir~. 
, "Cpi'iv~MtL:·. . ... ' \~ ~~$sl(m; . _ '~' , .§$s~tm·' , .. per. Ses31oil..pet.Se~$IQn 

USAGE STATISTICS 
,'-------------------------------------------~ 

/ 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1918 

1979 

1980 

1981 

\. 1962 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
PETIT JUROR USAGE 

4.4 

17.7 

4.3 

3.2 

2.5 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

81.0 

68.5 

76.2 

78.2 

78.6 

.Juror 
Usage 
Index 

15.28 

19.85 

19,16 

17.00 

17.11 

JURY TRIAL DAYS .J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

$ L-25,198 1,050 

For National Profile 
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"\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

51 

COMMENT: This Gourt makes extensive use of multiple voir dire jury selection, choosing as many as 
11 juries in 1982 from small pa,nels 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 also low at 12.9 percent. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE FLORIDA 'NORTHERN 
.Li.J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 

T 

I' 

, iotal' 
'., Available 

3,.323 

100 % 

55 

, 
. " 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
Sele.cted ,:", '. , Not Selectecfi .. ,10 < ,',,! 

or , Challenged" serving or, .. ' ":Travel " 
Serving. . ' .. 

. '. Challenged . ,!;,::,Statu$ .. 

2,419 516 372 16 

72.8 % 15.5 % 11.2 % 0.5% 

18 32.7 37 67.3 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

17.96 

185 

$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS LLl 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

137,670 744 41 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 15,419 

40 21.6 145 78.4 
'~,TOJAL ',' CIVIL % CRIMINAL '% tOTA!-. .,,~ 'CIVIL % ' • ·;CFlIMINAL % 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/' 

Tolal in Ex.!stence 

4 

74 

.' "Sessiohs " 
'Convened 

JURY TRIALS 

--
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No.dn 
July 1,1981 

2 

1,508 

'Jurors :'n 
Sessiog 

No: 
·h'npahE!Jed 

2 

415 

\1' 

,"~'No. ' 
orscha.rged 

1 

20.4 

,.No.On 
July 1(1982 

3 

5.61 

, ______________ U_S~A~G~E~S~T~A~T~IS~T~IC~S~ ____________ ~ 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
T 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTAL Per 
Session 

101,344 1,370 
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Per 
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(r-----------------------~H~,S=T=O~R~,C~A~L~C~O~M~P-A-R-,S-O-N-S-------------------------

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981' 

, 1982 

" •• .. '.JURYTRIALS. PETIT JUROR USAGE " , 
" .. '''' ".:, , ,;GRANOJ,O~Off;USAGE ". 

~OM~~NT: . Frequent use(?~ t~e mult~ple voir ~ir.e jury se~e<:tion along with small panel siz~s resulted 
In e~fICIent Ju~or usage statIstics despIte a majOrIty of crimmal trials and trial days. Criminal cases 
reqUIre more Juror resources than civil cases and generally cause usage data to worsen when they 
account for T?ore than half of the trial~ in a district. This district, however, recorded Dnly 11.2 per-
cent of total Jurors as not selected, servmg, or challenged. ' 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE FLORIDA MIDDLE 

L.2--1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

r NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

12,015 7,725 1,844 2,439 7 
P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

t-------ii-------t-----l-------+-----l 17.67 
100 % 64.3 % 15.3 % 20.3 % 0.1 % 

151 60 39.7 91 60.3 680 

~~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

JUDGESHIPS LLJ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
., 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

538,646 792 45 

Not Selected, Serving $ 109 345 
or Challenged ' 

295 43.4 385 56.6 
'TbWiL " ~ • PiVIt.:~::'.\,%; k'.CRIMJNA~ ;% . ;;:CorAt:· ,,\.QIVI!.:.' > 'tY.. ~:~c;:RIMIN.Al;:°,i, " 

'- JURY TRIALS 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/; 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1979 

1980 

1981 

, 1982 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

12 8 4 4 8 

240 4,661 1,485 19.4 6.19 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
PETIT JUROR USAGE 

" % Not % Selected Juror 
Selected, or Usage 
Serving or Serving Index 
Challenged 

21.3 64.7 19.22 

16.1 68.6 17.74 
i.' .';; .;! .\~: ;,'.: ·!.i .,.,:,~ _ r' "', 

'.~ :'139)/: .?::}~7~,~6!~} 
17.9 68.2 16.70 

19.0 66.7 17.60 

" 20.3 64.3 17.67 

JURY TRIAL DAYS .J 

$ 
1 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session, 

280,376 1,168 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

"" 
Per 

Juror 
Day 

60 

COMMENT: Trials, which were expected to last a long time, and last minute cancell~tions of jury 
trials, resulted in a high percentage of jurors not selected, serVing, or challenged in this district 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 1011g jury trials in 1982 involved contract disputes, product liability, and fratid. . 
~ i' 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE FLORIDA SOUTHERN 

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

P 
E 
T 

T 

r 

24,917 

100 % 

297 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

13,648 3,967 7,302 

54.8 % 15.9 % 29.3 % 

54 18.2 243 81.8 

22.37 
% 

1,114 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30.1982 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

$ 1,193,367 1,071 48 
Not Selected, Serving $ 

or Challenged 349.657 

265 23.8 849 76.2 
,~.'To.rAL ;.".' '~r;::\qML,;.,.Q% ... · }:CR\NIl.N~tq}%':': 

'- JURY TRIALS 
." . <7;tprA\;{x,:: ·;'(>G1V:it'X~. ~J~;;:<~';'; .;;;($lM~At;'; I·tj;.?~:~;,~\ 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

23 

373 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

12 11 

7,385 1,783 

9 14 

19.8 4.78 

... ' .··.:g~~Q~~~~··;:".il·" .. ·':~O~~~~~." .. ··c ·?j::'.'~~M~fJ~~:f:i.~;*l/~WsibW~ ~~~~£~~3 

YF.AR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

USAGE STATISTICS 

PETiT JUROR USAGE 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

29.0 

32.0 

34.5 

32.2 

29.3 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

56.6 

52.6 

52.7 

53.2 

54.8 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

21.52 

24.85 

23.19 

23.35 

22.37 

I 

$ 
i 

ESTI MATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

319,027 855 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

....... 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

43 

COMMENT: Many hst minute dismissals ana jury waivers eroded the benefits derived from poop.ng 
jurors for jury selection in this district. Last minute jury trial cancellations are particularly detri­
mental to juror usage statistics when the cancelled trial is for a criminal case. 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, &,n 
overwhelming majority of criminal trials in this district resulted in a large (29.3 percent) percentage of 
jurors not selected, serving, or challenged ... 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE GEORGIA NORTHERN 

Li-l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

13,049 

100 % 

174 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

7,634 2,207 3,208 

58.5 % 16.9 % 24.6 % 

110 63.2 64 36.8 

% 

J:JROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

17 .49 

746 

~~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30. 1982 

JUDGESHIPS il.Ll 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Pel' Per 

TOTAL Tria! Juror 
Day Day 

539,204 723 41 --_ .. 
Not Selected, Serving $ 132 644 

or Challenged ' 

404 54.2 342 45.8 
::;;;:;.'l.'Q1At;:~':·.· :';,'(,(t'''lk'&;'':' •.. ··,";\~·i};jPR,'MIN~t,.:~ .i:«%:"· IY'!9YAj,C,'':'' ,~C.!Ylt,', %' .CJ~JMINAL .'~"'1Q~3 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

'- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

13 6 7 5 8 

135 2,723 862 20.2 6.39 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIAL DAYS .J 

$ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

153,372 1·,136 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

....... 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

56 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE30 ~f.,i~~j~" ;i~$~ % ::~~;d ;~~I~(~.Hj~~\~.i 
F=====~~~ ~~*=====~====~====~~~~~~~~~¥#~~=a 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 ~,~?!".~4'~'· .:;~;;:)~~i~~:;; 

26.1 

24.2 

21.9 

24.1 

24.6 

53.6 

57.2 

61.0 

57.6 

,58.5 

19.56 

17.77 

18.01 

15.00 

17.49 

····"~':,~{r;.;~(j~' .~!-,~'rJ,·~~~~2f ;,<;~'6~5')'i 

··.·'~','i$a'<;.·~';:;~{~~~·~!j ;'~':;~1,lf5;;"~ 

'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 
selectEld, serving, or challenged (24.6 percent). 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE GEORGIA MIDDLE 

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

P 
E 
T 

T 

2,357 

100 % 

48 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

1,631 547 178 

69.2 % 23.2 % 7.6 % 

25 52.1 '23 47.9 

1 
19.81 

% 

119 

H 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS LL...1 
ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

92,742 779 39 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or ChRllenged 7,048 

53 44.5 66 55.5 
,,':TQt:Al,;::~ .'.,; cMt >',*,,>' '/' CFnMlNAL - ~";' 

" JURY TRIALS 
,,', rOTAL~, !~:.;;¢tVlC,%"GRIMINAI!I,% 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/' 

4 

48 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

3 1 

1,025 278 

1 3 

21.4 5.79 

USAGE STATISTICS 
,--------------------------------------------~ 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

1978 14.6 60.6 21.67 

1979 15.1 62.7 20.48 

1980 13.5 66.2 20.19 

1981 10.1 67.9 19.90 

, 1982 7.6 69.2 19.81 

$ 
i 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

79,713 1,661 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

" Per 
Juror 
Day 

78 

COMMENT: The strj,ke method of conducting the ,!:oir dire examination is used in this district and 
results in a disproportionate percentage of challenged jurors compared to the national average. In 
1982, the district reported 23.2 percent of all jurors as challenge~, well above the national average of 
15.9 percent. Twelve member civil juries are still the rule in this district although the panel size for 
selecting 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 district, 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. 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE GEORGIA SOUTHERN 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1982 

L.§-1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS Ll.-1 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ /' NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

':Total . ,,~.' -,Sitllected ',:. : Not selected. 'In" . USAGE -, .or ~' ,Challenged Serving Dr Travel INDEX :!Available Serving c Challenged status 

3,888 2,539 951 398 - S 202,537 998 52 

Not Selected, Serving $ 20,659 or Challenged 

19.15 
100 % 65.3 % 24.5 % 10.2 % - % 

"-', 

77 50 64.9 27 35.1 203 112 55.2 91 44.8 
TOTAL CIVIL' %'--; ,CRIMINAL % TOTAL ,.' CIVIL- % . 'CRIMINAL % 

"- JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

/' NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS " .. ' 
Total .. ··No.On No. c 

e 

N,O.Orf Per 

jnExlstehc,e> '. 

5 

48 
" " ,': 

,Sel;isions ',. 
Convened 

July 1, 1981 

2 

1,010 

. ,Jurors,ill' 
". session 

Irripaneleo 
No. 

Discharged July 1,1982 

3 2 3 

288 21.0 6.00 

Hour~riri ..... iAvg,Jurors Avg<~H6u~s .• 
•. SesSioli' '." pet.SessioiJperSe,ssion' 

$ 
i 

Per TOTAL Session 

96,687 2,014 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

Juror 
Day 

96 

USAGE STATISTICS 

"1980 ..... ;, .~.',. :···,(3·.·.·· 0',' ·,'~·',2·· .....• 
",\-,q~" , . . ,. -

1981 ,-i.9,;::k .i~2.8,'· 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged' 

10.5 

11.1 

7.4 

6.6 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

71.9 

70.3 

69.7 

75.3 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

20.60 

18.72 

18.47 

16.95 

" .. Tot~1 '. ':. NumberQf "-Numbetcif~~ .·.Avera~e. 
.. Numberof,S~ssi~ms .··Hoursln;; Jllumb'er 9f" 
o· Gran\[ " \lCo"v"'ned . Session'"' HQI.l,r,s per· ~ ,Juries "n .. " .". .' ..... . ,Sel3sjo!i., 

, , ''''~ h., ., ; . '",' r 

~., 

5" ... ",:." 

'" " ", 0'. " 

'~m,-;;: ·ag··" ,~.40> 
.... ',' .. 
' ': "'2' 

." ." 

"16 ,,',,', '8' 3"" ""'5""'1'.'9'''''''' ":>', ".:'.? '".', :' ,~ •... ,-, ... ,' 

, .... ".". 
",; 

2": .. 
" 

1\' 

:""$Qi 
, 
" 
.:"j 

, 1982 10.2 65.3 19.15 "~,." 

COMMENT: The district uses civil juries of both 6 and 12 meInpers, plus alternates. The combination 
of choosing several juries from the same panel before one judge (multiple voir dire) and using the strike 
method of conducting the voir.dire examination resulted in a low percentage of jurors not selected, 
serving, or challenged in 1982, accompanied by a high percentage of challenged jurors. The longest 
jury trial reported in this district in 1982 involved a narcotics violation and lasted 21 days. 
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APPENDIX A 
Glossary of Terms 

Cballenge 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 criminal 
' activity presented by the prosecution and determines whether the government's evidence is 
sufficient to justify the bringing of formal criminal charges. A regular grand jury can hold 
sessions for as long as 18 months, While a special grand jury can be extended for another 18 months. 

Indictment 

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

Jury Panel 

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

Jury Pool 

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

Local Rules 

Certain rules or orders of each district court 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 district court to determine 
questions of fact, in any civil or criminal action, through hearing the evidence presented at trial. 

Peremptory Challenge 

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

Plea 

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

Preliminary Examination (or Preliminary Hearing) 

A hearing to determine whether or not probable cause exists to believe that an offense has 
been committ~d 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 
par~y. S.equestration "!ay tak~ 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 
In a multiple judge court the starting time of voir dire for each judge is staggered to avoid 
simultaneous voir dires and limit the number of jurors who must be summoned. The jurors 
not selected to serve in the first case can then be used in a second or third voir dire on the 
same day. 

Voir Dire 
The examination mad~ of prospective jurors in court to determine their qualifications to 
serve in a. partic~l~.)e~s~, ill:cluding quest.ions of competence and bias. Its purposes are (1) 
to determm~ theIr qualifICa~l(~ns. to serve. In a particllla: case, including questions of compe­
tence and bIas, and (2) to elicIt mformatIon about the Jurors which is needed by the parties 
and their attorneys for the informal exercise of peremptory challenges. 
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APPENDIXB 
LIST OF MOST RECENT LOCAL RULES SETl'ING THE SIZE OF JURIES 

ADOPTED BY U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

District of Columbia (Rule 1-17) 
"In all civil cases 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 cmcurr 

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

Massachusetts (Rule 38) 
"In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six members. This rule shall apply to all 
civil jury cases in which trial is commenced on and after November 1, 1971." 

New Hampshire (Rule 31 (a» 
"In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six members." 

Rhode Island (Rule 15 (a» 
"In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six members. The jury in a criminal case 
shall consist of twelve members, except as provided in Rule 23(b) of the Federal Rules 
of Criminal Procedure.", (Effective September 27, 1971) 

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

1I 

SECOND CIRCUIT 

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

New York, Northern (Rule 45) . . . 
IIIn 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» 
IIA jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons." 

New York, Southern (Civ. Rule 23) 
IIA 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) pe~son~. One 
or more alternate jurors, in the Court's discretion, shall be impanelled 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 membe.rs. In protracte~ lItIgatIon one 
or more alternates shall be impanelled who shall serve m a<:c?rdance Wlt~, and be sub­
ject to the provisions of Rule 47(b) of the Federal Rules of CIVIl Procedure. 
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TmRDCIRCUIT 

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

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

Pennsylvania, Eastern (Civ. Rule 34(b» 
(l)"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 (12) members, and any number of 
alternates may be used, as the court may determine; but not more than twelve (12) 
persons shall participate in the deliberations of the jury, nor may any verdict be 
rendered by a jury consisting of more than twelve (12) persons or fewer than six (6) 
persons." 

Pennsylvania, Middle (Rule 511.1) 
"Juries in civil cases shall consist, initially, of at least eight (8) members. Trials in such 
cases shall continue so long as at least six (6) jurors remain in service. 'If the number of 
jurors falls below six (6), a mistrial shall be declared upon prompt 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." 

FOURTH CIRCUIT 

Maryland (Rule 19) 
"In civil cases in which trial by jury has been demanded pursuant to Rule 38, Federal 
Rules. of Civil Procedure, the jury shall consist of six jurors, plus such number of alter­
nate Jurors, as the Court may deem necessary. 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 District 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.l(b» 

"In all civil Jury cases the jury shall consist of six members." 

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

Louisiana, Western (Rule 15) 
"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." 

TexasCt Northern (Misc. Order No. 21 (6/1/80» 
"It is ordered that effective June 1, 1980, in all civil jury cases in the Northern District 
of 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; .h~w.ev~~F~t~s1all be optio~al with th~ Presiding Judge to require a 
twelve-member CIVIl JUlY trIal r~\ther than a SIX member Jury." 

1/ '\ 
Texas, Southern (Rule 17») 

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

Texas, Western (Rule 500-1) 
"In all civil jury 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 ~ases in this District, the jury 
shall consist of six (6) members plus sucl) alternates as the Court may deem proper 
under the circumstances of the case." 

Kentucky, Western (Rule 21(a» 
"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members." 

II 
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r 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 verdict 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 civil 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 (8) 
persons, pIus such alternate jurors as may be impaneled." 

Tennessee, Eastern (Rule 17 A) 
"In all civil jury cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required by law, the jury 
shall consist of not less than six (6) members." 

Tennessee, Middle (Rule l1(j» 
"All civil 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 CIRcurr 

DIinom, North~rn (Civ. Rule 23) 
"In all jury cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required by law or controlling 
rule, the jury shall consist of six members." 

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

Dlinoi<;, CentraI(Rule 19) 
"In all jury cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required by law or controlling 
rule, the jury shall consist of six members." 

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

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

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

Wisconsin, Western (brder 8/28/73) 
"In all civil 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 case, 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 calling of alternates 
in all civil jury cases the parties shall be bound by the verdict 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 civil jury cases the parties shall be bound by the verdict of not less than six 
jurors." 

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

Mic;souri, Eastern (Rule 16B(l» 
"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 20 R) 
"Unless otherwise specially ordered by the Court in a designated civil action or consoli­
date,d actions, the juries shall consist of six members in all civil cases, 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 Jiury cases, including condemnation cases, except as may be otherwise expressly 
required by law or controlling rule, the jury shall consist of 12 persons, or at the 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 civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six persons." 

IflNTH CIRPUIT 

Ala*a (Rule 14 A) 
"In all civil 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 de manded 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 civil cases, tria(af the cause shall be before 
a jury consisting of six (6) members." 

California, Southern (Rule 245-1) 

"!n 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." 

Hawaii (Rule 245-1) 

"!n 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." 

Idaho (Rule 9-103) 

~'The )ury in a. civil case at law, or in a non-criminal case in which a right to trial by 
Jury IS otherwIse granted by statute, shall consist of six jurors unless the parties stipu­late to a lesser number." 

Montana (Rule 13(d)(I» 

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

Nevada (Rule 18), 

~'A jury for the ~rial of civil cases shall consist of six (6) persons, plus such alternate Jurors as may be Impaneled." 

Oregon (Rule 22(c» 

"In .all civil cases tried to a jury, the number of jurors shall be six. The parties shall be 
entItled to the challenges available under 28 U.S.C. 1870 and Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 47(b).", 

Washmgton, Eastern (Rule 17(a» 
"A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six jurors." 

Washington, Western (Civ. Rule 38(f» 

"A jury for ~he trial of civil cases shall consist of six jurors plus such alternate jurors that may be Impaneled." 

Guam (Rule 28) 

"I~ all cas~s i.n whic~ a jury is demanded in civil "Cases, trial of the cause shall be before 
a Jury conslstmg of SIX (6) members, unless otherwise ordered by the Court." ' 

Northern Mariana Islands (Rule 9(c)(I» 

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

TENTH CmCUlT 

Colorado (Rule 7(c» 

"Ex~ept as is otherwise expressly provided by law, in all civil cases the jury shall consist 
of SIX members unless the parties stipulate to a lesser number." 

Kansas (Rule 23) 

"!It all civil ju~y cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required by law or control-
Jing rule, the Jury shaJl conSIst of at least six members." . 

New Mexico (Rule 23) , 

"The jury shall consist of six filembers in all civil jury cases. The number of alternate 
members will be at the discretion of the Court." 
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Okl~oma, Northern (Rule l1(c» 
",'IIIn all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members. The challenges 

permitted shl1,~ remain as provided in 28 U.S.C. 1870 and Rule 47(b) of the Federal 
Rules of Civil'Procedure." ); 

Oklahoma, Eastern (Rule l1(c» '" 
"In· all civil jury cases the jury shall conSIst of SIX (6) members. The challenges 
permitted shall remain as provided in 28 U.S.C. 1870 and Rule 47(b) of the Federal 
Rules of Civil Procedure." 

Oklahoma, Western (Rule l1(c» " 
"In all civil jury cases the jury shall conSIst of SIX (6) members. The challenges 
permitted shall remain as provided in 28 U.S.C. 1870 and_.Rule 47(b)of the Federal 
Rules of Civil Procedure." 

Utah (Rule n(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 l1(c» '" . . ~ . 
"Except as otherwise expressly provIded by law, In all CIVIl cases the Jury shall conSIst 
of six members unless the parties stipulate to a lesser number." 

ELEVENTH CmCUlT 

Alabama, Northern (Rule 4) " . ~. . 
"Except as otherwise directed by a Judge of the Court, the JU~y In all. CIVIl 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 ProcedUI'e, nor does it preclude the 
parties, with the consent of a Judge of the Court, from en!e:ing additio~~ 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 consist of six (6) members." 

Florida, Northern (Rule 22) . . . . " 
"In all civil cases tried by jury, the Jury shall conSIst of SIX persons plus su?h 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) . . J-\ • 

"In all civil cases tried by jury, the Jury shall conSIst (\. if 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." 
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Georgia, Soutbem (Rule 9.2) 
"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 criminal 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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JU~IIOR USAGE PROFILE NATIONAL 

~~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 
:\ 

!! /' NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

P 
E 
T 

(31,606 388,979 98,657 138,398 5,572 

: 100 % 61.6 % 15.6 % 21.9 % 0.9 % 

T 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

17.91 

('--
~~' 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30,1982 

JUDGESHIPS LiliJ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
, 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

8 28,355,549 804 45 

Not Selected, Serving S 209 865 
or Challenged " 

4,679 56.7 3,568 43.3 
\,''l'or:.fit;.' ~ .• ·Cl'4k:·;,}k;'. : ''C8fMINAL,.;.'!k/l; 
\ 

35,263 19,676 55.8 15,587 44.2 
.. <::Tp:tAt.C'::: f:;~;"'~J\1IF~~":"";:':%:~;;r;: ":.TqRI~rl't~t~qhi>Li 

, ....... _____ J-:;U..;.;R:..;..Y--:;T..;.;R:.;.:.IA.:;L,:.=S _____ ---l 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

G I 
,I 

414 ,I , 739 430 309 325 R 
" 

A 
'-: 

N i 
l,b,508 210,213 55,569 20.0 

0 
, 
,I 

5.29 

1~<\~:::~':t~i:;I> ~"·'~7~tW:~·,r ; ....... ~~~1J~:~': ::~~~~~A'~~~~~:; 
'- USAGE STATISTICS 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

'- 1982 

.' ... '.. ··,JUrrtTRtAt.S:'<> .,~' ..• ! 

~:~ 

;'Jh'2~>~. ····43~5": 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
PETIT JUROR USAGE 

% Not % Selected Juror 
Selected, or Usage 
Serving or Serving Index 
Challenged 

" 
24.0 60.5 19.51 

24.6 59.2 19.60 

23.L \=-, 60.9 18.83 

22.7 61.1 18.23 

21.9 61.6 17.91 
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JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

$10,542,283 1,003 

For National Profile 
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