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FOREWORD

The petit juror reporting system was instituted six years ago in fiscal year* 1971 while the
present grand juror reporting program was fully implemented at the beginning of fiscal year 1975.
Since 1971, an annual report on petit juror utilization in the United States district courts has been
issued by the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts. This is the sixth such report and the second
report to include data on the grand jury operation within the federal courts. It is hoped that the i
presentation of information on the entire jury program will prove useful to the Federal Judiciary and
all those taking an interest in the improvement of juror service and the utilization of those citizens
reporting for jury duty.

This report presents a compilation of grand and petit juror statistics derived from the JS-11G
and JS-11 monthly reports submitted by each district court during fiscal year 1976, Comparison
statistics for the petit juror system from the five prior years of reporting are also provided.
Comparison statistics on grand juries and jurors are given for the last two fiscal years.

The first section presents juror utilization data in various summary tables and accompanying
text. This section is further divided into three parts covering the grand jury operation in the
federal courts, an overview of petit juror activity, and an historical comparison of petit juror
utilization data by district over the past six years.

Section two contains information on juror expenditures for each district court as well as
national figures for juror costs. This section is divided into two parts, the first dealing with
grand juror costs and the second with the expenditures for the petit jury operation.

The third section provides individual profile pages for each of the 94 districts. The petit
juror portion of the profile page provides data on the utilization of petit jurors within a particular
district. The grand juror porticn of the profile page presents summary data for the year on all grand
jury activity within that district. Each utilization profile gives historical comparison data for a
five year period in selected areas. The profile for each district is intended to illustrate al]‘
pertinent juror statistics for fiscal year 1976 in a format that will provide an overall picture of

the jury system and the efficient, or inefficient, operation of that system within a district.

* Years referred to in this Report are fiscal years ending on June 30 of the year stated, unless

otherwise indicated.




In reviewing a district's profile page, it is helpful to refer to the national profile page at
the end of the report. The relevant national averages provided here make it possible to assess each

district in terms of the performance of the federal court system as a whole.
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November 1976 Rowland F. Kirks
Director
Administrative Office of the U. S. Courts
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SECTION |
JUROR UTILIZATION

Summary statistics on the use of petit and grand jurors in the federal court system
are presented in the following pages. This pregseantation includes statistics for fiscal
year 1976 as well as national comparisons of this data with that for previous years. In
order to present a more comprehensive picture of the jury operation in the Federal courts,
this section is divided into two parts, the first dealing with grand juries and the
second with petit jurors.

Grand Juxy

The collection of statistics on the operation of the federal grand jury system began
July 1, 1974 pursuant to the mandates of the Judicial Conference and under the guidance of
the Committee on the Operation of the Jury System. Two full years of data have provided a
substantial overview of the activity of federal grand juries and information as to the
utilization of grand jurors in the system. The compilation of data for fiscal year 1976 is
taken from the JS-11G reporting forms which are submitted monthly by the clerk of each
district court for each grand jury within the district.

The table, "Grand Juror Statistics-National Totals', provides information on total
grand jury activity for fiscal years 1975 and 1976. The total number of grand juries in >
existence increased by 6.0% from 570 in 1975 to 604 grand juries this past year. The number
of sessions convened by grand juries rose 7.1% ~ 8,404 sessions convened in 1976 as compared
to 7,846 in 1975. Corresponding}y, the number of jurors involved in these convened sessions
increased by 11,018 or 7.1%, while the number of hours in session increased by 8.1% frem
41,421 hours in fiscal year 1975 to 44,765 hours in 1976, These increases are at least
partially attributable to the courts' effortu to reduce the time between a defendant's arrest
and subsequent indictment under Rule 50(b) interim plans adopted by each district.

The second table, "Number of Grand Juries", presents a breakdown by district of the
total number of grand juries that were sitting at some time in the twelve month period, the
number of grand juries in existence at the beginning of fiscal year 1976, the number
impaneled, the number discharged, and the number in existence at the close of fiscai year
1976]. The total number of grand juries (those in existence on July 1, 1975 plus those
impaneled in the twelve month period) ranged from a high of 48 in New Yoxk, Southgrn to a
low of one in 11 (12%) of the 92 districts with grand juries in 1976. The Districts of the
Virgin Islands and the Canal Zone reported no grand juries in existence 'during fiscal year

1976.

'Regular grand juries may be impaneled at any time and have a natural life~df 18 months but

—

may be discharged gooner by court order during the 18 month period, (Rule 6(g), F.R.Crim.P.)

[




Table 1

United States Distiict Courts
Grand Juror Statistics - National Totals
Fiscal Years 1975-1976

1976 .over 1
Increase Percent
Grand Jurors and Juries 1975 1976 {Decrease) | Change
Total Number of:
Sesgions Convened.... 7,846 €,404 558 7.1
Jurors in gession.... 156,167 167,185 11,018 7.1
Hours in session..... 41,421 44,765 3,344 8.1
Average Number of:
Jurors per sessicn... 19.90 19.90 0.0 0.0
Hours per session.,.. 5.28 5.33 0.05 0.9
Total Number of
Grand Juries:
In existence......... 570 605 35 6.1
Impaneled......ce0s0e 291 301 10 3.4
Discharged......vovss 266 255 (11) -4,1

Nationally, 303 grand juries were in existence on July 1, 1975. During the fiscal
year the number of grand juries impaneled (301) exceeded the number discharged (258) by
43, resulting in 346 grand juries on June 30, 1976, a 14.27 increase over the 303 juries
at the close of fiscal year 1975. The number of grand juries in any given district
varies depending on factors such as amount and type of criminal activity and the number
of places of holding court. The grand jury system, as an integral part of the operation
of the Federal courts, has exhibited an increase in size and activity.

The table, "Grand Juror Usage', shows the extent to which grand juries and jurors
were utilized within each district during fiscal year 1976. Totals are given for the number
of grand jury sessions convened by all grand juries within a district, the number of jurors
involved in these convened sessions, and the number of hours during which sessions were
conducted. New York, Scuthern recorded the greatest number of sessiops convened - 968, the
largest number of jurors in session ~ 19,559, as well as the highest number of hours in
session - 3,772, Wyoming appears at the opposite end of the range with its one grand jury
reporting five sessions convened during the fiscal year involving 101 grand jurors for a
total of 36 hours,

Substantial increases in grand jury activity have occurred in 1976 compared to 1975
in many of the districts. One indicator of this increased activity is the number of
seggions convened, Thirty-three of the 92 districts recorded increases of 25% or more in
the number of convened sessions while 14 districts recorded increases of 50% or more.
Notable in this group are Pennsylvania, Middle which held 60 sessions chis past year compared

to 24 in 1975; Georgia, Southern which convened 15 sessions in fiscal year 1975 and 38




sessions this year; and Olklahoma, Northern which held 7 sessions in 1975 and 40 sessions in
1976.

This table also indicates the average number of jurors for each session as well as
the average number of hours for each convened session within a district. Bearing in
mind that a grand jury consists of 16 to 23 persons, Colorado had the lowest average of
17.6 jurors while West Virginia, Northern and Arkansas, Western recorded the highest
average of 22.8 jurors. The national figure was 19.9 jurors per session. The measure
of average hours per session is one indication of the efficient or inefficient utili-
zation of grand jurors' time. Average hours per session ranged from a high of 7.58 hours
in Oklahoma, Northern to a low in California, Eastern of 3.64 hours per session. The
national figure of 5.33 average hours per session for 1976 is a slight increase over the

5.28 hours per segsion recorded in 1975.

The accompanying table, "Proceedings by Indictment and Grand Juror Usage-National
Totals," indicates that 26,139 cases were commenced by indictment this past year as
compared to 26,775 such cases in 1975, a decrease of 2.4%. The number of deferidants
proceeded against by indictment for 1976 was 38,733, a decrease of 3.3% from the figure
of 40,038 recorded in 1975. This information can be compared to the number of grand
jury sessions convened, as well as the number of hours grand juries were in session, to
give an indication of what was produced by the grand jury system in each of the two years.
On the averdge, 4.6 defendants were proceeded against and slightly more than three cases

were commenced as the result of each grand jury session held in 1976.

Proceedings by Indictment and Grand Juror Usag
National Totals ‘
United States District Courts
Fiscal Years 1275 and 1976

Proceedings :
Comhmenced Grand
by Indictment Jury Hours
De fend- Sessions in
National Totals] Cases ants Convened | Session
F.Y. 1975 26,775] 40,038 7,846 41,421
F.Y. 1976 26,139] 38,733 8,404 44,765

Gt




Table 2

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS
FISCAL YEAR 1976

Total
Number
Number Number in
Humbex Tmpaneled Dischaxged Number Existence
on in the in the on in the
July 1, 12 Month 12 Month June 30, 12 Month
Distriet 1975 Period Period 1976 Period
Total ALl Districts.. 203% 301 258 346 604
District of Columbia...... 10 8 6 12 18
First Circuit
Maine,...cevcseevneecavons - z - 2 2
Massachusetts...... chseees 7 6 5 8 13
New Hampghire............. h2 1 1 1 2
Rhode Island.,-cececeeeass 2 2 3 1 4
Puerto RiCO.. eevveesenian 1 2 1 2 3
Second Circuit
Connecticut....ococeennsn 3 2 - 5 5
New York:
Northern....ceceeeeeaees 1 6 5 2 7
BASEEIN. e erivennnnnn 138 20 14 19 33
Southern....icevroneenna 29 19 16 32 48
Western....rveeuprecnces 4 5 6 3 9
Vermont, ..cvevececscenanne 3 1 2 2 4
Third Circuit
DelaWale. «eaevensennacanes 2 1 1 2 3
New J@rseyeeevencesnncasrse 6 5 5 6 11
Pennsylvania:
BasternN...cveecrvreenenes 5 6 3 8 11
Middle...caveenessonnnns 2 4 2 4 6
WesteXme cvevevenrnsvonren 5 4 3 6 9
Virgin Islands*........... - - - - -
Fourth Civreuit
Maryland.....v-orcveasonns 7 8 9 6 15
North Carolina:
Fastern....ceveeeveccanrae i 3 3 1 4
Middle.veeeivenensecunnen 1 1 1 1 2
Westarn..ooveaenisnennnes 2 2 2 2 4
South Caroling....cec.sss. 1 1 1 1 2
Virginia:
Eastern..vvvesvainsnsnne 7 7 5 9 14
Western....oveeieiennesae 8 10 12 6 18
West Virginia:
Northern...eeeeevsnaenss 1 1 1 1 2
Southern, ceieveieseeenna 3 1 2 2 4
Pifth Circuit
Alabama:
Northern...... cienasenran 1 2 2 1 3
Middle.seseermanvensavan 1 - 1 - L
Southern....cecevevannss 1 1 1 1 2
Plorida:
Northern..... [ 2 1 1 2 3
MiGAL@e s v evvennnmin PP 7 4 4 7 11
Southern....eeeeiseiasnn 9 10 7 12 19
Georgia:
Northerna.....eoeevsseass 5 4 3 <] 9
Middle . nsoneresancacens 2 2 1 3 4
Sputhexn....... caviesdns 1 2 1 2 3
Louisiana:
Eastern......... [ 5 4 5 4 e
Middle...ooveseaesannnon 2 3 4 1 5
WesSternescaacesnassnrsaes 4 5 4 5 9
Mississippi:
Northern........ cerecsnn 1 1 1 1 2
SoUtheXN e eeosaressnues 1 1 1 1 2
Texas:
Northern.i...eeeeninass. 7 6 4 9 13
EasterNessseeesssecsaias 2 2 2 2 4
SOUEhErN...sseeenannasss gk 4 3 7 10
WeBteTNeevenserinansnnas 10 7 7 10 17
Canal Zone*.i..e.ciieeaess - - - - -

H



Table 2
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS
FISCAL YEAR 1976 .(CONCLUDED)

Total
Number
Humber Number in
Number Impaneled Discharged Nunber Existence
on in the in the on in the
July 1, 12 Month 12 Month June 30, 12 Month
District 1875 Period Period 1976 Period
Sixth Circuit
Kentucky:
Eastern,....... PRI 3 3 3 3 6
RE=T-5 2= o ¢ IR 4 2 3 3 [
Michigan:
Eastern...cecceevecconnnns 5 5 1 9 10
Western........ vearenenra - 1 - 1 1
Ohios
[ 6 6 6 12
3 4 3 4 7
Eastern....... [N 4 1 3 2 5
Middle...... ceeacasueea v 1 = - 1 1
WesSterN..cieeeieoneannenn 2 1 2 1 3
Seventh Cirxeuit
Illinois:
Northern.....oeecceueacns 7 14 13 8 21
Eastern..ceceeeencecinnean 1 1 1 1 2
Southern.-...ceceveeaneans 3 1 1 3 4
Indiana:
Northern....eeceevecanas . 2 2 1 23 4
Southern,seceecveennenanns 2 3 4 1 5
Wisconsin:
Eastern....cceeescosaonses 2 1 1 2 a
WesterN.eevereareiannanns - 1 - 1 k8
Eighth Circuit
Arkansas:
EasSterN..ecernrcceainanss 1 1 - 2 2
WesterNussesvsnsnnsnsnnnn 1 - 1 - 1
Iowa:
NOXtherDaecicasasaanmaann 2 2 2 2 4
Southern........ P vie 1 2 1 2 3
Minnesota...eseereioesnainn 1 1 1 1 2
Migsouri:
EaSterN..eivcraceransonan 2 4 2 4 6
Western....coeevaveerones 3 3 3 3 &
Nebraska...... ceeeerartansa - 1 - kR 1
North Dakota....ievuenvecas 1 1 L 1 2
South Dakata.......... P 2 - - 2 2
Ninth Cirecuit
1 - - 1 1
3 4 3 4 7
California: R
Northern....eeveversnnees 5R 6 7 4 11
EasterN...oeseveneeansnes X 2 2 1 3
Central......... P, 11 15 8 18 26
Southern...cvceeenceioneas 8 6 [ 8 14
Hawali,.oweserons riiesannna 1 2 1 2 3
Idahoeeemennen eeeeeeaaea .. 1 2 1 2 3
Montana,..oeeevoesrovnnacaas 1 - 1 - 1
Nevada...eeevesssnsoseconecs 3 1 2 2 4
[0 3 . 2 3 2 3 5
Washington:
Bastern....cereesincsnaas 1 1 1 1 2
Western...... eesneeedienn 2 2 2 2 4
GUAM. e seuosvioninansonnans . 1 1 1 1 2
Tenth Circuit
COLOTRA0 v s vsnvasnsinsersas 1 - 1 1
Kansasg......%. 2 1 - 3 3
New MeXiCO..eevivovvinannen 3 2 2 3 5 €]
Oklahoma:
Northern....cceeesve-eosons X 1 1 1 2
EasterN....coeesiesansonions 1 1 1 1 2
WeStErN.eeeaseroransosans - 1 - 1 1
Utah. ... vseeceunvecainnsnas 2 2 2 2 4
WYOMANG. asvevenocconsenoss 1 - 1 - -1

R Revised to more accurately reflect the numbeT of grand juries at the beginning of F.¥Y. 1976.

*The Districts of Virgin Islands and Canal Zone reported no grand juries in existence during-

F.Y. 1976. =
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Table 3
GRAND JUROR USAGE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS
FISCAL YEAR 1976

Nunmber Of:
Average Average
Number of Number of
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Jurors per Hours per
District Convened Session Session Session Sesgsion
Total All Districts.. 8,404 167,185 44,765 19.9 5.33
Distirict of Columbia...... 497 10,037 2,464 20.2 4.96
First Circuit
Maine...e.ooeeeaa eeeeee s 14 282 83 20.9 5.93
MassachusettS..iiceonaenns 210 4,172 1,055 19.9 5.02
New Hampshire.....eeevesss 7 136 35 19.4 5.00
Rhode Island.....eccecenss 40 783 212 19.6 5.30
Puerto RicO.ecevcee.. PRI 44 860 270 18.5 6.14
Second Circuit
Connecticut, coveivvnneesss 66 1,323 377 20.0 5.71
New York:
Northern......... P 72 1,468 281 20.4 3.90
Eastern.......... PR 538 10,640 2,546 19.8 4,73
Southern........cecuiveve 968 19,559 3,772 20.2 3.90
WesterN. . vevrerooeneasa 185 3,645 894 19.7 4.83
Vermonte..iveeen. cereaneen 42 831 220 19.8 5.24
Third Circuit
Delawares..coveeesrsnvaraas 49 929 198 19.0 4.04
New JerSeY..rcavuseccnssos 243 4,457 1,186 18.3 4.88
Pennsylvania:
Eastern......... cemesnes 260 5,157 1,390 19.8 5.35
Middleeseorennoenannsrans 60 1,215 308 20.2 5.13
Western..ovevoeeenicas . 102 1,929 608 18.9 5.96
Virgin Islands*........... - - - - -
Fourth Circuit
Maryland....,.eoieeeeenn.. 171 3,422 741 20.0 4,33
North Carolina:
EasternN...,.eceevvencens 24 528 154 22.0 6.42
Middle..cvseviernnannn .. 9 177 54 19.7 6.C0
Westernis.seeneenovanenn 14 252 96 8.0 6.86
South: Carolina....cieuieeen 15 312 107 20.8 7.13
Virginia:
Eastern.....voseeuanecia. 153 3,064 995 20.0 6.50
Western....covoveernnonsn 16 338 85 21.1 5.31
West Vicginia:z
Northern.....eceeve.. ee 8 182 47 22.8 5.88
Southern..svevesciocasas 32 639 218 20.0 6.81
Fifth Circuit
Alabamar:
Northern......ceeeeuac.a. 30 672 227 22.4 7.57
Middle...iveinonencansns 14 271 92 19.4 6.57
Southern......eveeeceaas 17 331 118 19.5 6.94
Florida:
Northern..,.o.oeeeeiuee. 15 314 74 20.9 4.93
Middle...vveennuononeann 148 2,814 914 19.0 6.18
Southern. ., cvicrenennees 253 5,056 1,463 20.0 5.78
Georgia:
Northern.,....eevieeenona 150 2,944 942 19.6 6.28
Middle........covvvunn.n 70 1,439 498 20.6 7.11
Southern....eevicaceioan 38 71iL 227 18.7 5.97
Louisiana:
Easteérn.....eocveveenven 114 2,248 627 15.7 5.50
MidAle..cuveeiveovennasns 27 552 140 20.4 5.19
Western.....o.veeveuresn 61 1,246 387 20.4 6.34
Mississippi:
Northern.....veeeeeiseee S 201 53 22.3 5.89
Southern...ie.ovvvins.en 15 314 79 20.9 5.27
Texas:
Noxthern...eoveeeeoeoenas 120 2,412 760 20.1 6.33
BasterN. uceesnevececsans 14 279 79 19.9 5.64
Southern.iveesvvnnsosons 87 1,735 521 19.¢ 5.99
WesternN....vovevinennnes 101 2,045 407 20.Y 4.03
Canal Zone*.......eevusues ~ - - - -




Table 3
GRAND JURCR USAGE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS
FISCAL YEAR 1976 (CONCLUDED)

Number Of:
Average Average
Number of Number of
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Jurors per Hours per
District Convened Sesgion Session Session Sesgion
Sixth Circuit
Kentucky:
Eastern........ feeenoen 22 458 126 20.8 5.7%
Western, . veeiasesseovans 67 1,342 333 20.0 4.97
Michigan: ’
Eastern..ciciacavsssensns 297 6,104 1,803 20.6 6.07
WeStEIMNuevauoinensnvans 16 322 107 20.1 6.69
Ohio:
Northerne...eeveeaewean 141 2,795 782 19.8 5.55
Southern...ceeveeess PR 66 1,257 393 19.0 5.95
Tennessee:
EBastern........ 13 248 81 12.1 6.23
Middle..... 16 320 92 20.0 5.75
Western.... 56 1,174 353 21.0 6.30
Seventh Circuit
Illinois:
NWorthern......... ceases 451 9,126 2,729 20.2 6.05
Eastern.....cevevecness 34 661 209 19.4 6.15
Southernes.veeeesoncons 55 1,074 329 19.5 5.98
Indiana:
Northern.....v.eeveeenn 59 1,185 340 20.1 5.76
Southern.cavussseess . es 89 1,769 615 19.9 6.91
Wisconsin:
EasternN.,..cvveesavcesns 61 1,243 363 20.4 5.95
Western.... . .eeececeens 21 420 105 20.0 5.00
Eighth Circuit
Arkansas:
BaSterN...veicsssvoenns 21 457 115 21.8 5.48
Western.....cecomeevnes 10 228 44 22.8 4.40
Iowa:
Northern...,coesirsesns 32 629 211 18.7 6.59
Southern....viceseacves 41 820 301 20.0 7.34
Minnesota..iciiaansncsnas 52 1,048 26L 20.2 5,02
Missouri:
FASterN.ceevueocnnonvan 111 2,187 585 19.7 5.27
WesterN...iveeeenesoenes 46 892 220 19.4 6.30
Nebraska...ouseoescosonves 15 326 103 21.7 6.87
North Dakota@....isesseveces 8 168 44 21.0 5.50
South Dakot@.weeesesvosss 36 659 206 18.3 5.72
Ninth Circuit
Alaska...... cecwen censene 21 410 79 19,5 3.76
Arizona..... Ceedusenannse 105 2,063 664 19.6 6.32
california:
Northern. 148 2,935 805 19.8 5.44
Eastern...... 50 1,044 182 20.9 3.64
Central... 423 8,137 2,226 19.2 5.26
Southern...... 177 3,441 796 19.4 4.50
Hawaii......... 33 645 198 19.5 6.00
Idah0. .. cessenacarecancan 29 604 182 20,8 6.28
Montana..... 9 | 194 66 21.6 7.33
Nevada..... 89 1,704 421 19.1 4.73
OXegON.vesersoaivennccanse 50 1,037 245 20.7 4,90
washington:
Eastern......scecesecee 13 249 93 19.2 7.15
WeSterN..eiviveosarsnass 54 1,077 376 19.9 6.96
GUAMe s e evsnyrosesnrroanns 8 158 30 19.8 3.75
Tenth Cireuit
COloXadteesesencsocansnen 49 83 334 17:6 6.82
KaNSaS.sisssnecorevssnnnon 33 654 241 19.8 7.30
New MexicO.iievvsvvinsisa 6} 1,237 325 20.3 5.33
Oklahoma:
Northerfassssascasasnin 40 787 303 19.7 7.58
EasterN....casesevscivs 9 194 47 21.6 5.22
WeSterNic.caronnvvsocee 14 283 93 20,2 6.64
Utdheooveos e 26 525 99 20:2 3.81
Wyoming.eeo.s 5 101 36 20.2 7.20

*The Districts of Virgin Islands and Canal Zone reported no grand juries in existence during

F.Y. 1976.

7

-

74




Table 4
Proceedings By Indictment and Grand Juror Usage
United States District Courts
Piscal Year 1976

Proceedings Commenced Grand Proceedings Commenced Grand
k) ictment Juxr Hours . . by Indictment Jury Hours
District ¥ Irdt Sessilc:ns in District o Sessions in
Cases Defendants | Conwvened Sesgion Cases Defendants Convened Segsion

National Total .| 26,139 38,733 8,404 44,765 Sixth Circuit

District of Columbia. .. .. 757 950 497 2,464 Kentucky:

Bastern ............ 240 326 22 126
First Circuit Western ........... 262 396 67 333
Michigan:

Maine .......... 45 57 14 a3 Eastern ............ 961 1,479 297 1,803

Massachusetts | . 313 504 210 1,055 Western ........... 160 193 16 107

New Hampshire .., ,..., 31 35 7 35 Ohio:

Rhodelsland. .......... 73 112 40 212 Northern ... .. ... 565 744 141 782

Puerto Rico ............ 143 226 44 270 Southern . .,...... , 234 337 66 393

Tennessee:
Second Cireuit Eastern ............ 127 178 13 8l
Middle 163 255 16 92
Connecticut .., ....,.... 210 295 66 377 Western ........... 154 271 56 353
Naw York:
Northern .......... , 88 144 72 281 Seventh Circuit
Eagtern ..... 482 901 538 2,546
Southern .. .. 874 1,750 968 3,772 Ilinois:
Western .... . 155 238 185 894 Northern ........... 727 1,289 451 2,729

Vermont ............., 55 101 42 220 Eastern ............ 130 168 34 209

Southern .. ......... 65 88 55 329
Third Circuit . .. .. Indiana:
Northern . .......... 268 392 59 340

Delawsre.............. 110 158 49 198 Southern........ ... 196 262 89 615

NewJersey...........| 247 410 243 1,186 Wisconsin:

Pennsylvania: Eastern ........... 120 171 61 363
Pastern ..., ......... 656 1,026 260 1,390 Western . ...... ... 74 83 21 105
Middle. . ... 139 194 60 308
Western. .......,..., 265 395 102 608 Eighth Gireuit

VirginTslands .......... - - - -

Aricansas:
Fourth Circuit Eastern ............ 222 270 21 115
Western ....... ... 57 652 10 44

Maryland ............. 568 795 171 741 Jowa:

North Carolina: Northern ........... 57 80 32 211
Eastern ............. 207 295 24 154 Southern ........... 116 133 41 301

286 367 9 54 Minnesota . ........... 193 316 52 261
Western .. .......... 194 266 14 96 Missouri:

South Carolina ..., ..... 351 532 15 107 Eastern ..... ...... 321 460 111 585

Virginia; Western . 194 259 46 290
Bastern .....,,...... 672 875 153 995 Nebraska............. 100 147 15 103
Western ...... ... ... 174 192 16 85 North Dakota ......... 70 83 8 44

West Virginio; South Dakota ......... 315 355 36 206
Northern .. .......... 58 71 8 47
Sauthern ............ 205 248 32 218 Ninth Circuit

Fifth Circuit Alaska............. - 126 169 21 79
Arizona .............. 1,062 1,705 105 664

Alabama: California:

Northern 503 708 30 227 Northern ........ N 475 660 148 805
Middie . 191 307 14 92 471 611 50 182
Southern ... ......... 114 195 17 - 118 1,481 2,099 423 2,226

Floridat 1,053 1,784 177 796
Northern ......., ...} 163 240 15 74 107 177 33 198
Middle 417 694 148 914 85 141 29 182
Southern 687 1,124 253 1,463 Montana . 116 128 9 66

Georgin; Nevada .. - 199 320 89 421
Northern. ........... 407 649 150 942 Oregon ..........i... 190 288 50 245
Middle ............. 143 217 70 498 Washington:

Southern ... et 123 225 38 227 Bastern .. 98 112 13 93
v Louigiann: Western . 339 492 54 376
) Eastern ............. 373 567 114 627 Guam................ 29 46 8 30
Middle .. ........... 62 91 27 140
}? Western, ..., ... 163 197 Bl 387 Tenth, Circuit
¥ Missigsippi; 4
Northern .. ........., 57 80 9 53 Colorado ............. 217 266 49 334
Southern . ..., ,..,., 20 127 15 79 Kansag .o .0oeven..on 291 403 33 241

Texus: ) New Mexico .......... 211 298 61 325

Novthern ..,.. ...... 489 607 120 760 Oklahema:
Eastern . ... ..., . 114 140 14 79 Northern ... ........ 138 188 40 303
Southern ............, 1,066 1,565 87 521 Eastern ., 49 64 9 47
Western. ........... 484 723 101 407 Western ... 206 249 14 a3

CanalZone ............ = - - - Utah,...... .. 46 69 26 99

Wyoming ..... PPN 55 74 5 36




The second table presenting information on proceedings by indictment gives a break-
down by district of the number of cases that were commenced by indictment and the number
of defendants that were proceeded against by indictment in fiscal year 1976. - This
information is derived from the criminal JS-2 reports submitted monthly by each district
to the Administrative Office. The number of grand jury sessions convened and the number
of hours grand juries were in session are also provided. These figures are not meant to
be an indication of the efficiency, or lack thereof, of a particular court's grand jury
operation as the grand jury time required to obtain any number of indictments depends on
the nature of the activity, the number of participants involved, and the guddance of the &
U.S. Atttorney in any matter which a grand jury is investigating. However, this data
should enable a district to obtain a clearer idea of the activity of its grand juries.

Petit Jury

The utilization of petit jurors in the 12 month period ending June 30, 1976 improved
in many district courts; however, the national Juror Usage Index or J.U.L. (obtained by
dividing total available juror days by the total number of jury trial days) dincreased
slightly form 19.32 in fiscal year 1975 to 19.73 this past year. Since the institution of
the Petit Juror Usage (JS~-11l) Reporting program in fiscal year 1971, fhere has been a
decrease of 15.47% in the J.U.I. from 23.31 in that first year to 19,73 in 1976. Thus, in
the six year period, the efforts of judges and court personnel have resulted in approxi-
mately three and one half fewer persons being nceded for every jury trial day.

The total available prospective jurors reporting to the courthouse is broken down
into three categories to designate the status of jury service each person attained each
day. These three categories are jurors selected or serving; prospective jurors challenged
by the court or counsel; and those persons not selected, serving or challenged. The table,
"National Petit Juror Usage', gives this breakdown of the total available jurors for all 54
districts for fiscal years 1972 through 1976. Total available jhrp{s increased from
546,627 prospective jurors in 1975 to 592,5%4 jurors this year - an increase of 45,967 or
8.4%.  Correspondingly, the number of jury trial days increased by 6.1% - from 28,293 jury
trial days in fiscal year 1975 to 30,032 days in 1976 - an‘increase of 1,739 days. The
number of criminal jury trial days increased by 12.6Z% during this period and accounted for
nearly 60% of all jury trial days in 1976 as compared to approximately 56% in 1975. The v
number of civil jury trial days exhibited a decline of 2.1% and represented only 40.7% of .
the jury trial days this past year as compared to 44.17% in’fiscal year 1975.

Of the 592,594 total available jurors in 19Z6, 356,951, or 60.2%, Were JULOES. it s e i soin i o St

gselected for or serving on jury trials. This is‘§ steady improvementwgpggytbgwﬁé,;Z,




Table 5

National Petit Juror Usage - United States District Courts
Fiscal Years 1972 - 1976

l' 1376 over 1975

. Increase Percent

Petit Jurors 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 (Decrease) Change
Total Available....,...... 547,821 573,150 540,628 546,627 | 592,594 45,967 8.4
Selected or Serving..... 304,178 324,038 315,419 328,445 | 356,951 28,506/ 8.7
Percent.,...ooovuvennn 55.5 56.5 58.3 60.1 60.2 - -
Challenged.,....vvvuenins 79,501 86,520 82,152 88,228 92,727 4,499 5.1
Percent.,. vvvviuvenes 14.5 15.1 15.2 16.1 15.6 - -

Not Selected, Serving
or Challenged........... 164,142 162,592 143,087 129,954 142,916 12,962 10.0
Percent., vvvervrnavasns 30.0 28.4 26.5 23.8 24.1 - -
Jury Trial Days........... 26,176 28,425 28,274 28,293 30,032 1,739 6.1
Criminal.cvivvevvuennrnn 14,615 16,791 16,426 15,818 17,818 2,000 12.6
Percent.i.eovivnvennss 55.8 59.1 58.1 55.9 58.3 - -
Civilsrvrreorninnnnnnns 11,561 11,634 11,848 12,475 { 12,214 (261) -2.1
Percent. .coveiinaisoss. 44.2 40.9 41.9 44.1 40.7 - -
e e e e — - o -

PETIT JUR

OR USAGE

- FISCAL YEARS_ 1972 — 1976
PERCENT .
S e e g T it B g 3 e gene | e w et Snsce. e e TN
504 -
40
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) . 204, 3
104
1972 1973 1974 1976 1976 1972 1973 1974 1976 1976 1972 1973 1874 1975 1976
R _.SELECTEDOR _  CHALLENGED . NOT SELECTED, SERVING,
SERV T TORCHALLENGED
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S,

serving jurors reported in 1972 and indicates that approximately sixty of every 100 perso;s
Teporting to the cotirthouse for jury duty were selected for or’served on a trial jury. The
percent of prospective jurors challenged decreased from 16.1% in fiscal year 1975 to 15.6%
this past fiscal year; however, this is still an increase from the 14.5% challenged jurors
reported in 1972. The percentage of jurors not selected, serving or challenged - the not
used juror - exhibited a slight increase with 24.1% of all prospective jurors falling in
this category in 1976 as compared to 23.8% last year. The 24.1% recorded this fiscal year
is nearly six percentage points lower than the 30.0%Z recorded in fiscal year 1972 and

indicates that the improved management of the juror operations by the district courts has

resuited in the calling of prospective jurors based on realistic determinations of their

juror needs for voir dire selections and jury trials.
The table, "Petit Juror Usage Reports-Totals," provides yearly totals as to the
number of jurors in attendance and the number of jury trial days conducted in each district
with a percentage breakdown of each into the designated categories. The Juror Usage Inéex
for each district is given showing the average number of jurors used by a district to
conduct each jury trial day. It also shows those districts which have not changed from a
twelve member civil jury by notation with an asterisk. The present total of 82 of the 94
districts having instituted use of a less than twelve member civil jury is the same as that
reported at this time last year.
The Juror Usage Indexes for 1976 range from a low of 12.84 in Wyoming to a high of -
34,50 in Guam. While thirty-four districts recorded improved;use of their jurors as
indicated by a reduction in theif J.U.1's, sixty-one of the/districts recorded indexes
under 20 for the twelve month period. When fiscal year 1975 is compared with 1976,
Louisiana, Middle and Illinois, Hastern have recorded the most improvement in their J.U.I.'s, ! p
reducing them by 5.83 and 4.55 index points, respectively.
The percent of jurors selected for or serving on jury trials ranged from a high of
85.0% in Alabama, Southern to a low of 32.8% in Guam. Thirty-seven of the 94 districts
recorded 65% or more of the prospective jurors in this category. TFurther, 51 districts
recorded increases in the percentage of their prospective jurors who were selected ér )
serving. Oklahoma, Northern exhibited an improvement of 17.8 percentage points, increasing

its percent selected or serving from 52.7% in 1975 to 70.5%Z in 1976.

The percent of jurors challenged, either for cause or peremptorily by counsel, ranged

from a low of 6.9% in North Carolina, Western to highs of 33.8% and 34.6% in Virginia,

Eastern and Virginia, Western, respectively. The national avérage for challenged jurors

¥
. o
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Table 6

PETIT JUROR USAGE REPORTS ~ TOTALS
FISCAL Y3AR 1976

Numbher of Jurors

Days of Jury Trial

Percent Percent
Selected Tot Selected, Juror
Total or Percent Serving or Percent Percent Usage
District Available Serving Challenged Challenged Total Civil Criminal Index
Total all districts 592,594 60.2 15.6 24.1 30,032 40.7 59.2 19.73
District of Columbia........ 12,916 58.2 13.8 28.0 615 34.0 66.0 21,00
First Circuit
902 83.1 13.1 3.8 51 21.6 78.4 17.69
7,695 68.4 10.0 21.6 415 20.2 75.8 18.54
1,932 68.2 14.7 17.1 131 80.2 i9.8 14.75
2,282 72.5 8.0 19.5 150 40.7 59.3 15.68
PUBXED RICO.:.eiencrvoananss 5,262 35.0 16.0 49.0 168 40.5 59.5 31.32
Second circuit
Conneztient..... Seeveranannn 5,016 75.3 14.7 10.0 262 24.4 75.6 19.15
New York:
Northern. ..ioeeesconcoanan 1,871 66.1 11.0 23.0 102 26.2 73.8 18.17
Basbern..i.ocsivevanannnn. 26,659 59.6 13.3 27.1 1,207 20.9 79.1 22.09
SOUEhEEN. . temienevcsniannn 46,815 52.6 16.3 31.1 2,046 34.8 65.2 22.88
*Western....... bedseenannas 5,092 7L.6 9.1 19.3 250 30.4 69.6 20.37
Vermont..cvssnesocrnainneson 2,349 56.4 12.5 31.2 140 63.8 36.4 16.78
Third Cirecuit
Delaware....... tererrsansons 1,510 60.5 24.4 i15.2 85 44.7 55.3 17.76
New JerSeYe.seneonrvenrssnns 18,587 72.5 11.3 16.2 1,002 31.6 68.4 1B8.55
Pennsylvania:
BasterN.e.ueseencesransone 31,406 52.2 15.9 31.9 1,635 7.6 28.4 19.21
Middle.cioivreinionnnan ves 5,040 72.0 18.5 9.5 285 68.4 31.6 17.68
Western .. 14,182 49.7 15.2 35.2 681 55.2 44.8 20.83
Virgin Islands.....cec... aen 5,769 54.1 21.1 24.8 187 41.2 58.8 30.85
Fourth Circuit
Maxyland...... fereaeenen. .- 10,416 67.8 16.3 15.9 568 40.0 60.0 18.34
NMorth Carolina:
AEAGERIN. . s ua esn 2,725 69.4 9.3 21.3 137 8.8 91.2 19.89
1,354 59.6 18.4 12.0 77 20.8 79.2 17.58
Western.......... 2,981 78.6 6.9 14.5 204 69.6 30.4 14.61
South Carolina.......... P 8,436 69.3 16.3 14.4 449 52.8 47.2 18.79
Virginia:
Eastern...ovveinesas coere 6,754 53.9 33.8 12.2 382 47.6 52.4 17.68
Western. genvarenereinass 1,252 52.3 34. 13.1 67 70.1 28.9 18.69
West Virginia:
Noxthern...,.cecivevaiays 428 39.0 21.5 39.5 18 66.7 33.3 23.78
Southern...ieeeronsansans 2,587 51.4 23.3 25.3 118 38.7 61.3 21.74
Pifth Circuit
Alabama:
Northexn....ooesennaan re 7.052 56.3 19.5 24.2 415 66.7 33.3 16.99
Middle......... 2,458 73.7 11.0 15.4 133 33.8 66.2 18.46
Southern....... 3,288 85.0 8.1 6.9 178 30.3 69.7 18.47
Florida:
Northern.,.. 2,284 68.2 11,8 20.0 116 25.9 74.1 19.6%
Middle.... 11,118 68.5 13.6 17.9 591 29.1 70.9 18.81
. Southexn. ., 14,633 58.0 16.0 26.0 710 27.6 72.4 20.61
Georglas
Northern.....,..ceevivune. . 12,018 57.8 21.6 20.6 674 43.6 56.4 17.83
*Middle.. .. 3,012 60.4 26.1 13.5 143 58.0 42.0 21.06
*Snuthern 3,982 74.0 16.2 9.9 210 65.2 34.8 18.96
Louisiana:
Bastern: .. .c.eerceerecanss 8,100 58.9 24.0 17.0 480 60.8 39.2 16.48
MiAALE. s iiasinaanntannan 675 45.2 29.9 24.9 30 40.0 60.0 22.50
Wostern,ceiieveeseneninan 3,342 57.8 20.7 21.5 is4 57.1 42.9 18.16
Mississippi:
Vorthern., . aveenvmnnains 3,163 73.5 16.2 10.2 172 49.4 50.6 18.39
ASouthern...ivevesusnine.. 3,296 53.8 15.9 30.4 132 65.2 34.8 24.97
Texas:
fad -3 od 0 N 10,074 3.3 15.5 21.2 517 60.5 39.5 1%.49
Bagstern,c,.ovavsiasn 3,682 62.9 18.1 18.0 186 89.8 10.2 19.80
Southern..,.i.ceevvirsvanns 14,765 65.8 15.4 18.8 657 18.1 81.9 22.47
Western, ... i niiacaann 6,906 61.7 19.4 18.9 302 32.4 87.5 22.87
*Canal ZoNE@......eo.s fieeden 186 46.2 24,7 29.0 7 0.0 100.0 26.57

12



Table 6

PETIT JUROR USAGE REPORTS - TOTALS
FISCAL YEAR 1976 (CONCLUDED)

Number of Jurors Days of Jury Trial
Percent Pexcent
Selected Not Selected, ) | Juror
Total or Percent Sexving or Percent Percent Usage
District Available Sexving Challenged Challenged Total | civil Criminal ‘Index
Sixth Circuit
Kentucky:
Eastern.. 7,288 56.6 8.6 34.8 310 17.7 82.3 23.51
Western.cesssiowns 2,695 83.3 14.5 32.2 141 48.9 51.1 19.11
Michigan:
*Bastern. . 23,456 65.2 9.2 25.6 1,150 19.4 80.6 20.40
Western...... 2,049 72.4 10.7 16.9 117 43.6 56.4 . 17.5%1

3 Ohio:

Northern.....e.ceevoneas 8,679 51.3 8.4 40.3 411 55.5 44.5 21.12

i ¥ SOUENOLN. s e ereeanateannn 5,243 67.6 12.4 20.0 276 48.6 51.4 19.00

: Tennessee:

' Eastern.... 3,645 61.3 13.2 25.5 237 71.7 28.3 15.38
3,129 53.2 11.3 35.5 161 51.6 4B.4 12.43
Western.... 5,922 70.0 14.1 15.9 347 36.0 64.0 17.07
Seventh Circuit
Illinois:

} Northern......c.eue.. PN 18,831 58.3 9.8 3l.se 948 37.2 62.8 19.86
EasterN....ocseceasens bees 2,127 66.4 23.1 10.4 117 35.0 65.0 18.18
Southern........oueu. PR 1,868 58.8 13.5 27.7 104 44.2 55.8 17.96

Indiana:
Northern..... eeeerreeaan 6,096 42.8 20.0 37.1 195 8.2 91.8 31.26
3,309 63.7 19.9 16.4 221 62.9 37.1 14.97
4,423 69.1 14.2 16.7 250 30.8 69.2 17.69
736 67.9 20.5 11.5 41 41.5 58.5 17.95

. Eighth Circuit

; ArkKansas: : -

. *Eastern.. 4,716 55.9 24.2 19.9 217 25.8 74.2 21.73

! FHeSEEIN. v e s vreersanenn 2,631 €3.8 30.1 6.1 1ls 58.8 41.2 22.13

Iowas
Northern.. 1,404 57.6 20.4 21.9 79 43.0 57.0 17.77
; Southern. 3,159 67.4 17.3 15.2 18t 32.0 68.0 17.45
Minnesota......... . 7,117 67.7 15.7 16.6 436 64.0 36.0 16.32
Missouri: .
Eastern..... . 5,379 55.2 24.5 20.3 315 49.2 50.8 17.08
Western.. . 4,600 46.5 24.5 23.0 187 28.9 70.1 '24.60
Nebraskd..ivees-n. hersaraen 4,004 52.6 15.5 31.8 235 66.8 33.2 © 17.04
* North Dakota....... 2,166 59.8 16.7 23.5 105 45.7 54.3 20.63
South Dakota...... .- 4,160 43.5 20.2 36.3 169 41.4 58.6 24.62
1,864 62.3 12.1 25.6 89 16.9 83.1 20.94
8,022 45.6 29.9 24.5 310 7.7 92.3 25.88
california:
Northern...eeesouvesvens .. 12,570 66.8 11.7 21.5 7178 51.8 48.2 ' 1€.16
6,549 53.4 12.0 34.6 : 280 20.7 79.3 23.39
19,934 62.4 9.9 27.7 1,015 19.0 81.0 19.64
11,375 60.8 18.7 20.5 543 18.4 81.6 20.95
1,509 65.0 26.3 8.7 98 53.1 46.9 15.40
2,265 69.5 10.6 20.0 146 66.4 33.6 15.51
1,370 54.7 22.0 23.3 67 47.8 52.2 20.45
4,327 56.6 15.1 28.3 191 6.8 93.2 22.65
3,081 54.2 23.2 22.6 193 68.9 31.1 15.96
1,695 55.5 24.5 20.0 84" - 33.3 66.7 20.18
4,757 59.9 18.5 21.6 239 13.0 87.0 19.90
1,035 32.8 9.4 57.9 30 23.3 76.7 34.50
4,712 57.3 18.7 23.9 285 47.4 52.6 16.53 N
5,287 64.4 15.4 20.2 300 46.7 53.3 17.€2 )
New Mexico 4,523 64.7 21.0 14.3 235 39.6 €0.4 19.25
Oklahoma: .
Northern. 1,784 70.5 17.2 12.3 i 109 52.3 47.7 16.37
. Eastexn.. 1,450 68.9 11.9 19.2 98 45.9 54.1 14.80
! Western.. 4,110 69.6 17.9 12.6 303 53.8 46.2 13,56
Utah....... 4,017 64.8 13.8 21.4 205 51.7 48.3 19.60
WYOominge,eeeeoonnaassns ; : 1,207 70.6 15.5 13.9 24 63.8 36.2¢ 12.84

*Indicates those districts which have not yet adopted local rules reducing the size of the civil juries,

lpotal available jurors divided by total jury trial days giving the average number of jurors avallable per jury trial per day.
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fallg at 15.6%. The wide range in the category of challenged jurors can be attributed to
the various local court practices and traditions in regard to the use of challenges or the
particular type of voir dire process used.

The category of jurors not selected, serving or challenged is cconsidered to be an
important indicator of the efficient or inefficient use of petit jurors as it reveals those
prospective jurors who perhaps were not needed for the voir dire selection process or were
not used due to a last minute change of plea, settlement, ¢r continuance of trial. In this
category, Maine recorded the lowest figure, 3.8%, while Guam recorded the highest at 57.9%.
Twenty of the 94 districts recorded 157 or less of their prospective jurors falling in this
category, while 43 districts recorded improvement by a reduction of their percent not
selected, serving or challenged from 1975 to 1976. Louisiana, Middle exhibited the
greatest amount of improvement, decreasing from 48.87 in this category in 1975 to 24.9% in ¢
fiscal year 1976, a decrease of 23.9 percentage points.

The number of jury trial days ranged from 2,046 in New York, Southern to 7 and 18
jury trial days in the Canal Zone and West Virginia, Northern, respectively. In fiscal
year 1976, Canal Zone experienced 100.0% criminal jury trial days while in Nevada, 93.2% of
the jury trial days were criminal. Texas, Eastern falls at the opposite end of this range
with only 10.2% criminal jury trial days. The number of jury trial days, as well as the
distribution of civil. versus criminal trial days, has an effect on the type of jury trial
demands which a court must meet. This information should be used by a court in deter-
mining the number of prospective jurors to call and the possible use cf such utilization

techniques as pooling, multiple jury selection, back-up trials, and reuse of jurors.

Comparison of Juror Utilization, 1971 - 1976

Six year district trends in the areas of the Juror Usage Index, percent selected or
serving and percent not selected, serving or challenged are shown in the last three tables.
New York, Southern has exhibited #lie most improvement in the JUI where .the Index has declined
from 57.54 in fiscal year 1971 to 22.88 in fiscal yedr 1976. Sixty-nine of the 94 districts |
have shown improvement in their JUI's when fiscal year 1976 is compared to fiscal year 1971.
Fifty-six districts have shown improvement in their percent of jurors selected or serving
from 1971 to 1976 with Maryland again recording the largest improvement, increasing its
percent selected or serving from 28.1% in 1971 to 67.8% in 1976, an increase of 39.7 percent-
age points. In the category of not selected, serving or challenged, Maryland also has shown
the greatest amount of improvement reducing its 65.8% not selected, serving or challenged in
fiscal year 1971 to 15.9% in 1976, Further, 64 districts have shown improvement in this area
from 1971 to 1975 resulting in the overall national average decreasing from 32.8% in 1971 to

24.1% in 1976. |
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Table 7
JUROR USAGE INDEXES FOR
FISCAL YEARS 1971-1976
District 1971 1972 1573 1974 1975 1976 pistelct 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976
National Average...{ 23 3% 20.96 20.16 19.12 19.32 19.73 Sixth Circuit
District of Columbia. ..., 25.34 24.44 22,22 22,05 19.51 21.00 Keniacky:
Eastern ............ 21,78 21.96 27,43 22,36 27.08 23.51
Firat Circuit Western .......... 25,87 25,38 20.88 20.60 23,37 19.11
Michigan:
Maine ....euennininnas 16.58 11.31 10.28 12.20 15,67 17,69 Eastern ............ 18.92 16.97 16.56 19.98 20.60 20.40
Massachusetts .. 16.66 16.23 18.06 15.87 17.62 18.534 Western .. ........] 15.03 15.16 13.97 12.16 14.70 17:51
New Hatnpshire 18.65 17.03 13,87 13,12 13,22 14.75 Ohios
18.12 15.80 18.43 1.3 12.54 15.68 Northern .. 24,93 20,04 18,89 17.02 20.61 21.12
26.97 28.28 19.44 18.30 19,33 31,32 Southern . 18,46 18.50 19,22 18.74 18.84 19.00
) Tennessee;
Second Circuit Eastern . ..... 19.96 17.88 16,43 17.07 16.92 15,38
Middls........ 30,74 24.10 23.08 18,43 19.75 19.43
Connecticut. .. 19,65 17.55 16.06 14.70 16.70 19,15 Western .vonoon.., 17,38 16.85 15.86 15.79 16.82 17.07
New York:
Narthern . .| 2. A2 20.80 18.26 17.56 18,17 ireul
Eastern 20 et 27.82 23.62 20,62 500 Seventh Circult
Southern . 57.54 31.69 27.23 27.85 23,60 22,88 Wineis:
Western . 18.58 18,88 20,16 21,62 18,30 20,37
Vermont . 19,27 15.80 19.32 15.46 15.94 16.78 ré:xfnm fpipes o o b e e
South 26.48 23.92 25,08 22.88 22.05 17.96
‘Third Circuit Indiana;
Northern ....... ... . . . . 31.26
Delaware. | o | 2z | 1977 s | 1.8 Southorn e | em | 1es Te2e 1553 Taer
New Jersey . 19.70 16,28 17.07 16.18 17,97 18,55 Wisconsinz
Pennsylvania: Eastern ............ 20.29 14,34 17.44 19.81 17.94 17.69
24,21 18.63 19.89 20.15 18.83 19.21 Western 23.40 19.43 26,72 12,25 15.67 17.95
19.88 21.12 14,27 12.62 17.34 17,68
. 21,51 18.04 20.74 17.25 20,59 20.83 Eighth Circuit
Virgin Istands 27.12 32.07 41,43 30,08 29.38 30,85
Ard
Fourth Circait Eastern 20,23 19.99 19.69 22.17 21,90 21,73
Western . 25,64 25,19 22.33 25,27 25.26 22,11
Maryland ..., .......] 41.12 18.95 18.70 18,01 17.71 18.34 Towa:
Noith Carolina: Northarn . 20.16 18.34 14,71 14,84 15.64 17.77
27.07 20,06 21.31 19.68 20.78 19.89 Southern 18.26 20.33 15.88 14.93 21,84 17.45
20.48 19.39 18.18 15.05 14.84 17.58 Minnesota .. 18.43 16.24 16.15 18.52 17,55 16.32
18.28 16.50 15.78 15.49 15.53 14,61 Missouri:
.86 19,41 18.42 17.65 18.68 18.79 Eastern .. 21.42 19.75 20,42 18.58 17.17 17.08
Western . 25,87 25,28 25.51 24,76 26.67 24,60
26.81 25.44 21.95 23.32 19.36 17.68 Nebraska. . . 22.48 19,65 17,93 16.74 19.88 17.04
22.60 18,40 17.31 18.83 16.62 18.69 North Dakota . ] 18:56 20.57 18,87 16.88 20.60 20.63
South Dakota ...... ..| 26.07 24.66 26.70 22.39 24.18 24,62
26,10 26.95 25.83 19.83 18.32 23,78
28,65 26.04 24.32 20.42 24,95 21.74 Ninth Circuit
Fifth Circuit 19.59 23.11 20.31 22.77 25.41 20,94
24.42 23,85 21,52 23.81 22.00 25,88
Alabamas California:
Northern . 16.70 15.87 13.45 13.63 13.08 16.99 Northern . 17.57 18.78 18.07 15.97 16.16
Middle , 22,19 18.46 18.54 12.78 15.84 18.46 Eastem . 18.66 15.27 20.79 20,55 23,39
25.48 2z.01 18.88 15.15 15.53 18.47 Central .. 18.85 19.15 20.44 20,83 19.64
Southern 25.50 26.98 27.24 23.66 20.95
28,33 23,97 14,92 18.24 19.38 19.69 Hawaii . 21.55 15.98 22.29 19,93 15.40
25,46 23.35 21.84 17.74 20.00 18.81 tdaho ... ... 20.95 17.12 20.65 15.38 15.51
29.68 25.20 20.82 19.02 18.78 20.61 Montana ....... 19,22 17.88 18.52 19,73 20.45
Nevads .. 50.13 23,62 21,87 20,99 22.65 .
22,52 20.55 19.94 17,86 16.95 17.83 Oregon .. 22,33 16,31 14.56 16.28 L .om15T96"
22,35 20,68 22.02 22,06 19.32 21,06 ST
22.88 23.66 21.30 19,60 21,26 18,96 17.94 15.17 10,78 17.16 20,18
Az 18,74 19.53. 19,90
21.26 16.96 15.35 16.10 16,31 16.88 26.22 25.46 18.94 34,50
- 30.74 21.5% 31.22 28,33 22,50 -
26.81 23.19 24.40 16.48 18.10 186 Tenth Cirevit
25.75 26.79 21.70 12.71 18.92 18,39 Calosado . .. 14.83 14.06 13.38 14.63 15.08 16.53
31.58 27,05 30.63 21.06 22.42 24,97 18.15 15,10 16.59 15.83 19.85 17.62
20,85 19.29 20.14 15,93 16.69 19,25
19.24 17.64 18,34 19.2€ 19.29 19,49 i
16,63 15,43 15,65 13.42 15.90 19,80 21,08 27,92 20.28 16.37
22.13 19.77 18,23 . 15.46 19.06 22.47 19.61 21,93 17.57 14..80
15,34 17.78 17.89 14.29 21.92 22.87 21.66 15.53 17.28 13,56
18.33 25,33 29.11 27.5% 21,79 26.57 24.42 21.40 18.78 19.60
12.19 11.80 11.67 12.84

a




Tables

PERCZNTAGE OF JURORS SELECTED FOR OR SERVING ON
JURY TRIALS FOR FISCAL YEARS 1971 -~ 1976

District 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1276 District 1571 1972 1973 1874 1975 1976
Nationsl Average...|  54.2% 55,5% 56.5% 58,3% 60,1% 60.2% Sixth Cireuts
Digtrict of Colambin. .|  56.7 52,1 57.5 54.8 63.1 58.2 Kentucky:
Eastern ............ 61.2% 61.3% 48.7% 51,3% 54.5% 56.6%
First Circult Western ...........[ 37.5 41,0 54.3 45,7 d4.4 53.3
Michigans
Melne ... ... 71.4 76.8 73.5 82.7 82,2 83.1 Eastern ... ......... 71.3 66.4 60.1 63.1 64.4 65.2
Massachusetts . ... 76.1 76.9 67.8 62,6 6.0 68,4 Western ........... 80,7 74.3 84.8 88.8 81,4 72.4
New Humpshire . 69.0 55.6 69.2 72.2 72.2 68,2 Ohla:
Rhiodeisland .. ... .. 70.4 58,4 62,2 80.8 78.4 72.5 Northern . .. 52.8 54.4 55.5 61.2 54,1 51,3
PuerloRico ... . ... 48.5 43.3 54.5 54.7 £1.5 35,0 Southern . 7.3 68.1 64.7 66.5 67.8 67,6
Tennussee:
Secand Circuit Eastern ... .......| 63.1 63.7 61.4 63,3 €5.1 61.3
Middle ... |- a3z 54,7 46.8 53.4 53.8 53,2
Connecticut. ... ... 62.5 70.8 L 71,4 73.6 71,8 75.3 Western. ... ..... 73,8 72,5 71.8 715 6.3 70,0
New York:
Noghern . ..o .| a5.2 54.7 60.0 61,2 64.8 66,1 Seventh Ciruit
Eastern .. ... | e 39,1 48.8 57.5 60,9 59.6
Southern 21.3 41.8 47.4 43.4 48,7 52.6 Winois:
Western 71.5 72.4 68.0 64.7 70.8 71.6 Norcthern . ., .... 1 ss5.3 58.3 54.9 64,5 63.6 58.3
Vermaont 63.3 61.1 62,3 54.7 55.0 56.4 Eastern ... ... .| 50.6 53.3 51.2 48,3 36,9 66.4,
Southern .. ...... 45,7 44.2 . 40.2 54.5 55.2 58,8
‘Third Circuit Indianas
Northern .. ... .| 52,0 54,4 49,3 45.6 49.2 42.8
Defaware . .......... 50.7 45.1 51,6 56.3 62,7 60.5 Southern... ... .. 66,9 66.6 61.2 63.1 60.6 63.7
Now Jerdey . . . 69.6 §9.9 4.8 74.3 72,6 72.8 Wisconsing
Pennsylvania: Boatern .. ......... 61.6 56,9 58.2 56,6 40,4 69,1
Easlqm . 52.8 56.7 52.7 51.5 56.2 52,2 Western .. ... 49.6 63.7 47.1 67.7 72.8 67.9
Middle ... L. 66.4 61.5 76.3 78.2 77,0 72.0
Western .. co §7.3 44.3 45.3 56.2 55,5 49,7 Eighth Circuit
Virginlslands . .. ... 40,2 40.3 29.7 49.4 49.8 54.1
—h Ark
D Fourih Cireuiy Eastern . ... 58.3 59.8 62.3 55.3 54.7 55.9
Western ..., . .. 52.3 52,2 60.3 53,7 53,1 63,8
Maryland .. ... .. 28.1 67.7 64.2 67.6 62,7 67.8 Jowas
Noriti Carolina: Northern 60.5 66,1 79.3 55.4 61.8 57.6
Eastern . ... PO - ] 61.2 55.3 62.5 63.4 69.4 Southern ... . 82.1 %.6 70.2 4.1 48,9 67.4
Middle....... . 58.4 59,2 60.4 67.1 62:7 €9.6 Minnesot. , . ... 59.0 51.7 64.0 56.9 .4 67.7
Western 63,3 67.9 70.1 74.7 .7 78.6 Missouri: -
South Carolina . 63,1 66.7 80.5 56.0 63,4 6.3 Eastern . 58.7 €0.5 56.1 50.6 59.4 55.2
Virginiag Western .., 46.0 47.9 45,3 47,2 45,5 46.5
Eostern . .......... 45.1 47,9 43.4 43.7 48.4 53.9 Nebraska ..., 54.0 56.8 50.2 53,8 5.9 52,6
Westemn ... .. s2.1 55.8 53.8 48.6 51,3 52.3 North Dakota 4697 61.7 66.0 74.5 57,7 59.8
West Virginia: South Dakots . ... ..., 47.3 50.8 46.8 36.3 42,2 43.5
Nerthern | 4v.s 48.3 47.2 59.3 63.1 39.0
Southern . . 45,6 48,3 50.8 §5.6 4.3 514 Ninth Circuit
P Fifth Circuit : Alaska 69.4 58,6 66.6 51.1 49.5 62.3
Arizona . 50.6 46,9 47.5 50.5 53,9 45.6 2 o
Alabamas ) California: .
Nosthern .. 68.3 72.9 64.8 60.8 71,0 56.3 Nomthern .. ...... 66.9 64.5 64.6 67,6 5.8 66.8
Middle. .. 58.5 55.4 59.9 81.9 78,2 73,7 Eastern . . 66.7 66.8 57.0 58.4 55.4 53.4
Southern ... 51.9 4.1 54.8 72.8 73.4 85,0 Ceniral .. 68.9 66,3 63.2 61.0 42,0 62.4
Floridas 49.0 46.8 1 43.0 50.1 53.6 60.8
Northern .. 42.9 50.9 68,1 68.3 68,6 68.2 59,9 57,6 48.2 54,4 58.2 65.0 5 )
Middly 51.9 52.4 54.0 69.1 66,0 68.5 61.3 7.7 61.1 70.8 60.5 69.5 B
Southern. . 42.6 4.6 54,1 59.4 56.8 56.0 66.5 e1.r | e6.7 50.0 s1.0 54.7
Ceorgia: s 2508 54.2 58.5 58.4 59.2 56.6 3
Northern... ., 55,6 63.5 1,4 64.5 59,4 57.8 Oregon .o \oennnis 48.6 52.1 - 56,7 56.3 34,5 54.2
Middle ... .. 55.1 58,3 57.4 57.2 65.6 60.4 Washinglon:
Southern . 53.3 51.8 6.7 57.2 72.8 74.0 Eastém ... 67.6 63.9 38.6 60,7 57.6 5.5
Lovisiana; Western . 59.0 69.0 55.4 $3.7 55.9 59.9
Eastern . ... 57.6 53.3 56.5 56.4 59,6 58, Guam. ..o 30,7 45.6 46.6 SL.2 56.7 32.8
Middle . - 28.8 35.3 30,6 28,2 45,2 .
Western .. 40.9 48.7 38.4 53.5 61,1 57.8 Tenth Circuit
Mississippl; .
Northem &, 52.9 5L.2 59,7 71.5 71.0 73.5 Colorzdo .0y .\ vns.. 56.6 65,9 71.0 68,2 64.8 57.3
_ Southern. . . 37.7 45,2 40.5 59.2 56.0 53.8 Karfas .... 68.9 67.4 62.8 67.5 63.5 64,4
Texus: New Mexico 63,1 59.6 53,4 64,7 $9.6 64.7
] Northern 63.4 60.3 65.5 63.6 65.2 63.3 - |Oklahomas "
i Eostern 71,7 76.7 75.8 721 66,1 62.9 Northern .......... 47.5 £0.2 57.8 33.7 52.7 70.5 !
! Southern 55.8 62,8 65.0 67.1 75.0 65.8 Eestern .. ........| 46,1 48.5 48.2 47.0 54.7 68.9
! Westen 65.5 52.5 §5.8 69.1 63,3 61.7 Western .. ... .. . 56.1 65.1 57.3 67,9 62,3 69.6 5
Canal Zone .. 65.5 38.2 4.2 43.6 34,8 46.2 $3.0 61,0 51.9 61.3 64,9 64.8
72.4 65.4 77:2 73.9 67.1 70.6
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Table 9
PERCENTAGE OF JURORS NOT SELECTED, SERVING OR CHALLENGED
FOR FISCAL YEARS 1971 - 1976
District 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 District 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976

National Average.,, 32.8% 30.0% 28.4% 26.5% 23,8% 24.1% Sixth, Cireunit

District of Columbia. . . 31,2 30.7 27.2 31.4 23.4 28,0 Kentucky:

Easlern . .. P 28.8% 28.7% 41.4% 39.4% 35.8% 34.8%
First Circuit Western ... 49.5 42.4 28,9 36.2 40.2 32.2
Michigan:

Maine .. 9.9 8.2 8.3 3.9 3.3 3.8 Eastern .. .. . ... 20,2 26.5 33.4 28.8 28.0 25.6

Massachusetts . ...... 19.3 18.1 22.6 27.9 2.1 21.6 Western . 9.2 13.3 B.3 4.2 8.3 16.9

New Hampshire - . .. 20.5 24.7 16.0 12,7 4.4 17.1 Ohia:

Rhodelsland:. ... ..., 22.0 34.2 31.4 10.5 16,3 19,5 Northern ... ... 41.6 39,2 36.6 31.0 36.6 40.3

Puerto Rico . . .. ..} 43,6 7.2 28.0 29.1 33.5 49.0 Southern ... . 19,5 21.6 22,8 20.8 18.5 20.0

Tennessee:
Second Cireuit Enstern ........ . 27.0 24,0 27.5 24,7 23.3 26.5
Middle. . - 49.9 36.4 45.1 33.6 31,7 35.5
Connecticut. . . .. JRN 23.1 17.3 13.7 12,0 9.0 10.0 Western .. ...... 15.5 13.2 12.2 11,8 13.5 15.9
New York:
Northern ... ... .. 48.0 36.4 30.5 25,8 24,2 23.0 Seventh Circuit
Eastern .. ..., ... 54.1 50,6 38.4 29,4 23.9 27.1 4
Southern ... .. .. 68,3 48.6 40.8 44,0 34.9 31,1 Mlinols:
Western . 19,2 19,2 22.9 26.9 19.5 19.3 Northern RN 36.4 32,8 34.4 25.4 5.2 31.9

Vermaont 30.6 34.3 30.3 31.9 29.8 31.4 Eastern . . . 30,2 31.3 25.9 32.8 21.5 10.4

Southers ©... . 48.9 46,8 49.6 31,7 31.0 27.7
Third Circuit Indiana:
Northern .. 30.0 25.0 34.0 34,7 32.0 37.1

Delaware . ........_ ... 31.8 37.2 20.6 6.1 8.1 15.2 Sauthern o 20,7 17.5 21.5 22.5 18.1 16.4

NewdJersey .. ... ... . 20.3 18.1 15.2 .2 14.3 i6.2 Wisconsin:

Ponnsylvanin: Eastern ... ... .. 20.1 20,6 21.4 23.6 22.2 16.7
Eastern .. ... 33.9 28.2 32,2 33.4 26.8 51.9 Westorn, 31.1 16.9 28.7 8.7 8.7 1.5
Middle ... 4 © 18.8 22.1 9.6 8.2 8.9 9.5
Western ... . | 26.5 34.2 36.2 27,9 28.9 35.2 Fighth Circxit

- Viginlslands ... | 38.8 34.8 37.7 21.4 20.6 24.8 .
~N Fourth Circuit Eostern .. . 18.7 16.6 16,2 19.2 18.7 19.9 '
Western .. . .. 28,2 17.8 20.4 18,7 21.4 6.1 3

Maryland ........ 65,8 18.3 17.3 15.8 17.7 15.8 Jown: i

North Carolina: Northern .. ... ... 38.3 18.8 10.0 17.3 18.9 21.9
Eastern ... 46.5 29.0 34.7 27.4 25,3 21.3 Southern .. ...... 16.2 19.1 12.% 9.5 31.3 15.2
Middle. . 21.4 23.8 22,8 13,0 18.6 12.0 Minnesota o 27.3 27.9 18.4 27.0 13,8 16.6
Western e 29.3 25.4 21.6 15.8 16.3 14.5 . Missouriz

South Carolina ... | 21.1 18.4 22.0 25.8 17.6 14.4 Bastern . ce 16.4 15.5 18,2 24.7 19.0 20,3

Virginiaz Western ... ... 33.9 30.2 33.0 27.1 31.7 29.0
Eastern .. 24,1 24.5 22,6 23.4 18.8 12.2 Nebragkn ... ... 31.3 27.5 3.2 28.8 30.4 31.8
Western . L] 1946 15.4 16.8 13.4 14.3 13.1 NorthDakota ... . .. 1.3 15.5 4.2 2.0 23.0 23.5

West Virginia: South Dakota ...... 35.5 28.6 33.8 28.4 36.3 36.3
Northern 48.0 4.9 28.9 21.0 14.2 30,5
Sauthern 44.5 34.8 25.2 23.6 31.8 28.3 Ninth Circuit

Fifth Circuit Alaska. .. 0 21.0 24.4 19.2 43,7 36,3 25.6
Arizona .. ... L. 28.1 2B.6 26.1 26.3 21.2 24.5

Alsbama; Californin:

Northern ... . ... 18.2 12.9 15.5 17.4 11.2 24,2 Northern. ... . ... 20.p 2.0 23.8 20.5 21.2 21.5
Middle. ... .. 30.7 31.4 22.9 8.4 13.4 15.4 21.8 23.2 32,2 29.2 32,7 34.6
Southern............; 21.9 40.4 24,2 10.4 10.3 6.9 23.2 243 27.7 30.0 28.2 27.7

Florida: 34.3 33,0 35.0 28.3 25.6 20.5
Northern 5.3 33.0 16.7 20.6 17.4 20.0 3.6 19.1 37.6 35.2 13.3 8.7
Middle ... .. 33.5 32.7 32,7 19.2 21,1 17.9 23.1 17.1 26.5 17.7 26.4 20,0
Southern 48.2 43.0 32.2 23.8 28.5 26.0 19.5 21,4 16.8 30.9 30.4 25.5

Georginz 53.1 25.9 23,1 19.1 26,0 28.3
Northern.. .. ... ... 24.6 i5.8 17.3 15.9 18.7 20.6 35,0 34.1 28.0 24.3 26.6 22.6
Middle 19.3 18.4 20.9 16.5 10.4 13,8
Southern .. e 23.6 .3 18.1 2z 6.4 9.9 Eastern ............ 15.5 12.0 15.5 17,1 19.9 20.0

Louisiana: Western ,.......... 29.3 17,7 29.0 26,0 25.7 21.6
Eastern , . . .. 24.5 23.2 18.3 19, 17.7 17.0 Guam... .. .......... 52.7 39.9 44,3 33.2 25.8 57.9
Middle ... - 43.5 47.7 44,7 48.8 24.9 ] — ~ i
Vestern 48.3 35.0 a8y 30.8 20.9 21.5 Tenth Cireult - o0

Migsissippi:

Nodhern.. .. ....... '31.6 31.5 20,6 11.8 9.2 10.2 Colorudo 18.6 14,6 9.7 i4.% 16.3 23.9
Southern..... ..., 54,3 43.4 47.1 28.0 26,8 30.4 Kansns . ........ . .. 16.9 15.5 22.2 16,5 20.7 20.2

Texas: New Mexico .......... 19.5 19.5 25,7 18,2 18.3 14.3
Northern ., 23.7 26.8 18.7 19.1 158.5 21.2 Oklahoma;

Eastern . 14.4 8.0 10.2 13.1 15.0 19.0 Northern . ... ....... 39.7 26.1 25,7 52.3 29.1 12.3
Southern 31.7 28,9 21.7 18.7 12.7 18.8 Eastern ... . ..., 42.2 42,0 39.8 39.8 27.2 19.2
Waestern 18.9 28,0 24.9 13.7 16.4 18.9 Westerd .. 26.3 16.8 26.7 20.9 22.7 12.6
Canal Zone 25.5 41.4 37.0 35.2 29.2 29.0 Utah. .. ... 27.9 20.9 25,0 27.6 21.3 21.4
Wyoming .. 15.2 21.6 10.2 15.6 19.6 13.9




JUROR UTILIZATION CHECK SHEET

This check sheet is the end result of much study of the variocus juror utilization
problems excountered by district courts and is made possible by the steady commumication of
various district courts with the Administrative Office as to their problems and juror occur-
rences and how they sought to solve or handle them. The check sheet lists fourteen basic
positive factors which tend to result in a low Juror Usage Index. The fourteen counterparts
to these positive factors are also given and it is felt that these adverse factors contibute
to a higher JUI. Because each of the 94 district courts has variations in its local rules
and practices, this listing is not meant to represent all possible factors affecting a dis-
trict's Jjuror utilization performance. Rather, it should be used by a court as the starting
point to isolate and study the individual aspects of its juror utilization program.

To help the reader in interpreting the check sheet, it has been found that generally more
checks can be entered on the left side of the sheet by those districts with a good juror usage
statistical profile while a number of checks on the right hand column often corresponds to
those districts with less efficient utilization profiles. Once a court has determined the
outstanding practices or conditions that exist in 1Its jury program, the court can proceed to
isolate those areas which may require changes or modifications to improve the utilization of

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

POSITIVE FACTORS

ADVERSE FACTORS

O 00O Ooobdood bbb Ooogd

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

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

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

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

Use of multiple voir dires in the jury
selection process.

Reduction in voir dire panel size.

Use of civil juries of less than twelve
members.

Reduction in the number of challenges
allowed.

Established deadlines for settlements
or pleas.

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

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

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

Stipulation by counsel to waive alter-
nate jurors or verdicts by 12 or 6.

No ‘highly publicized trials and few
miltiple defendant criminal cases.

P 1Y

wW-—N

6

7

14

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

B

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

Each judge using his own, separate juryl
panel or pool. -

ginning Jjury selection at
and on the same day.

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

Use of voir dire panels larger than
recommended,

[]

Use of civil Jjuries of twelve or more
members.

Excessive use of peremptory challenges.

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

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

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

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

O

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

D ,

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

NOTE:

18

Factors are randomly listed with no order as to significance.
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SECTION I
JUROR COSTS

Payments to petit and giand jurors during fiscal yeat 1976 totalled $20,257,000, which is a 13.6%
increase over the $17,824,600 paid to jurors in fiscal year 1975. Of the total amount paid this past
year, $15,594,800, or 77.0%, was paid to petit jurors while $4,662,200, or 23.0%, was paid to grand
jurors. The accompanying chart, "How Juror Dollars Were Spent in Fiscal Year 1976'", shows a breakdown
of all juror expenditures into the various payment categories.

Due to minor problems in capturing cost data for fiscal year 1976, the statistics shown in this
section of the report may vary slightly from actual juror expenditures. The overall expenditures for
grand and petit jurors combined is accurate; however, the breakdown between these two may be incorrect

The data collection problem has only a winor impact on the national cost statistics but in a few

HOW JUROR DOLLARS WERE SPENT

IN FISCAL YEAR 1976

Total Juror Expenditures: $20,257,000
Grand Jury Expenditures: =~ 4,662,200
Petit Jury Expenditures: 15,594,800

Attendance ~ 17.7%

Subsistence — 1.2%

Mileage — 4.2%

Other — 2.5%

Attendance — 59.56%
Mileage — 12.9%

Subsistence — 2.0%

20
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Table 10

Grand Juror Payments
F.¥. 1973 -~ 1976 N
United States District Courts

1976 over 1975
Fiscal Fiscal Fiscal Fiscal -
Grand Juror Year Year Year Yeaxr Percent
Payments 1973 1974 1975 197§ Increase Increase

Total Pavments..... 53,445,200 $3,549,900 $§3,971,400 $4,662,200 $690,800 17.4

Attendance.,....... 2,645,000 2,830,800 3,054,100 3,578,200 524,100 X7.2

Mileage....vevumnaes 624,800 636,400 702,900 846,600 143,700 20.4

Subsistence........ 175,400 132,900 214,400 237,500 23,100 10.8

Tabla 1y
Grand Juror Expenditure Breakdown
United States Distriet Cauctar
Fiscal vYear 1576
Egt, Total Percentage of Eskimated Total Ezt. Tokal Pervohtote of Eatimated Total =
Expenditura Expenditure fors Expenditure EXpenditure for:
bistrict Attendance Subsistence Mileage Distpict Mtordance Subsistence HMifeago
motal Tl e, §4,602,200 76,7 5.1 18.2 Bixth Circuit i

bistrict of columbdia..... 136,500 93.9 ¢.0 6.1 Kentucky:

BASterfl, cvvcrnasnaran. 11,600 84.3 0.3 13.%
Pirst Circuit WeSEeEN v suvooterseans 32,600 82.2 0.5 12.4
Hichigan:

MalnBssvasescacrnversanesy B,900 70.9 3.4 25.7 Bagtern,vieresncacsone 161,600 8t.2 a3 18.5

Masgachusetts, ceuseieean, 112,000 B2.9 6.0 17.1 WeBLEIN v ivsvrnerrsvns 10.900 65.0 1l 24,8

Hew Hampshird.....iivene. 3,900 48.3 6.0 31.7

Rhode Island.sceseerassae 19,900 89,3 0.0 1l.0 Ohios

PUBLED RICO.csenessaconns 31,800 65.9 29.5 4.5 HOrthern.ciecarsnenss 82,000 73.1 2.8 24,4

BOULRELN, camrensrarnas 36,800 72,9 4.9 22.3
fecond Clreuit Tennessea:
PASLETH ensarrbrnberas £,900 80.2 .5 19.3

Connectictt.criernrraonsn 34,400 86.0 Q.0 14.0 Middle. e iiinsnrvinnen 8,700 73,2 0,7 28.0

Hew York: WeBterf.nissssesasnsea 29,100 88.% 0.0 1.2
HOrtherneee oo snannvey 40,300 2.7 o.5 16.9
BABERIN. eeavsccransnesi 276,500 87.6 0.0 12.4 Seventh Circuit
SOUtNerNLsseterrvrusns 484,200 85.5 0.0 14.5
Weskern temecvnesiani 102,900 B4.1 .0 1s.9 Illinais:

Vermont..sessosaancorsas 23,100 90.0 G.0 10.0 NOrtRern, vesonerovaass 235,600 a4.8 0.0 15.2

EASLGIf.rsarnerorarsss 35,100 50,1 27.9 2.0
Third Circuit SOutHerNe cvrcnsoyian, 30,500 72,5 3.8 217
Indisnas

Delaware...eveevseacsasss 24,400 7.7 e.0 22,3 NOrEBerNeearovasserne 49,7q0 55.6 8.8 35,5

Noy FOXDaY, cessrensaeanan 127,900 1.4 9.0 15,6 Southert e ces i tha. s 58,900 68.0 4.2 1.8

Fennsylvania: Wisconsin:

ERsterevesvsainrneasas 125,800 8e.5 Q.0 19.5 EAStatNescasnserserans 45,500 89,7 i3 18.9
MEAALe. siavnsonrcasnens 33,700 76.3 a.7 23.0 Westorh.seiacrraravsen 17,700 55,8 19.0 25.2
WeSterNcosasvsonsisnss 59,400 73.1 11.9 18.1

Virgin ¥slande,seuseences -~ .0 0.0 Q.0 Eighth Clreuit

Fourth Clrcuit Arkansaas

s P ) 23,9080 51,7 26,% 22.2

Marylanpd.,.. 83,400 77,7 2,9 19.3 WaSEern «veetveaarecoss 13,400 45,9 8.4 25.8

¥orth carolina: Tawa:

Fastern. acsconevacnsor 19,700 58.1 15.1 26.8 HOrEhern sevvrsnenanys 16,200 8.7 3,0 18.4
Middledass 4,900 71.6 9.0 28.4 SoRiNerfas seavibransan 23,400 TH3 2.5 20,1
Wenkerfl,ivonisioennases 8,500 72.8 0.0 27.4 MinnesokR. sseieessnnsss 30,300 74.5 6.3 19.1

South Carolina..cececeves 19,400 58.3 4.3 1.4 Mizgouris ‘

Virginia: Easterfesvecseevanasss 62,200 78.0 3.7 8.5
PASLBLN vaetsrsniverin 71,900 79.9 a.9 19,2 Hestexn,. T 30,600 TE B.9 8.6
WoSEerN. v yreansaessorns 19,500 76.4 0.0 23.6 NebrasKasweservoi'vinssnas 14,100 55.9 20.9 21,3

West Virglnis: Hogth Dakotdewsrsrsrosan 10,300 A2.4 28.2 29.4
NOTEREIN. veanseovsvrans 5,400 75.8 7.1 17.1 South BaKotasisssssrssns 43,100 45,3 3.9 22.8
SOULRELN. v ssesanenasase 18,100 ‘0.0 2.1 27.3

Ninth circuit
Pifth Clrcuik
B AlasKae. e, iaerioins nrany 25,400 45.8 30,9 23,4

Alabsmay 8 ATlzona.sicieesiavavanos 55,200 836 .7 15,5
LET T 21,800 64.8 12,8 22.3 californias X '
Hiddlas.saenisnsivocase 1,100 49,3 32,% 12.8 FOLthesNesvereaarerash 84,400 73.% 2.2 24,2
Bonthern.ecoaesesrvesess 10,000 5.2 6.1 18.7 EasferNe. isiusasavacnn 36,600 6.5 10.8 25,7

Ploridas Central.iove. s . 223,200, 28.1 0,8 2.4
NoOrthefneseuvievansosnn 14,300 60.7 131 27.2 Boulherns ,v Srievard §1,400 86,1 0.0 13,9
L N T ‘88,900 0.1 £.3 21.6 Hawnil,oosiierineaionn. 15,900 89.0 .2 10.8
SOULRErN. . caroneraosven 128,900 86.5 1.3 12.2 G LT TR ae 35,300 4603 26,3 27.4

Georgiaz MOntARB.seuays eras 12,100 51.8 23.6 25.0
Northern.sieeeeseeaess 97,900 67.5 14.4 8.1 Nevada, ... dedesnsasa 52,600 15.4 8.4 15,3
Midalaceveseeanna . 60,200 49.1 3e.0" 20.9 OFBGONesancarseuorayassn 43,600 57.0 19.9 3.0
SOULNAYN. s pacenorannns 34,300 55,5 25.3 9.2 Washingtons:

Loulslana: EaBLern. rasithpeaansen 16, 400 37,3 231 <336
Eastern.ecsesieniivenas 63,600 7%.5 0.0 20.5 Wesberteicinsarvannrenn 33,000 70,6 6.3 23.1
Mid@leceaicncanan 15,000 86.1 ‘0.0 3.8 GUAM. s eonsisoncersannian 3,200 1.9 .0 8,1

N WESLerNesearrarian 50,900 58,1 19.3 22.8 -

Missiamippl: “Tenth Ciycuit
Northernas.enaivenrvane 7,700 56.3 18.4 25.3
Southerh...e v casrasas 13,700 48.8 29.0 22.2 COLOTARG A« s t'sas 26,300 13.% 15,3

Texas: Kansag,,u.os. 18,600 9.9 18:4
Northagmssesasesaatanss 71,200 5.5 1.7 22.8 Hew Mednico. cerses 51,200 18.% 20,6
Eaaterneecesas. 9,300 64.6 6.8 28.5 Oklahoma N 0
Southerna.qsees 43,000 84.4 1.2 14,3 Horthath, e seioen 1%, 000 92.4 0.0 7.6

58,600, 3.8 5.2 21.0 Easbern,..oessens 9,200 52,7 ¢ 16.8 30,8

Canal Zane, - 0.0 0.9 0.0 Henterh...... 5,900 67.2 12,0 20.B

Ueah, veueye 13,900 79.1 4,67 16.3
Wypming..i.... 3,300 56.7 S8 15,3




individual districts*, the cost figures may be distorted. These problems will be reflected by a cost
per juror day which is substantially above or below $20.

Grand Juror Costs

Grand juror payments increased by 17.4% in fiscal year 197§ - $4,662,200 in 1976 as compared to

$3,971,400 in F.Y. 1975 - and was the largest amount recorded for the years 1973 to 1976. Grand juror
payments are broken down into three categories with 76.7% of the total amount expended for juror
attendance fees ($20 per juror per day excluding federal employees who do not receive this payment).
Expenditures for subsistence equaled 5.1% of the total amount. Mileage and toll payments accounted
for 18.2%, or $846,600;, of the total amount, an increase of 20.4% over F.Y. 1975's mileage payments.
The tablé, "Grand Juror Pgyments - r.x. 1973-1976", identifies the national totals of the grand

juror expenditure breakdown for those fiscal years while the accompanying table, 'Grand Juror Expendi-
ture Breakdown", furnishes a district by district presentation of grand juror expenditures for F.Y.
1976. The average cost per grand jury session in F.Y. 1976 was $555, a 9.7% increase over the $506
recorded in F.Y. 1975. The cost per grand juror day increased by 12.0%, from $25 per juror day in
F.Y. 1975 to $28 this past fiscal year.

Petit Juroxr Costs

Payments totaling approximately $15,594,800 were made to petit jurors in fiscal year 1976. This

figure is 12.6% more than the total payments for fiscal year 1975 of $13,853,200 and was the largest

Table 12

Petit Juror Payments
F.Y. 1973 - 1976
United States District Courts

1976 ovexr 1975
Fiscal Fiscal Tiscal riscal

Petit Juror Year Year Year Year Percent

Payments 1973 1974 1975 1976 Increase Increase
Total Pavments..... $14,168,600 $13,704,000 $13,853,200 $15,594,800 . |$1,741,600 12.6
Attendance......... 11,125,900 10,658,000 10,716,000 12,057,700 1,341,700 12.5
Mileage.....cvuon's 2,366,800 2,243,300 2,294,300 2,623,100 32g,200 14.3
Subsistence........ 391,800 311,900 330,000 398,200 68,200 20.7
Other......iu.uuue 284,100 490,800 512,300 515,700 3,400 0.7

¥ Adjustments in the breakdown between expenditures for grand and petit jurors were made in the

* following districts:

Noxthern; Texas, Eastern; Nebraska; North Dakota; Oregon; Guam; and Oklahoma, Western.

North Carolina, Middle; South Carolina; West Virginia, Northern; Mississippi,



Table 13-

Petit Juror Expenditure Breakdown
United States District Courts
Fiscal Year 1976

Percentage of Estimated Trtal Expenditures for:

Est. Total
District Expenditure Attendance Subsistence Mileage Other®
TOtal.eevesonscanans $15,594,800 77.3 2.6 16.8 3.3
District of Columbia..... 169,900 91.7 0.0 5.9 2.4
First Circuit
Maine..i.e.ocenieeecenn PPN 27,200 65.4 6.4 26.0 2.2
MassachusettS.e..ea.n. e 281,400 78.7 0.0 17.1 4.2
New Hampshire............ 54,200 68.4 1.5 26.9 3.2
Rhode Island.ccieveescnnsn 52,300 86.2 1.5 9.8 2.6
Puertn RiCOeseeeacuoaves . 182,700 60.6 19.4 14.7 5.3
Second Circuit
Connacticut.,cevieesnnns . 127,300 82.0 0.0 16.0 2.0
New York:
Northern:.......... cene 50,800 80.6 0.3 17.0 2.1
Eastern........ PEP . 645,400 85.0 0.2 12.0 2.8
Southern.....iciveeenss 1,085,700 84.3 0.0 12.8 2.9
Western....... smensresas 150,000 84.1 0.3 13.6 2.0
Vermont.,.ieeveecesnaveaae 56, 000 83.9 0.0 14 .4 1.6
Third Circuit
Delaware.....-... ieecaces 51,900 58,0 0.0 9.5 32.5
New Jersey....... Geeienns 457,900 78.1 0.0 13.3 8.6
Pennsylvania:
Eastern........ Ceesenen 809,900 76.9 0.8 18.7 3.6
Middle,....... reecisanan 139,100 74.1 1.4 23.7 0.8
Westeérn....eeeevecas oee 390,100 76.1 8.5 13.6 1.8
Virgin Islands....... sees 108,200 81.6 0.0 2.1 16.4
Fourth Circuit
Maryland.....veeeceees 231,700 75.3 0.6 22.3 1.9
North Carolina:
Eastern.iicocsiecancees . 68,000 77.9 0.6 21,0 0.5
Middle..everorconsacean 35,300 82.4 0.3 17.3 0.0
Western...iseenenase PR 75,300 83.7 0.0 16.3 0.0
South Carolind.......... : 274,800 60.4 11.6 26.5 1.5
Virginia:
Eastern....ceeeveccnns. y 137,400 81.4 0.1 16.8 1.7
Western.....ceveveoaces » 37,600 69.4 1.4 21,2 8,0
West Virginia:
Northern........... oo 13,700 69.4 7.5 23.1 0.0
Southern...oeeeececasns 78,000 77.9 3.9 16.5 1.8
Fifth Cireuit
Alabama:
Northerfie...... crseeeen 222,000 60.6 16.6 22.1 0.7
Middle..eeevennncnonana 88,900 58.6 16.4 24.9 0.2
SoutherN........ cersven 110,000 64.6 10.4 17.5 7.5
Florida:
Northern...oeoesvoessns 66,400 76.2 1.4 18.1 4.4
Middle...veevecnsaoan . 309, 300 73.7 1.3 19.0 6.0
Southern....ceseeuennss 365, 700 86.0 1.2 11.9 0.9
Georgia: /,-/]
NOrtherfis..uivesss.. 296,800 81.0 1.1 C17.9 0.1
Middle......... 77,000 76.8 2.8 19.6 7 0.8
Southern.....ceeeeeeees 104,200 77.9 3.5 15.3: 3.3
Louisianaji -
Eastern.....se.. seesnes 218,400 78.3 1.1 18.2 2.4
Middle...ivunnarasances 16,600 83,0 0.0 16.8 0.2
Westernieecersscasnsana 90,600 74,5 0.4 19.7 5.4
Mississippi: . d
NOortherhe.esssceseeseas 122,900 57.5 11.8 29,2 1.4
Southernm.....ceeecevane 86,000 75.5 1.8 21.6 1.1
Texas:
Northern..ceseieciosens 247,600 83.2 0.5 16.3 0.0
BasterN.ce.cveceesaanas 99,900 - 74.6 0.8 24.6 Q.0
Southerne..viecisvenons 373,100 78.5 0.6= 14.3 6.6
WesterN.ee.esveadesoians 154,900 81.8 1.0 15.6 1.7
Canal ZoNe...sssieiscones 1,700 99,1 0.0 0.9 0.0
(,L\
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Table 13
Petit Juror Expenditure Breakdown
United States District Courts
Fiscal Year 1976 (concluded)

Percentage of Estimated Total Expenditures for:
Est. Total
District Expenditure Attendance Subsistence Mileage other?
sixth Circuit
Kentucky:
Bastern......... Yereeee 199,700 75.5 2.5 21.7 0.3
Wectern....sievviinnen. 69,600 79.0 0.3 19.9 0.8
Michigan:
EasterNeceaesecenconans 622,900 80.6 0.1 16.5 2.8
Western........... ceree 71,600 64.9 5.3 28.8 0.9
Ohio:
Noxrthern:......... e 233,300 75.7 1.0 21.3 2.0
Southern.............. . 153,200 71.5 3.4 15.7 9.4
Tennessee:
BasterN...ceeevevrnanns 91,200 78.6 0.0 20.7 0.7
Middle..civereencnann .. 77,000 79.2 0.0 16.5 4.3
Western...veeeeoeeoenne 138,500 85.0 0.4 14.7 0.0
Seventh Circuit
Illinois:
Northern......... ceasas 506,900 g8l.9 0.0 4.1 4.0
EBastern.....vceeivnuues 67,000 69.5 2.1 25.8 2.5
Southern........ ceeemen 56,700 78.6 0.1 18.3 3.0
Indiana:
Northern......vo... cieew 173,200 77.6 1.2 14.2 7.0
Southern....viveveneens 109,000 76.4 0.0 21.8 1.8
Wisconsin:
Eastern...cocueencanass 125,900 73.7 0.0 11.6 14.7
, , WesSLern, .. vvuviernenrn. 22,200 76.1 2.4 20.1 1.
Eighth Circuit
Arkansas:
Eastern..v.cu.ieeecnaan 121,109 79.3 0.8 18.8 1.1
Western..... Cemeneaaa. 71,500 77.1 0.9 20.9 1.1
Iowa:
Worthern.......ocee.v,. 40,300 74.9 1.5 17.0 6.6
Southern:..... cereneaen ¢l, 100 73.0 2.3 22,5 2.2
Minnesota.......... cereen 176,100 83.3 2.8 12.9 1.0
; Missouri:
i Eastern....... dieaeaan 135,900 82.1 C.4 17.0 0.6
B Western..... 117,100 79.1 0.1 15.1 5.8
Nebraska..oooeeesoaconnan 115,800 69.7 10.1 19.4 0.8
North Dakota.....cccevea. 74,100 59.0 19.5 21.0 0.5
South Dakota@...cciveeane. 136,700 62.8 10.1 25.9 1.3
Winth cCircuit
Blaska.esineseonsaaesanns 55,800 79.5 5.4 11.2 4.0
ArizZond....ceeceanan. ceees 203,000 84.3 1.3 13 .9
California;
Northern......... ceeeve 350,900 73.8 0.5 15.7 10.0
Eastern.,....ovueneain- 208,300 63.9 3.6 18.5 l4.0
Central.....co.evuen. we 505,200 76.7 1.6 20.3 1.4
Southern............... 327,800 8l.2 0.2 17.4 1.2
Hawald..oooicionnnnnninn. 33,000 81.4 1.8 10.6 6.2
Idaho.eiineiiinnnneaina. 65,700 72.6 7.9 18.7 0.8
Montana...oveeveiseananns 43,000 72.7 10.1 16.0 1.1
Nevada...euieevesosonsnsn . 111,300 75.4 8.8 14.3 1.4
[0 57=1 (o o TR 81,600 78.2 2.3 15.5 4.0
{ Washington:
Bastern.i...ceinenaneias 48,600 73.8 6.7 17.8 2.1
Western...... [T PR 124,300 80.9 0.4 15.4 3.2
GUAM, v e e s vnnnvuivrannyrns 20,200 83.5 1.0 9.2 6.4
Tenth Circuit
Colorado..... Seenseenenes 122,100 76.0 7.1 14.7 2.2
KANSaS.seemenansoonennnas 162,800 78.7 2.2 19.1 0.0
Py Mexico...coeeievenaan 167,400 63.9 16.4 18.9 0.8
Oklahoma:
Northern......eevevanan 46,200 82.1 0.5 15.3 2.0
Eastern........ 42,200 65.8 1.7 32.4 0.1
Western. 87,600 80.8 1.4 17.1 0.7
Utah, vevenunvsnnss 108,700 74.0 7.1 17.0 1.9
WYOMANG e s e v rennnnnonnne 28,600 86.9 2.3 9.0 1.8

*Includes meals gnd lodging for sequestered jurors, transportation of juries for views and
miscellaneouséxpenses for the comfort and convenience of jurors.
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amount recorded for the years 1973 to 1976. The petit juror payments are divided into four categories
with 77.3% of the total amount éxpended for juror attendance fees ($20 per juror per day, excluding
federal employees). . Subsistence payments of $398,200 equaled 2.6% of the total amount; further,
this represented an increase of 20.7% over the subsistence payments made in F.Y. 1975. Mileage and
tolls accounted for 16.8% of the total amount while 3.3% was expended for other miscellaneous
expenses including meals and lodging for sequestered jurors, transportation of jurors during the
hours of actual service on a trial, and expenses for the comfort and convenience of jurors. The table,
"Petit Juror Payments - F.Y. 1973-1976", highlights the national totals of the petit juror expenditure
breakdown for the years indicated.. The accompanying table, '"Petit Juror Expenditure Breakdown",
shows petit juror expenditures for each of the 94 districts for fiscal year 1976.

The cost per petit juror per day in F.Y. 1976 was approximately $26, a slight increase over the
$25 figure recorded in F.Y. 1975. The cost per jury trial day increased 5.9%, from $490 in F.Y. 1975

to $519 per day this past fiscal yeax.
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SECTION Il
JUROR USAGE PROFILES

EXPLANATION OF ENTRIES THAT APPEAR ON DISTRICT JUROR USAGE PROFILES

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

Authorized judgeships on June 30, 1976 (does not include senior judges).

Total number of petit jurors in court and paid, whether "selected or serving', 'challenged", or
"not selected, serving or challenged."

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

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

Total number of petit jurors in court who neither were selected for or serving on a trial jury
nor were challenged.

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

Percentage of petit jurors who were challenged.

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

Arrived at by dividing the total number of petit jurors available per fiscal year, by the total
number of jury trial days per fiscal year. Hence, it is the average number of jurors available
(in court whether selected or serving, challenged, or not selected, serving or challenged) per

jury trial per day. If a court's index is 20, an average of 20 petit jurors are in court and
paid per jury trial day.

Total estimated expenditure for all petit jurors' expenses. Included are attendance, subsistence,

mileage an toll costs, and miscellaneous costs.
Estimated cost per jury trial per day.
Estimated cost per petit juror per day.

Total estimated expenditure for those petit jurors who were not selected, serving or challenged
(based on percent in box # 9),

Total number of civil and criminal jury trials. This information is derived from the JS-10,
the Monthly Report of Trials and Pretrial Conferences.

Total number of c¢ivil jury trials.

Percentage of civil jury trials (based on box # 16).
Total number of criminal jury trials.

Percentage of criminal jury trials (based on Box # 18).

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

Total number of civil jury trial days.

Percentage of civil jury trial days (based on box # 21).
Total number of criminal jury trial days.

Percentage of criminal jury trial days (based on box # 23).

Total number of grand juries that were in. existence for one or more months during the past
fiscal year. (July 1, 1975 through June 30, 1976)

Total number of grand juries in existence at the start of the fiscal year - these carricd over
from fiscal year 1975.

Total number of grand juries impaneled or brought intc existence at some time between
July 1, 1875 and June 30, 1976.
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28

30

31

32

33

34

35

36

37

38

39

EXPLANATION OF ENTRIES THAT APPEAR ON DISTRICT JUROR USAGE PROFILES (con't)

Total number of grand juries which either were discharged by the court or which had served the

18-month statutory period and ceéased to exist at some time between July 1, 1975 and June 30, 1976.

Total number of grand juries in existence at the end of the fiscal year - June 30, 1976.

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

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

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

Arrived at by dividing the number of jurors in session (Box # 31) by the number of sessions
convened (Box # 30). This gives the average number of jurors that participated in each
convened session. This number will fall somewhere between 16 and 23 as Rule 6(a) of the
Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure requires a grand jury to consist of 16 to 23 members.

Arrived at by dividing the number of hours in session (Box # 32) by the number of sessions
convened (Box # 30). This gives the average number of hours for each convened session.

Total estimated expenditure for all grand jurors' expenses. Included are. attendance,
subsistence and mileage and tolls costs.

Estimated cost for each grand jury session convened.
Estimated cost per grand juror per day.
A comparison of selected petit juror utilization data for fiscal years 1972 thru 1976.

A comparison of selected grand juror data for fiscal years 1975 and 1976.

COMMENT: A statement is provided for those districts reporting various occurrences in the operation of
their jury system which have had an effect on their utilization statistics. This information is derived
from the JS-11 monthly reports.
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COMMENT: This district continues to make effective use of the multiple voir dire selec-~
tion process. However, a few last minute settlements and changes of pleas resulted in
juries previously selected not being used in actual trials. This is one factor account-
ing for the increase in Maine's JUI in the past fiscal year.
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MASSACHUSETTS

JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1976
Ll | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT iwith jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 1.6 |
é NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
T v  Soomed | 1 it Sslestad, USAGE ; For 1 Par
PR Chellenged Eerving oy INDEX TOTAL Trigt - § Juror
Lzl : Chatleneed Bay fay
z 7,695 770 1,662 $ 281,400 678 | 37
-
“x; 100 % 10.0 % 21.6 %| 18.54 N”i"éeﬁiﬁgaﬁiéw"gécﬁ 60,800
T 157 40  {25.5 1| 117  |74.5 415 84 20.2 1 331 79.8
CYOTAL B TV w o cmemmal | s TOTAL || civiL o | crmmmar | %
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(- NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
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, Wumber o Eviminal % Not 9 Selected Juro ool b imberof | Mumber of _Average -
Tk:ajs; Triths Challenged Sarving Index Jurice - Convened | Bession . Session |
1972 145 | 62.8 18.1 76.9 | 16.23 " B
1973 108 | 83.3 | 22.6 | 67.8 | 18.06 - L= =~
1974 113 47.8 27.9 62.6 | 15.87 - R o
1975 110 | 69.1 | 22.1 | 66.0 |17.62 | 10 | 274 | 1;411° | 5.15
1076 157 74.5 | 21.6 68.4 | 18.54 13 210 | 1,055 |.5.02




NEW HAMPSHIRE

JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 18786
L_Z_.I PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity) SUDGESHIPS L_.....Jl
( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS SUROR ESTIMATED COSTS ‘\
Toral Selected ~ ot Selected, USAGE ‘ Por “Her
Available or Challengad Berving or INDEX TOTAL : Trigt Sure
Serving:” Challenged - 1 Bay - Day
Z 1,932 1,318 284 330 % 54,200 | 414 | 28
T 100 % 68,2 %| 14.7 % 17.1 %} 14.75 NotSexected.seming$ 9,300
, or Challenged )
T 51 41 80.4 10 19.6 131 105 80.2 26 15.8
TOTAL CIVIL % b ocriMmaL ] % TOTAL CIVIL % ) cREANAL | %
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS W,
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
Tota Mo, On ‘Mo, bmpansled NoDischarged] Mo, O - = Pey yer
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G 1
2 1 1 1 1 &F 3,900 557 29
R
A
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Convened Sesgien Sesgscr: ey Sassian z;er Sassion At Back Cover
k USAGE STATISTICS
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JUBY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
FISCAL " o ' o
of Jury  Jury Serving or ar Usage Gratg ] posnens FIOUIS I Haurs per
Trishs ““Frialg Challenged Serving Index Jur&rs Gonvened Seasion Sassion
1972 = 26 42.3 24,7 55.6 17.03 - s s ‘ L
1973 23, 39.1 16.0 69.2 13.87 - S - =
1974 29 .1 27.6 12.7 72,2 113,12 b b e
1975 | 36 | 11.1 14.4 72.2 | 13.22 2 5 33 6.60
".\};,-"1\\\ : Q : : : " .0 .
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

RHODE ISLAND
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FISCAL YEAR 1976

JUDGESHIPS 1.2}

ESTIMATED COSTS

Par Par
Triot Juwar

Day Day

c.
£
1 5

2,300

349 22

Nat Selected, Serving 25 10,200

or Challenged

f e =} [V

61

40.7

89 59.3

(RS T

Ot
Civit,

" [ . o
o i ORI AL, h!

, 7 JURY TRIALS

JURY TR

1AL DAYSE

r MUNMBER OF GRAKD JURIES

ESTIMATED COSTS

TOGTAL

19,900

498

e S > For National Profile RN
: . %
£ ! i Open Foldout ‘
- ! g At Bagl Cover A
\ LSAGE STATISTICS L
- - o .

FIGOAL

Caerz 15.80 ~§‘ - k; - _
1673 34 31.4 62.2 | 18.43 g - 75 - - l
qur 46 1 37,0 16.5 80.8 | 11.31 i %;, ***** _"éy S T
3075 19 579 | 16.3 78.4 | 12.54 ] ”g 38 -%_ 208 | 5.47
36 § 52.8 19.5 :A 72.5 | 15.68 |40 % 212 5.30
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PUERTO RICO

JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1978
L,&v.ﬁ PLAGES OF HOLDING COURT (wvith jury wial cetvigy) JUDGESHIPS L..S,m!

- o

MUMBER OF JUROR DAYS

32+ 59.4 47.2 | 43.3 28, 28 S R
42 64.3 28.0 | 54.5 319 44
45 . 60.0 | 29.1 54.7 fls 30 | -

[ 185 i 6.38

A e

60 & 31.7 33.5 | 51.5 |19.33 3

. .«‘ S .
i

56 & 58.9 49.0 35.0 { 31.32 3 4 §27o . 6.14

P

COMMENT: The total number of jurors available to serve rose from 3,324 in F.Y. 1975 to
5,262 in F.Y, 1976, a 58.3% increase. A reported 751 jurors, or 14.3 of the total avail-
able, recorded travel days for which the jurors are paid, although they are unable to
serve. There were fewer jury trials in 1976 than in 1975, with an increase in the number
of the criminal jury trials and a corresponding decrease in the number of civil jury
trials. These two factors had a negative effect on the JUI raising it from the 1975 JUI
of 19.33 to a JUI of 31.32 in 1976,

This district also experienced a few cases which required extra large panels for the
selection of the juries due to the nature of the cases. The practice of separate empanel-
ment days at the start of each term of service continues to be used in Puerto Rico.
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CONNECTICUT
JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1978

L4} PLAGES OF HOLDING COURT fwith jury twiafl astivity) JUDGESHIPS L.i..J

JURDH DAYS

MUMBER OF

[

ESTIMATED COSTE \3

wn
s

i 75.6
1 S, ,
g ESTIMATED COE8TH \\I
§ ; § '
!
Y }r;:t o a
(3 & 34,400 |
o - N , ‘ S N
; 66 i 1,323 ’ ¢ 5.71
S e m— e 8 AR
! : e
H EH
! ﬁi

PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION

35 Ezlceted

3
Sorving
Wiz 66 | 72,7 | 17.3 | 70.8 | 17.55 - o
1972 . 84 i 64.3 13.7 71.4 | 16.06 - ?

Y

1974+ 61 |} 50.8 12.0 73.6 14.70 SeT B e

- o s i

H
4
ok
:
H

1975 76 i 42.1 9.0 71.8 | 16.70 8 85 ! 510 6.00

B

CE.

1976 66 ' 57.6 10.0 75.3 19.15 5 66 377 i 5f71’j
COMMENT: Connecticut reported the occurrence of two notoriety cases, each requiring
extremely large panels for jury selections lasting 2 and 3 days, respectively. These
two cases had an adverse effect on this district's utilization performance and at least
partially account for the increase in the JUI from 16.70 in F.Y. 1975 to 19.15 this past

fiscal year.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

NEW YORK NORTHERN

4.1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

FISCAL YEAR 1976

JUDGESHIPS 12 ]

K NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
" Tom) falected . Not Gelected, » USAGE - Par Per
Avalizhio or Lhatiengad Sayving or INDEX TOT AL Triat Juror
sdtiiahil Sepving Challenged Day Day
2 1,871 1,236 205 430 % 50,800 493 | 27
of o, o z o, . Not Selected, Serving ¢
z“ 100 % 66.1 %| 11.0 % 0 % 18.17 Seleoted, Sonving &5 1, 70
T 18 3 16.7 15 83.3 103 27 26.2 76 73.8
TOTAL crnL o B opmnaL | % TOTAL civit % criMINAL | %
\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS )
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Tosal 2o, On tio, bpareled  INe.Dischargzd! Mo, On Per Per
£ 157 July 1, 1975 FV.9076 Fv 1936 | Juiy 1, 1970 TOTAL Session | T
G 7 1 6 5 2 @ 40,300 560 | 27
R L
A
N 72 1,468 281 20.4 3.90
D = : : For National Profile
dustrs in Howrs in Avp, durars | Ave, Hours Open Foldout
: Bestion Sassion por Sossion per Bessian At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
JURY THIALS . PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
FISCAL : — v
YEAR Nummer |5 Cgiminet | g ooy, | selected | Juror [ Fotl | numberof | Numberor | Averase
ﬂvf_'&id,; y T,'j;i‘ ; Serving oF Lo Usgge " Grang Sossians Houssin o § ppoivc e
«*:;As: Teigle Challenged Berving Index Jupies Conveined aesmgn Sess?éx}
1972 37 59.5 36.4 54,7 | 23.12 - - - -
1973 45 60.0 30.5 60.0 20.80 e - o v
1974 35 54.3 25.8 61.2 | 18.26 - e - <
1975 24 5040 24.2 64.8 | 17.56 6 57 233 409
197 ﬁ ,, ‘
\_ 6 ‘18 83.3 23.0 66.1 18.17 7 72 281 5.904}
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NEW YORK EASTERN

JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1576
tL_I PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 1.
a NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS “\
Total Selgcted ] NotSelecad, USAGE Per & bur
Susiiabie or Challenged Serving or INDEX TOTAL i Triet Jumr
< Serving ‘ Challenged ° Day Day |
Z 26,659 15,894 3,549 7,216 % 645,400 535 24
y 4 of , Not Selected, Servi
7;’ 100 % 59.6 % 13.3 % 27.1 % 22,09 mor"ghaﬁen §?1"9$174,900
T 213 55 25.8 158 74.2 1,207 252 0.9 955 79.1
TOTAL CIVIL o crmiNaL | m TOTAL § ciViL ] % ] CRIMINAL | %
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS Y,
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
; ' . ' Per
Total o, O No. i jed  [No.Discharged]  No. O : - Pa ver
F‘.? %?3?&3 Jw;yci, 1?3?5 oz:{fn%%c %Y‘?%%?ég Juwc%, ‘ig‘lb‘ : TOTAL $essigm 'ij;,?g'
G 33 13 R 20 14 19 & 275,500 512 | 26
R
A
N 538 10,640 2,546 | 19.8 4,73 _ -
D For National Profile
Sossions dross in Hours in Avg, Jurers | Avg. Hours Cpen Foldout
e,ﬂqm:emd Sestion Wsalm, ‘ por Session per Sessicn At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND'JUROR UTILIZATION
FISCAL - , . S
et % Not . Totai Y Aversge
. Number | % Crimina % Selected J . | Numberof | NumblPof |
YEAR | iy | PR gelmed | RUGR i | Numberof | Tsions’ | ol | mborof |
Frigls v “Trials Challenged Serving index " uries | Convened Session I gacion
1972 175 | 74.9 50.6 39.1 35.22 - - f e’ R
1973 221 81.0 38.4 48.8 27.82 SEEEE A P
1974 196 | 70.4 29.4 57.5 23.62 S T AR
1975 196 64.3 23.9 60.9 20.62 | 30 | 458 | 2,108 | 4.60
213 | 74.2 | 27.1 | 59.6 | 22.09 | 33 | 538 | 2,546 | 4.73
1976 i RN

COMMENT: New York, Eastern's predominately g¢riminal jury trial caseload increased ‘from
64.3% criminal jury trials in F.Y. 1975 to 74.2% in F, Y. 1976. Many of these cases
involve multiple défendants and require larger panels for the selection of the juries due
to the number of peremptory challenges allowed. Further, this district reported several
highly publicized trials which also required extra large panels for jury selection be-
cause of anticipated excuses and challenges for cause. These factors help to account for
the increase in the JUI and the percent not selected, serving or challenged this past
fiscal year.

R - Revised to more accurately reflect the number of grand juries at the beginning of F.Y.
1976.
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NEW YORK SOUTHERN
JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1976

1 4 o carne 127
Liwod  PLAGES OF MOLDING COURT fwith jury trial activiey) JUDGESHIPS L.

4

T bt A b b 7 e < e e e e e i e e e

e,

i

(‘3
cg) 1,

o

¢

32 [ £3 484,200

Mol 968

340 66.8

- e s e e G e e e e i ST V2 N st e e i e

R

448 | 67.4 | 40.8 | 47.4 | 27.23

450 | 55.6 | 44.0 | 43.4 | 27.85 o

o ¢ o

i iz b e e e e e o s SN S U VP S NS SO

3.84

3.90 J)

COMMENT: This past fiscal year New York, Southern experienced numerous cases requiring
extraordinarily large panels for jury selection due to the large number of challenges
anticipated. Often, the selection process required several days and necessitated the
repeated reporting for service of these large panels. The occurrence of such cases

generally has an adverse effect on the utilization data and should be kept in mind when
reviewing this district's profile.

435 f 51.3 34.9 48.7 23.60 42 = 949 7 3,644

e L T

373 | 59.8 31.1 | 52.6 | 22.88 48 | 968 3,772
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NEW YORK WESTERN

JUROR USAGE PROFILE PISCAL YEAR
2 e geby p ink BT pd el R liia e
Lo PLACES OF HOLDING COUNT fvith jury trial cotivigyl SUDGESINPG

5ot v e

e s P S — JES——— R

ey

@cuu 16

1974 40 75.0 | 26.9 64.7 21.62 | o i . .
= - NV, N : e . S RN o s i aadl
1975 55 19.5 70.8 | 18.30 8 175 i 5,65
'+ i i gt [ » et . % s e ‘, SO 4.};,,\,.‘% s e A ;
1976 55| 65.5 193 | 716 2037 | 9 | 185 | 483

COMMENT: New York Western does not have a local rule providing for the use of smaller
civil juries; however, this district reported a number of civil cases in which juries of

less than twelve members were utilized by stipulation of counsel.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

VERMONT

3
L.} PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity)

FISCAL YEAR 1876

JUDGESHIPS L 2 |

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Sninpted ' Mot Salscted, USAGE Per Sop
(54 Challeagsd Bopving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
- Soring Chollonnad Day Day
g 2,349 1,324 293 723 5‘> 56,000 400 | 24
3 7, 7 J Not Selected, Servi
Do toE | et e STz W] 1678 o s $17,500
T 42 29 69. 13 31.0 140 88  163.6 | 51 36.4
 qnvan boowin 1w fomaman ] % TOTAL SIviL o | camunar | %
(\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
: . ) ] Per
Tavgal Ro. {20 fe, Imponcled . NoBisgharte Mo, On Per 3
Ey 1978 ms:}tg 1975 | FY 046 Fv 078 | duiy 1, 1976 TOTAL Session F Py
G 4 3 1 2 2 ? 23,100 550 | 28
R
A
i 42 831 220 19.8 5.24
D - For National Profile
d?m;iﬂms! Jgas'z::"z; it %imas:s in Ava, Jurors Avgéjﬂia'urs Opsan Foldout
Sunvened Sezrion Sezsion per Sossion ¢ per Sesticn At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
JUTY TRIALS PETIT JURCR UTILIZATION GRAND JURDR UTILIZATION
FiscaL [ ' ' o5 Not Total ) Avera
YEAR Mumper 15 Criminal | gojoseq | % Selected duror | o o | Mumberof | Numberof | CREEER
of dury Sury Serving oF or Usage Grand Sessions. Hours in Hours per
- : s »:a:s i er:a;’a Challenged 8erving Index Juries Convened Seision Session
1972 27 3.7 34.3 61.1 15.80 — - s -
1973 87 9.2 30.3 62.3 19.32 - - - -~
14974 63 22,2 31.9 54.7 15.46 - - - e
[ 1978 67 17.9 29.8 55.0 15.94 4 44 157 3.57
k'ﬁg’iﬁ 42 31.0 31.2 56.4 16.783 4 42 220 5.24_/

COMMENT :

Vermont conducts orientation days for prospective jurors at the start of each

term of service.

and paid but not utilized for jury trials.

Such a practice often results in many jurors present at the courthouse

to have an adverse effect on a district's.utilization performance.
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DELAWARE

JUROR USAGE PROFILE FIECAL YEAR 1976

. & g

o) PLAGES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury tial & SUDGESHIPE

[ A———

23 60.9 2812 Co
T e 2222 B
Cere 23 69.6 : | | 19,77 é N T
S e % o | - 65 e 443 |
;ais 2 68.2 | 15.2 g 60.»5’ »1‘7.76 '§' 3 4 198 ! 4.04 )

COMMENT: Delaware reported the occurrence of a case involving a notorious defendant and
requiring an extra large panel for the jury selection which lasted two days. This type
of occurrence tends to adversely effect the utilization data and should be kept in mind
when reviewing this district's performance in F.Y. 1976.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

NEW JERSEY

FISCAL YEAR 1976

3 9
L.} PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS |-
—
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Not Selected, USAGE Par Por
- Ghntiesgad Bepving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
o Sopving Chatlenged Day Day
P 18,587 13,473 2,094 3,020 EF 457,900 457 25
E ‘
T 100 % 72.5 ¢ 11.3 % 16.2 ¢l 18,55 Not Selected, Serving 5§74 200
b or Challenqed
T 198 80 40.4 118 59.6 1,002 317 31.6 685 68.4
a TR CIViL % chEINAL | % FoTaL  § civiL o, CRDINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES | ESTIMATED COSTS
Per
et Be, Imporelsd o Disehorosd o, O ey o e
Y o7 BV 5970 £ 1070 | duly 4, 197 roTaL Session | 4TS
G 11 6 5 5 6 @ 127,900 526 29
R
A
N 243 4,457 1,186 18.3 4,88
D = = For Nationai Profile
.a, v § Houwrs in Ay, Jurors Bg, Hours @pen Foldout
&g fam Sassion . por Sessian for Bension At Back Cover
USAGE ST/-\TIST!CS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS h
ﬂm%’ IAESF "é.u PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JURDR UTILIZATION
FISCAL Y B
VEAR Sg! e c‘t)etd, % Selected Juror i u:.?i;:?f o Numberof | Mumber of Nﬁ‘;:g:fif
et Serving or se or %Jsgge < Grand CSBES’Q“S. ’é"”‘:ﬁ i Hours per
'S | challenged ving ndex Juries | boavenca eEsion Session
1972 50.6 18.1 69.9 16.28 - - - _
N S i,
1873 147 66.0 15.2 74.8 17.07 " _ B _
1974 147 63.3 ; 14.2 74.3 16.18 _ _ _ _
1976 “184 58,2 | 14.3 73.6 17.97 12 267 1,392 5.21
198 59.6 16.2 72.5 18.55 11 243 1,186 4.88
\1 976 : = . D
COMMENT: This district experienced a number of cases requiring extra large panels of

prospective jurors for the jury selection process due to the notoriety of the case or the
sequestration of the jury. New Jersey also reported a substantial number of last minute
occurrences before trial such as changes of plea and settlements which resulted in jurors
present for service but not fully utilized. These two factors had an adverse effect on
this district's performance during the past fiscal year and at least partially accounts
for the increase in the JUI in 1976.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

3

PENNSYLVANIA EASTERN

L] PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jucy trial activity)

FISCAL YEAR 158786

JupgesHips 119 |

—
( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
Tou Selestesd [ Mot Selceted, USAGE , Per Por
Availsble or Challengedet  Sonvingor INDEX TOTAL Trial o} durer
- Serving S L, Ghallengedd Doy LV Day |
P 31,406 16,397 4,997 10,018 SF 809,900 495 26
E s
T 100 % 52.2 ¢ 15.5 o 31.9 o 19,23 Not Selected, Serving ¢2258,400
i or Chalieniged ‘?5’
T 335 234 69.9 101 30.1 1,635 1,171 71.6 464 28.4
TOTAL CIVIL % | cRIvmAL 5 TOTAL GV % 4 CRIMIGAL o
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS W,
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Tortal 1o, O No. tmpancied  (No.Disshmges] Mo, Or R par ] e
FY 1970 Ju:vﬁu 1975 ey iess | tvaen ésfasvg‘z, 1976 ' oL Scss':;:n %‘g
@ 11 5 6 3 8 & 125,800 484 124
B T
A
N 260 5,157 1,390 19.8 5.35 AN
D For National Profile
Sessiong Jusors in Hours in A, durors Axg, Houss Open Foldout
Cenvoned Session Saession per Session par Sessioan At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
(" HISTORICAL COMPARISONS | __ )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
FISCAL - % Not rosal ' Average
urmber 25 Crimiaol i % Selected Juro e Mymberof | Mumberof g
YEAR L ety | Taw | St )T o T Lsm | MOl | Seons | Ao | fmerol
Trials Trials Challenged Serving index  Juries Convened Sessipn Sassion
1972 321 37.1 28.2 56.7 18.63 - i — -
1972 33§ 32.8 32.2 52.7 19.89 _- = - -
1974 328 36.9 33.4 51.5 20.15 ~ - = -
1675 335 | 33.7 | 26.8 | 56.2 | 18.83 9 178 . | 789 - 4.43
1976 335 - 30.1 31.9 52.2 19.21 11 260 1,390 -5.35
\. : vy
COMMENT: This district reported the occurrence of a notoriety criminal case requiring

four days for the selection of the jury and necessitating an extra large panel of prospec-

tive jurors.
utilization data.
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PENNSYLVANIA MIDDLE

UROR VSAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1976

. e T LT I Te o
vind posviiyl JOGGESHIFS 4

)

15 3 PLACES GE LOLDING CUURY i

28

~' - ;EH-
88

|
A ¢ ) 4 2 4 33,700 562 | 28
I BT :

I

[T
Sy

wyr | 102 © 26,5  22.1 | 6L.

w119 235 0 9.6 0 76,3 | 14.27 |0 Lo
w0 | 102 ¢ 30.4 . 8.2 | 78.2 | 12.62 S

i

¢

W o121 0 29.8 1 8.9 77,0 |

5o Ao i Bk i . bt A Thtr S N o 423 i

104 1269 . 9.5 72.0 | 17.68 | 6 ' 60 ! 308 | 5.13

e

COMMENT: This district continues to make effective use of the multiple jury selection
process to fully utilize each juror's time in court. However, a number of last minute
settlements in civil cases seems to have partially offset the beneficial effect this tool
has on a district's overall utilization performance.

Pennsylvaiia, Middle recorded a large increase in the number of grand jury sessions con-
vened - from 24 sessions in F.Y. 1975 to 60 convened sessions in the past fiscal year.
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PENNSYLVANIA WESTERN

JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1976
2
| PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity) supaesiies 1104
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS wROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
Totai i 7] UBAGE R Tor i
Aosiiabte . Chatlenssd INDE ‘ FOTAL ) e
L; 14,182 7,043 2,151 £ 390,100 573 | 28
T 100 % 49,7 %! 15.2 %  35.2 @ 20.83 Not Setected, Serving (2137 , 300
1 ) or Challenged “P
o ! i
0 129 H 69 53.5 1 60 46.5 681 j 376 |55.2 }} 305 44.8
Toten || oreit 7 || cemeial | % voTAL L o % i CHRNRAL |
\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAY
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ) ESTIMATED COSTS
i P i e 1
i ; Bk 5
G 9 5 4 3 6 59,400 582 | 31
2
A
B 1
102 608 18.9 5.96 - T _
b ; : For National Profile N
! vy tounin ; 3 Open Foldout ;
— i § i = ! : . At Bael: Cover jf/
\ USAGE STATISTICS L
’ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 3
e PETIT Ji..! TOR UTIIZATION l
FISCAL N
VEAR Sf:i ca?gu % Balacted duvey
ot Qi;mie'ag»c;r . ar Us?g?
Frisks o Chellenged Eerving Index i .
1972 195 19.0 34.2 44.3 18.04 - R
‘ - - . e e T
1973 | 185 43,2 36.2 45.3 20.74 | _ s S
1974 146 {1 37.0 27.9 56.2 17.25 - S
; . o : . ,v%,d.,,.,ﬁv.m«.w
1975 135 | 58.5 28.9 55.5 20.59 7 i 110 681 | 6.19
129 46.5 35.2 49.7 20.83 | 9 102 608 | 5.96 - ;
\ 1976 , , , L § vy

COMMENT: A substantial number of last minute occurrences such as late settlements, changes
of plea, and continuances of trial were reported by this district during the past fiscal
year. These occurrences result in large numbers of jurors available for service at the
courthouse and paid but not utilized for the selection of any juries. Further, the adverse
effect on good management of jurors' time and on the juror utilization data is evidenced
by the increases in the JUI and the percent of jurors not selected, serving or challenged
in F.Y. 1976.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

VIRGIN ISLANDS

2 “
l—J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

FISCAL YEAR 1976

2
JUDGESHIPS L..._|

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Tt Zelected Not Selected, USAGE pPer Par
A’?ﬁhq or Chalienged Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
| Dwaneoie Serving Chalienged Day Day
p 5,769 3,121 1,219 1,429 % 108,200 579 19
E
T 100 % 54.1 % 21.1 ¢ 24.8 o 30.85 Not Selected, Serving $ 26,800
i - or Challenged
T 109 42 38.5 67 61.5 187 77 41.2 110 58.8
) TﬁTAL 7 VL P CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL Sk CRIMINAL %4
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
7 - \
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
T ‘ : cal Per
Toral MNo. On Mo, Impaneled  (NoDischargsd Mo, On [ Par
£ 1976 Juty 1, 1875 B 7075 v 1078 July 1, 1976 . TOTAL Session | 5ror
- - - - L - -
G N/A Q} N/A
R 1
8
I - - - - -
D =i For Mational Profile
Sessions Jurorg in Heours in Avgé‘Jmors Axg, Hours Opzn Foldout
Coriened e ogsi or Sessi ar Sogsioy
Gorvened Seesion Gession per Session nar Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS B
JURY ‘TFI’!ALS PETIT JUROQR UTILIZATION GRAMDG JUROR UTILIZATION
FISCAL oy ——
YEAR Numbor | ¢ Criminal | g0 cggd, % Selected Juror Numbes of | Numberof | Number of Nﬁ:ﬁ;@;’z ‘
of Ju,f -{-hf'y Serving or or Usage Grand Sessions Hours in Hours per
Triak Triale Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session
1972 58 86.2 34.8 40.3 32.07 ‘_‘ " — _
1973 45 82.2 37.7 29.7 41.43 = _ - o
1974 71 81.7 21.4 49.4 30.08 _ - _ _
1975 77 71.4 26.6 | 49.8 29.38 | N/A - N n
1976 109 61.5 24.8 54.1 30.85 - - - -
o 0 3,

COMMENT: The district of the Virgin Islands reported that during fiscal year 1976 no
grand jury system was in operation according to provisions in Rule 54(a) of the Federal

Rules of Criminal Procedure.
prefile.

This accounts for the lack of any grand jury statistical
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MARYLAND

JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1976
Ll_._J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury wisl activity) JUDGESHIPS LAZ,;J
f;r" ) Y
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS 3
v Selscied e USAGE T e ¥ har
Suailanie o ;g‘;sm Chiationgod INDEK Ty :
i 10,416 7,062 1,699 S; 231,700 § 408 |22
T 100 % 67.8 %) 16.3 %  15.9 9% 18.34 Rot Selrsted, Serving &3 36, 800
ﬁ - ar Chalienasd 5 ’
T 118 43 36.4 75 63.6 568 227 40.0 341 60,0
TOTAL || GV, s || crmangar b oo | oo L o 4 % | coeamas, b v
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS I
/ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \}
Toidd P, O Mo lempongies o Dicsharged ' TOTAL “ b
FY 1575 iy 1, 2975 Fy £ 1076 » - :
G 15 7 8 9 6 ¢35 83,400
i - |
. P
Y 171 3,422 741 20.0 4,33 \\\
D , o For National Profile \)
, . i dusars i Hours i i 5 Open Foldout 7
‘ R THI SOBEILN 7 i 21 AFeL i A.&. E{a@&i @@V@Y /
\ USAGE STATISTICS L
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 7 ” )
JURY THIALS PETIT SJUROR UTILIZATION
FISCAL - T % Not
Numbar b S5 Selectett J
YEAR of ;Euwr Jury S\S;!Sﬁ:gcé’r or Uggzg
irials | Tricls GChallengar Serving Index 3
1972 85 64.7 18.3 67.7 18.95 . e s -
1973 110 60.9 17.3 64.2 18.70 - - -
1974 115 66.1 | 15.8 67.6 18.01 o - - o
1975 118 65.3 17.7 62.7 17.71 1 153 654 4,27
\_ 1976 118 | 63.6 | 15.9 | 67.8 | 18.34 | 15 171 741 | 4.33

COMMENT: Twice last year this district called in large panels of prospective jurors for
orientation programs. This practice resulted in jurors available and paid but not
utilized in any voir dire selections and tended to have an adverse effect on Maryland's
utilization statistics. :
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NO. CAROLINA EASTERN

JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1976
!Z._.J PLACES OF HOLDIMNG COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L_z....l
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS ‘
SR USAGE Poy por
] Challenced INDEX TOTAL Triat Juror
! . Bay Day
P 254 580 %ﬁ 68,000 496 25
T 1060 % 69.4 i 9.3 e 21.3 %l 19.89 Not Sulected, Serving c%14 500
i - e or Challenged
: 54 6 11.1 | 48  188.9 137 ( 12 8.8 125  |91.2
roraL oo s onasmar | 4 _TotAanL | o % | cmmamar | oo
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
(A 7 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
‘ Vool bist oD TOTA Fer per
oy ?:332"53 Sy ’* Wg?’ TOTAL Cocsion | ";ﬁ?{f
G Q
, 4 1 3 3 1 } 19,700 821 37
R
A
M 24 528 154 22.0 6.42
D [ , : : For National Profile
e § 375 b g durors | A, Hours | Open Foldout
, - Brsesen | At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
d | HISTORICAL CONPARISONS 7 h
SRV EERALS PETIT JURCR UTILIZATION GAAMD JUROH UTILIZATION
RISCAL (™7~ o - ‘ \
o Petention ¢ Naot % Sele muﬁ Uy ot af s Avergge
V| e | BT G| ameror | TG | T | e
N “-...E“‘i: Chaollengad Serving fndex .!aswu Convened Session - St “’_{L__
1972 56.1 29.0 61.2 20.06 . . s -
1973 : 40 60.0 34,7 55.3 21.31 - — — -
1974 59 62.7 27.4 62.5 19.68 T e o= B S
1875 47 61.7 25.3 63.4 20.78 3 34 196 5.76
\Jgi@ | 54 ‘88 9 21.3 69.4 19.89 74 24 54 6 42'/
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

NO. CAROLINA MIDDLE

©
L—_J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

FISCAL YEAR 1976

JUDGESHIPS

2

fod

57

( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JURGR ESTIMATED COSTS ‘\\
Total Selected ' Mot Selected, USAGE o S Py Cfe
Avaitable or Chatlengsd Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial - 1 Juron
" Serving Challenged o e Day Dy
P 2
. 1,354 943 249 162 ¥ 35,300 458 | 26
"g 100 % 69.6 % 18.4 % 12.0 %  17.58 Nat Seeted, Sorving 3 4 70
T 7 22,6 24 |77.4 77 16 120.80 61 |[79.2
TOTAL CIVIL % 4 CRIMINAL | 9 TOTAL | SIVIL . L % b cREMDAL 6
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
/ NUMEER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS N
Total e, On Mo. impeneied Do BHschormed Mo, On TOTAL Per é -::}_
FY 1978 duly 1, 1975 FY 1976 EY GRS | July 1,1979) PR | secion @ Y
G 2 1 1 1 1 $ 4,900 544 128
R i
A
N 9 177 54 19.7 6.00 ‘\\
D , ==t For Nationa! Profile
{:‘Sc&siens Jurass in E:iaugf; in Ao, Juross | Aws, Hours Onen Foldout p?
Lonvened c;DbSﬁ}ﬁ SRESIGN ‘ por Session ?E‘! Pl ais) A Aﬁ BaCk CQV@Y‘
\ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ’ ] ‘\
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JURCH UTILIZATION _
FISCAL ‘ % Not o ‘ Avarage
- Numbge % Criminal e ¢4 Selected Jurer oo Numberof | Nambar of Tre et
YEAR of ;!ufy g{l{ﬂ; SS;‘!S_;!;?;" 0". Uﬁage ?“-—é‘yﬁi;zlug ;C:g;;;igns f‘k}EJl:fJ it iﬁgi;%g?
Trfaji—i Trisls Chalienged Serving Index duriss | Convensyd Ses;ka%mm . Session
1972 36 77.8 23.8 59.2 19.39 - - - -
1973 3t 85.7 22.8 60.4 18.18 o — . -
1974 35 - 77.1 13.0 67.1 15.05 - - - e
1975 33 63.6 18.6 63.7 14.84 2 8 50 . 6.25
QQ?S 31 77.4 12.0 69.6 17.58 o 2 9 54 6.00 Y,



NO. CARGLINA WESTERN

JUROR USAGF TROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1976

5 2
beed PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS ]

JURGR .
USAGE Par Per

INDEX TOTAL Trisl Juray
by 4 Bav

4 MUMBER OF JUROR DAYS ESTIMATED COSTS ﬂ\

Ohationnugd

205 433 75,300 369 25

2,981

nr
\wivy

160 %

, e
%i 6.9 wl 14.5 % 14.61 Not Selested, Sorving (310,900

T

57 59.4 39 40.6 204 142 69.67 62 30.4

(RSP

Slo !
" O\ §
-~

oo onsaan s ovaL |l o § CRIINAL | %

Y

| I
W  JURY TRIAL3 | JURY TRIAL DAYS -

MUMBER OF GRAN

Rt

ESTIMATED COSTS

& 4 2 2 ) 2 1 & 8,500 607 | 34

i 18.0 | 6.86 N

0 e For National Profile o
Open Foldout P
A1 Back Covar ,f/

“h Geleniod
oF
Sorving

| sz L 66, 51.5 ., 25.4 67.9

x| 80 1 56.3 | 21.6 | 70.1 | 15.78
S |79 1557 15,5 | 74.7 | 15.49 I A

e | 84 571 | 16.3 | 747 | 1553 | 4 10 70 7.00

sz L 96 %40.6 14.5 | 78.6 | 14.61 | 4 | 14 9 | 6.86
" S ! — ) ! . e o

COMMENT: Attorneys were taxed with a jury panel cost of $488.20 when a civil case was
settled on the day of trial. Upon late settlement in a second case, attorneys were as-
sessed $54.00 for two jurors who could not be contacted, as well as the cost of long

distance phone.calls made to other members of the jury panel who were contacted not to
report.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

SOUTH CAROLINA

6
L] PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial astivity)

/’

FISCAL YEAR 1978

5
JUDGESHIPS L]

NUMBER OF JURQR DAYS JUROK ESTIMATED COSTS
Tamt Selpaizy o USAGE o P Doy
Lunifasio ﬁa:im Ghaliongad ) INDEX B EATETH !':_!:: o ’gii:r
P 8,436 5,846 1,376 Sé 274,800 612 33
E
T 0 % .3 0% .3 % 4% Not Selected, Serving g2
[} 100 % 69.3 % 16.3 % 14.4 % 18.79 o ggﬂ;emggﬂg %’3 39,600
T 218 122 56.0 96 44.0 449 237 52.8 212 47.2
TOTAL SV b % r{;ﬂ’“ AL G4 3‘t;‘?;‘ai,. ’ ‘;:w”— i B COTEIAL % J
\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
é ESTIMATED GOSTS
' Tl ~~, Z‘i.’?. ‘
R ] (A EIEN
G 2 1 1 1 1 & 10,400 693
R |
9, N
N 15 312 107 20.8 1 7.13
D For National Profile s
dusers iv Hx Opsn Foldout ,
e = At Back Cover
USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS | R
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JURGR UTILIZATION |
FISCAL - : ’ .
Numbar %3 Criminal % N?t % Selected J ) m arat Nemberof | Number of }-‘\varar:}e
YVEAR L otty | T hwy | Seleed |7 o T e | MROOf | soons | hoursin | Nmber of
Trighs Trialg Challengad Serving index Juries {2onvened Session Sossion
1972 127 40.2 18.4 66.7 19.41 ~ - - -
1973 139 43.9 22.0 60.5 18.42 - it i &
1974 123 53.7 | 25.8 56.0 17.65 - s - -
1975 185 43.2° 17.6 63.4 18.68 2 12 - 86 7.17
(1976 218 44.9 14.4 69.3 18.79 2 15 . 107 7.13 y
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

VIRGINIA EASTERN

4
L.} PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial gctivity)

FISCAL YEAR 1976

6
JUDGESHIPS t___]

’/" NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS - JUROR EST[MATED COSTS _#__i\
“olgztd [ . spted USAGE HERTCY Per
oF L Lhntlesged serving or INDEX TOTAL L Trigt Jurar
Suving ; Chaifongsd fav Day
i;: 6,754 3,642 2,285 827 E*F’ 137,400 360 | 20
T 100 % 53.9 g 33.8 9f 12,2 e 17.68 Not Selected, Serving &3 16,800
i or Challenaged S
T 220 107 48.6 113 51.4 382 182 47.6 200 52.4
FUTAL ovin | % || CAMINAL | % TUTAL SIVE ) oormimal
N JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS j
4 MUMBFR OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
»»»»» £ LA T nela) 1R S fe, O ,;,«m ! P P'f
R Aty 1350 TOTAL session | O
G 14 7 5 9 SI) 71,900 470 | 23
R
A £
N 153 3,064 995 20.0 | 6.50 | |
D ! For National Profile
Opsn Foldout
, A% Baclk Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
TRV TEIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION BRAND JURDR UTILIZATION
FISCAL ‘ 21 Pretpiaat % Not o, Selected d Foral N her of Mypmnbor of ﬂﬁ.’erag:;‘
YEAR Pl | Seleeted, | TG age | Mumboret TGRS | o | Nmber of
el ”£ Challenged Serving index 5 :}sns Sonvoagd Session Sossion
1972 179 59.2 24.5 47.9 25.44 - — — —
1873 185 57.8 22.6 43.4 21.95 _ _ . _
1974 1717 | 64.9 23.4 43.7 23.32 — — — e
1075 231 55.8 18.8 48.4 19.36 11 98 660 6.73
k“gg'jg 220 51.4 12.2 53.9 17.68 14 153 995 6.50_);

COMMENT :

settled just prior to trial.

in F.Y.

1976.

Juror costs for 2 jury selection panels were assessed in civil cases which

This district reported a number of last minute settlements
and changes of pleas which tend to have an adverse effect on utilization statistics.
However, Virginia, Eastern recorded a decline in its JUI from 19.36 in F.Y. 1975 to 17.68
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

VIRGINIA WESTERN

6
LI PLACES OF HOLDIMG COURT {(with jury tvial astivity}

FISCAL YEAR 1976

JUDGESHIES 1.2 )

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS ‘\\
Selociod ' ' USAGE o T oy Ve
oy Ghattengssd INDEX TOTAL Frist Jurur
Sorving N - Ohotfonged | ‘ iay ay |
P 1,252 655 433 164 <
E , Y 37,600 561 | 30
T 52.3 ol 34.6 ol 13.1 ol 18.69 Not Selected, Serving g3
. 100 % ’ ’ 6 ° or C!fa‘allemg:;w ? % 4,900
. 7
g 32 20 62.5 | 12 37.5 67 47 70.1{ 20 29.9
TOTAL | GIVIL g comamal §ou TOTAL B LIVIL o b REmnAL §oow
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS N
oy, 303 ’ e ’;v- Y] Pﬁ?‘r ’ ??! B
,izégy 'Z:&'lﬁl?a i FOvAL Sussions ?‘ia;,ir
G 18 8 10 12 6 & 10,500 656 |31
R 1
. i
N 16 338 85 21.1 5.31
D == for National Profile
Gessions Jures o Heurs in Avg, Honrs Open Foldout
; Convanet Seggion Sozston pay Bugsion | At Baclk Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
CHIRY TRIALS PETIT JURCOR UTILIZATION . GZ%AN{) JURGR UT{LIZATION

FISCAL |~ P Fotal o Average

tiraber % Criming! - 9% Selected Jurc PR Number of | Number of e
YEAR of Jury JYS:E;H Ssgg\'fﬁ;%r ’ or Usagg “““g;:";;“f, §assion§ Hours in I‘ﬁ;g{r}‘t;e;g;‘

Trials Trials Challenaed Serving Iridex Juvies Convened ?ssskm Seesion
1972 24 37.5 15.4 55.8 18.40 - — — -

. =z
1973 32 28.1 16.8 53.8 17.31 ~— - o o
1974 31 25.8 13.4 48.6 18.83 — - 5 "
1975 35 | 28.6 [14.3 |51.3 |16.62 | 11 26 170 6,54
1976 32 | 37.5 13.1 52.3 18.69 18 16 85 ss1j
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

W. VIRGINIA NORTHERN

5
L1 PLACES OF HOLDIMZ COURT {with jury trial sctivity)

FISCAL YEAR 1976

]
JUDGESHIPS L1 72}

i
( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JURCR ESTIMATED COSTS ‘
R Seleoten Jot Selgctad, USAGE 2 Per
,_ﬁ,ﬁj?;‘,;‘jli 5 ifr:;rt ' - Ghallengad F gér?ﬁr;ag ;; !NDE:X TOTAL Tr?z:i duror
varale _Senving Challenged Day Day
P 428 167 92 169 % 13,700 761 | 32
E
':' 100 % 39.0 %] 21.5 % 39.5 %l 23.78 Not Selected, Senving ¢35 5,400
T 6 2 33.3 4 66.7 18 12 66.7 6 33.3
(OTAL, CiviL % B crivmar | % TOTAL CIVIL 5§ ommunaL | %
N, JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS )
( NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS ﬁ\
. ) Per
Frtal Ko, O Mo, Impanelsd ?\m.Desscharrer}g e, Qn OVT Par
ey sg! Julby 1, 1?}?5 ‘ OF‘?%?@ GV 1076 duly 1, 1976 ToTAL Session Jgf;?f
G 2 1 1 1 1 srs 5,400 675 | 30
R
A
N 8 182 47 228 5.88 :
D V For National Profile
Semsions durors in Hours in Aug, Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convenod Sf:essrs‘o.n » Gession por Session por Seasion At Back Cover
USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS h
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
FISCAL % Not Total ‘ HAverage
YEAR fiizg:ber % Cgiminai Sg!ected, % Selected Juror N umbgr of Numl;er of Nﬁmber: of Nu mbe? of
i dury sury Serving or . Usage Grand Sessions QUIS in Hours par
mdls Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened: Sewsion Session
19792 30 ‘50.0 34.9 48.3 26.95 o - - .
1973 23 60.9 28.9 47, 25.83 - _ - -
1974 23 39.1 21.0 59.3 19.83 - o -t -
1978 5 20 60.0 14.2 63.1 18,32 2 16 123 7.69
1978 6 66.7 39.5 39. 23.78 2 8 47 5.88
. - J
COMMENT: The number of jury trials conducted in this district dropped to six in F.Y.
1976, In addition, a substantial number of cases set for trial did not commence due to

last minute changes of pleas and settlements which resulted in jury panels present for

voir dire not utilized for trial service on those days.

These factors adversely effect

utilization data and at least partially account for the increase in this district's JUI
in F.Y. 1976, as well as the decline in the percent of jurors selected or serving.
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W. VIRGINIA SOUTHERN

JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1978

5 1
1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 12721
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS ‘\
Total Selected Mot Selected, USAGE e Per 7 Pa
Available | or Challenged Serving or INDEX FOTAL Triat Juror
Serving Challenged Day Bay
3.3
z 2,587 1,330 602 655 $ 78,000 655 | 30
T 100 % 51.4 %| 23.3 % 25.3 % 21.74 NatSelected.Serving$ 19,700
I or Challenged
T 52 24 46.2 28 53.8 119 46 38.7 73 61.3
TOTAL CIVIL % B CRIVIINAL %5 TOTAL CIVIL <5 CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS )y,
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Total No. O Mo, i led  INo.Discharged] ~ Ho. O : Per ?w, ‘
FY 1976 July 1, 1975 eV 975, Fv 1076 | July 1, 1978 TOTAL Session | o
~ 4 3 1 2 2 S 18,100 566 | 28
R 1 ’
A
N 32 639 218 20.0 6.81
D For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg, durors - | Ava. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Sesston Sessiorn par Session - per Sassion At Back Cover
USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION | ;
FISCAL Mumber % Criminal % Not 9% Selected Juror Total Numberof | Nuraber of Avarage
YEAR of dury ’ Jury Ss::sfrfge‘:;r or Usage N”g’r;’ﬁ&"f Bassfons Howrs in %‘gﬂ?j; e”:
irials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session - Sassion
1972 49 57.1 34.8 48.3 26.04 ~ “ - -
1973 57. 61.4 25.2 50.8 24.32 - - - -
1974 55 47.3 23.6 55.6 20.42 e [ R o —
1976 41 68.3 31.8 44.3 24,95 5 41 304 7.41
1978 52 1538 25.3 51.4 21.74 4 32 <218 6.81 )

COMMENT: This district reported the occurrence of two notoriety cases which tend to have
an adverse effect on the JUI. However, West Virginia, Southern was able to improve its
JUI from 24.95 in 1975 to 21.74 in 1976, as well as improving its percent selected or
serving and percent not selected, serving or challenged.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

8
L1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {(with jury trial activity)

ALABAMA NORTHERN

FISCAL YEAR 1976

4
JUDGESHIPS L.l

a NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Towt ' ges”"hu‘l a- Lavrpgrd USAGE ST L
Available S,»:z;jing; Lhaiae,zf;:: INDEX SRATAL k
P 7,052 3,969 1,378 ﬁf 222,000 535 31
E
T 100 % 56.3 ¢ 19.5 o 24,2 o} 16.99 Not Selected, Serving ¢253, 700
: or Challennzd, S
T 162 109 67.3 53 32.7 415 277 66.7 138 33.3
TOTAL || GIVIL | % |l CRUENAL | % TOTAL cros o b
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Total fo. T g Hor :
RV 0 ?w;y 1,157 3 S _bistion
G 3 1 2 2 1 g{; 21,800 727 | 32
R
A P
N 30 672 227 22.4 7.57 l\\‘\
D For National Profile \»
ﬂocse;z:zs’1 {E";f;a{s in Opan Foldout )
SLWSnE SHG%HAN At Ea@{k @@W}R‘ 4
USAGE STATISTICS
é HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
SURY THRIALS PETIT JURQOR UTILIZATION SR ARNDT MR LT li
FISCAL e : ’
fouenhor Ry % Selected Jurer Mumper ot M
YEAR of Jury gjﬁfgg%‘, o uzage :
Trinls Challenged Serving Indes .
1972 223 12.9 72.9 | 15.87 - -
1673 167 16.8 15.5 64.8 | 13.45 I L L
197 180 | 20.04 | 17.4 | 60.8 | 13.63 ~ - -
1975 220 28.6 11.2 71.0 | 13,05 | " 4 24 164 6.83
162 32.7 24,2 56.3 16.99 3 30 227 . 7.587
1976 7 ./
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

ALABAMA MIDDLE

3
-t PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

FISCAL YEAR 1976

JUDGESHIPS L_z__..l

o] = e 7V

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
. Setooted 1 Mot Sotootad, USAGE Por Par
i hutionesd Smrving or INDEX TOTAL Trist Juror
S Challongod Day Diay
2,455 1,809 269 377 ‘EF 88,900 668 36
oy, . s . ot . L . Not Selected, S i 5
100 % 73.7 % 11.0 | % 15.4 5 18.46 o or"gﬁaﬁenq:&‘““g $13, 700
60 18 30.0 42 70.0 133 45 33.8 88 66.2
TOTAL CIVIL D % || coamNAeL t % TOTAL || civiL TS
h_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS )
a4 , NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS M
Frisd i Sl b G f e g Pop r
i 197 i é 4 TOTAL Sussion
1 1 - - 18 11,100 793 | 41
3
14 271 92 19.4 6.57 F

For National Profile

Open Foldout
t Bacl: Cover

USAGE STATISTICS

4 . HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ‘\
PETIT SUHOR UTILIZATION
FISCAL - Mot
VAR Selecte o, % Gelected i;l:mi
Serving or *,n:;:fm m“gg' Coened

IR P Chalfenseid Be It} % - Lginvencd
1072 31.4 55.4 18.46 - - - -
1973 22.9 59.9 18.54 e s - o
1974 65 78.5 8.4 81.9 | 12.78 o = - -
1975 1 79 63.3 13.4 78.2 15.84 2 11 64 5.82

. 1976 60 70.0 15.4 73.7 18.46 1 14 92 6.57 J
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ALABAMA SOUTHERN
JUROR USAGE PROFILE

2
L.t PLACES OF HOLDING COURT lwith jury trial activity} JUDGESHIPS

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS UROR ESTIMATID COSTS ‘\i
- [ oteed | i ; Tl usAGE B A T N
il MREX L
i 3,288 S |
E 2 2,796&w 265 Y 110,000 |
T 100 % 85.0 %) 8.1 % 6.9 % 18.47 ot Selctud, Suing (3
ﬂ Mﬂ e e it b+t s o ey BAISE atl
- I

TRIAL

SN2 VOO

&3
s8]
—
Pt
et

e
g
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3
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118

331 <,
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| »
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A : p
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=TI

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS

TAURGH UTHIZATION

YEAR

FISCAL P

e o

€5 Mo
Seleeted,

Servinag or

Challenged

et
< Gelonted
fey

Servinn

40.4

44.1

52.5

24.2

54.8

1874

68.0

10.4

72.8

15.15

e

1978

43,6

10.3

73.4

'15.53

et

6.78

um‘a

68.3

6.9

85.0

18.47

o st et

6.94

69




JUROR USAGE PROFILE

4 . o
Ld PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury tial activity)

FLORIDA NORTHERN

FISTAL YEAR 1976

JUDGESHIPS L_g.._l

r NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
L Goteeterd Mot Suleeted, | USAGE < e Par
Feital e O '“géaf{;'nﬁ'&d' THAS roran 1 Trigl duror
fwatinbio Soreing Challsnpzd Bay Bay
i 2,284 1,558 457 %3 66,400 572 29
E o . ,
o y locted, Serving ¢;
T 100 % 68.2 0| 11.8 20.0 | 19.69 nge&f;ﬁmqggﬂs$1s,soo
i ,
i
T 9 16.1 83.9 116 { 30 25.9 86 74.1
a P v ‘ covran gﬁﬁa i Aéﬁﬂ%%lh&,
§ | Loe AL t i
k; JURY TRIALS VJU?IV TRIAL DAYS
o ESTIMATED COSTS )
; -  Der
? i TOTAL o
G 3 2 1 2 $ 10,300 687 | 33
R . !
Fi¥ a B F‘
M 15 ! 314 20.9 4,93 - - )
m oo 5 ! e For National Profile \
‘ f Opsn Foldout T
A Baglt Cover //
-
| PETIT JURDR UTHIZATION &
FISGAL B i ' i
roee 75 Not S0 Qi opr] H
VAR &bup%ﬁ, 'ﬁgj;J*d :
Shottoon | Sering
AT ror] ”i el PSR on e B o ety = ;
1072 73 | 86.3 33.0 50.9 | 23.97 - 1 - - )
T "8ss iso.s | 16.7 68.1 | 14.92 o _ ]
1973 i
URNSNN SEE S —— e ;
1974 38, 94.7 20.6 68.3 | 18.2 L= - i
WEDHRENT O E AR b T S AL e e o e s s e w—}, P . EeeE— s 0 vyt i wmﬂ‘}:.nr—x:a W e ERIeRE B e >‘."‘~=aw\
1075 26 | 76.9 17.4 68.6 | 19.38 4 {14 | 82 5.86
sy pe . P g ot i . s e ~; w e s 3 ST :
1078 56 83.9 20.0 68.2 | 19.69 5. 15 Lo 4.93

COMMENT: There was a considerable increase in jury

past fiscal year. Jury trials increased from 26 in

which rose from $31,200 in 1975 to $66,400 in 1976,
the multiple voir dirc technique to maximize the use
was able to maintain its JUI under 20.00 in F.Y. 1976
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activity in this district during the

F.Y. 1975 to 56 in F.Y. 1976, with
an accompanying increase in the number of jurors available.

available in 1976 contributed significantly to the increase in overall petit juror costs

The additional 1,102 jurors

Florida, Northern continues to employ
of each juror's time in court and



FLORIDA MIDDLE

JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1978
5 6
L1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial astivity) JUDGESHIPS
a N,
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JuROR ESTIMATED COSTS i
Total Setzsted - 7 g\f@éﬁ y f" Lo 55‘(3:2 3 ‘P*-r:w-;'
Tt ar Chclengad X CTUTAL P Y dugen
A\mnaa;.c;“_ Sarving Challerined . ; et B Ej;»v_
[Z 11,118 7,621 1,509 1,988 EF 309,300 523 28
T 100 % 68.59) 13.6%  17.9 o 18.81 e i Somioa 555,400 ’
{ . s {omlionoed P s
T 125 26 20.8 79.2 591 g 172 29.1 419 70.9
2 Jo L ‘t (81313 ER ? 02 ; f; o T i )§ 4 §:50 Nf - o ‘E o ;.33‘ o H - 7
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIA. DAYS Y,
8 NUMBER QF GRAND JURIES BSTIZ
@ 11 7 4 4 7 3 88,900
R i
A -
N 148 2,814 914 19.0 6.18 : °
D e e : = For National Profile \X\X
? . Opzn Poldout #
- ] = At Baele Cover ;f/
L USAGE STATISTICS v
( ISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
PETIT JURGH UTILIZATION
FISCAL '
VEAR %5 Splueted Jurgs
oF ¢!
Sesving h‘m
1872 52.4 23.35
1573 136 1 75.7 32.7 54.0 | 21.84
e e gy e A e e ot 1 ; . .
1074 121 71.1 19.2 69.1 | 17.74
} 1975 102 79.4 21.1 66.0 20,00 §
1976 125 ) 79.2 17.9 68.5 | 18.81 11 | 148 914 | 6.18 ;.
COMMENT: Unusually large pahels of prospective jurors were called for jury selections in

two notoriety criminal cases as additional challenges and excuses were anticipated.
though such occurrences tend to have an adverse effect on juror utilization statistics,
Florida, Middle was able to show a reduction in its JUI from 20.00 in F.Y. 1975 to 18.81
this past fiscal year, as well as improvement in the percent of jurors selected or serving

and the percent not selected,
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serving or challenged.

Al-



FLORIDA SOUTHERWY

JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1976

5

7
Lomed PLAGES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury triol astivity) JUDSGESHIPS ..

B

ESTIVIATE a7
JUROR ESTIVIATED C@‘iij
UBAGE g v ;
I EE 1 “{? A :

2,334 $ 365,700

oy, g b

58.0 % 16.0% 26.0

o=
7 g e

o SO “b ¥ '
¥ b ving EP 95,100
- ” §
) 172 g 72.4
T TmiALS
e e .
e (%
!
1
, E . é
& i i
R i B

A
W

2 w’ e L i T - ‘ |
a ﬂsa}r{ 221 74,7 : 23.8 | 59.4 | 19.02 ‘ . L - -
T ieu%zss 56.8 | 18.78 | 22 | 162 i 885 5.46

COMMENT: Florida, Southern experienced a few cases requiring extra large panels for
the jury selection process due to the nature of the case or the number of defendants
involved. In addition, this district reported a substantial number of last minute

occurrences - changes of pleas, continuances, and waiver of jury trial - which resulted

in jurors present but not utilized.for service. These two occurrences have an adverse

effect on a district's utilization performance and should be kept in mind when reviewing

this. district's usage profile.
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GEORGIA NORTHERN
JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1676

Lj__.! PLACES OF

HOLDING COURT {with jury trial aetivity) JUDGESHIPS L._?.J
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS ‘\\
Total Selonied Mot Selectar, USAGE . To ar Ter
Availenle ar Chutienged Serving oy INDEX AL . el sduror
Availeb! Sesving Challennad Day Hay
ﬁ; 12,018 6,942 2,601 2,475 ‘*r“i 296,800 440 25
- 400 % 57.8 ¢ 21.6 9 20.6 % 17.83 NotSe!ected,‘&emingég. 61,100
I of Challenasd
T 233 107 45.9 126 54.1 674 294 43.6 380 56.4
FOTAL [ CIviL & | cRmaLl % foTanL § e L oe Fomeanes 1% o
N JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS P,
/ NUMBER CF GRAND JURIES ! ESTIMATED COSTS
j S, (i 5 & ’ :
7 sty 1, 1575 R B IE; - by
™y ‘ ;
G 9 5 4 3 6 $ 97,900 653 | 33
R 1
A .
A 150
D For Mational Profilo
Open Foldout
At Back Cover
\&-
f’ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
. SR VALE PETIT JUROR UTHIZATION
FISCAL ' ] N
VEAR : 3 &1% cted, £ &‘eéfaieﬂ éﬁg’éi i
iviols Tiisis - gg;?!';?qgg Serving i Inﬂd&: ,1:“.
1972 209 s4.1 | 15.8 | 63.5 | 20.55 - - S
e, - ..f,,;,ul on j@: P e
1972 337 76.3 17.3 61.4 | 19.94 - - S
j972 206 | 64.1 15.9 64.5 | 17.86 - -
1978 217 53.9 18.7 59.4 | 16.95 10 . 111 709, .6.39
\_ 1976 233 54.1 20.6 57.8 | 17.83 9 150 1 942 6.28
COMMENTS: Juror costs were taxed against counsel in one civil case which settled just

prior to trial. This district also reported a substantial number of last minute plea
changes, settlements, and continuances resulting in available jurors not being utilized

for jury selections. These occurrences have a harmful effect on a district's utilization
data.
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GEORGIA MIDDLE
JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1976

7 2
b PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury triol cotivity) JUDGESHIPS ...l

(/ MUMBER OF JUROR DAYS ESTIMATED COSTS

JUROR

Fonid 1 Setenrd o ’ USAGE . B Pay
Eed T Dheilangad INDEX TOTaL duror
Lay

26

&F 77,000

100 % 60.4 oo} 26.1 %} 13.5 o 21.06 Not Selected, Serving g'gl(), 400
) ¥

or Challenged

78 41 52.6 |

143 g 83 58.0 60 42.0

i i
, SEYINASNA AT b v
Vi { CUIENAL T

oL gl emmaman |

W JURY TRIALS ' , JURY TRIAL DAYS J

[N SRS ] 3
I TR i

™,
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \

EN

TIYYAL

G 4 2 2 1 3 1) 60,200 860 42

8y 70 1,439 498 20.6 7.11
) & : = o : For National Profile AN

H H 3 :
3' ;’i > | Opan Foldout #>
; A At Back Cover S

.- o USAGE STATISTS ?l/"

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ‘3

PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION

FISCAL

F e ; r.
YIEAR e
o Unage
Sepying fndast

1072 58.3 | 20.68 S P AR S

w73 | 88 1 59.1 | 20.9 57.4 | 22.02

1074 73 | 56.2 16.5 57.2 | 22.06 P B -

1075 84 i.52.4 10.4 65.6 19.32 3 . 45 323 7.18

Do it et bt B RT3 00 S BB a0 R R ot

\ 1976 78 . 47.4 13.5 60.4 21.06 4 70 498 7.11
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GEORGIA SOUTHERN

JUROR USAGE PROFILE

6
L4 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury twial activity}

FISCAL VEAR 1976

JUDGESHIPS Lf.,.m}

( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED Q8T8
Fatectar ' USAGE o
or Chatlengad INDEX TEILL
» Bopving : P
P 2
& 3,982 2,945 644 T 104,200 496 26
T 100 74.0 o 16.2 ¢ 9.9 9 18.96 ot Selected, Serving c3 10,300
g ) ] L Gnslicnad 5
T | T
96 ” 61 63.5 ‘ ; 36.5 210 1 137 65.2 73 34.8
YOAL || GRGL o emeaman § 0 TOTAL N o % | Candisgd ¥,
\\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 -
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES CETE
VO
G 3 1 1 2 & 34,300
R
A N
AN
Nl g 711 227 18.7 5.97 ? ™,
B ; - For National Prafile .
frens Open Foldowt P
, , o Az Back Cover e
\ USAGE STATISTICS L/
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS
PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION
FISCAL
VEAR i Sigcicted {;L:a?
| Shatlon o Serving tatcu
1872 47 36.2 19.3 51.8 23.66 i - -
, N . . . - o
1972 97 51.5 18.1 56.7 21.30 - - -
1674 49 49.0 22.6 57.2 | 19.60 - -
1975 92 51.1 6.4 | 72.8 | 21,26 | 4 15 81 | 5.40
1076 96 36.5 9.9 74.0 18.96 3 38 % 227 5.97 J
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LOUISIANA EASTERN
JUROR USAGE : ROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1976

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

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS

ESTIMATEL COSTS

) JUROR
Bofoeted ot Solacted, USAGE o Per Per
or Chtiongad Seyving or INDEX TOTAL Trigt Suror
s Sayving ) Dhatlonasd ] ) Day Diay

o,
A

4,772 1,947 1,381 218,400 455 27

58.9 7|  24.0 % 17.0 % 16.88 Nmsﬁ'ecmdv&”*“gés’; 37,100

or Challenged

) = =i T T
&
L)
2

116 650.4

480 292 60.8 188 39.2
SoTAL || v o fen FOTAL et Lo | oominar | o

\_ JURY TRIALS | JURY TRIAL DAYS W,

ESTIMATED COSTS

NUMBER OF GRAMD JURIES

G 9 5 4 5 4 3 63,600

i 114 2,248 627 19.7 5.50 E\\
D . S = = For National Profile

Open Foldout >
ra

At Baclk Cover

sErving

w72 L 225 1 39,1 23.2 53.3 1 16.96 S -

1973 - 198 25.8 18.3 56.5 15.35

wra | 2361 30.9 19.4 56.4 16.10 . = - -
- 198 | 33.8 | 17.7 59.6 16.31 ) 9 | 115 | 661 5.75

O G P N P T,

s 4 192 39.6 17.0 | 58.9 16.88 9 1.4 627 5.50
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LOUISIANA MIDDLE
JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL VEAR 1976

1 1
Lot PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS  L....d

4 MUMBER OF JUROR BAYS EST M"\T 0 GOBTS §\§
: et Tt 5 i ! L P 3
P ' FI | |
- 675 202 Y 16,600 | 553 | 251
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i - - . N
oo li i
1‘ 11 |s2.4 ; 30 { 12
I N a1 o L
UnY TRIALS | mr“' TRIAL DATS ‘ A

. %
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&2
v
Y
©»
- ; -
.. ,,::,w

-
=L

3
i

| 5,19

)

_/L
(N}
~
U
5
N
j—
~
=
B
o
KN

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 3

{
HLAEATION i

SURIGE U

Juroy
Sarving beecloy

w2 | 18 ' 6l.1 | 43.5 28.8 30.74

o731 13 1 30.8 47.7 35.8 21,57

. e

1974 16 56 3 44,7 30.6 31,22 e

N i i S kb e - B o v [ o i W € s 8 Pt £ P A

1975 15 40.0 | 48.8 28.2 28.33 5 | 55 384

ot s s s i P s

21 52.4 4.9 45.2 22.50 5 27 140 5.19 j

76
e

COMMENT : ThlS dlstrlct has improved its JUI for the second consecutive year, recording
a JUIl of 22.50 in 1976. The percentage of jurors not selected, serving or challenged
dropped significantly from 48.8% in 1975 to 24.9% in 1976.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

LOUISIANA WESTERN

6
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

4

MISSISSIPPI NORTHERN

L_§ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity)

("

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS
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Serving
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MISSISSIPPI SOUTHERN

FISCAL YEAR 1976
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TEXAS NORTHERN

JUROR USAGE PROFILE

7
L1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

FISCAL VEAR 1976

&
JUDGESHIPS Lo |

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total  Sekectod L USAGE . P T .«r.’i’fl,
,ﬁva‘;lsﬁzle S&?;m V Cn:ﬂmn?w INDEX | TENTAE, {r:ﬂ'f 1 mg;;z
E 10,074 6,380 1,562 $ 247,600 | 479 | 25
T 100 % 63.3 ¢l 15.5 ¢l  21.2 % 19.49 Not Setaered, Serving €3 52,500
ﬂ o ar G haﬂsnc..J “P
. |
! 161 96 59.6 65 490.4 517 313 60.5 g 204 39.5
FOTAL Civi, ] % || emilaman |4 T a0 v oemiamar fon o
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYE J
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
TOVAL
G 13 7 6 4 9 71,200 593 30
R |
A
i 120 2,412 760 20.1 6.33 l\\
D = , For National Profile ™,
i : Open Foldout >
P At Baels Cover i
\ USAGE STATISTICS g/
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISUNS )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JURGH LH!L.IFAHQ‘“\}
FISCAL, e Tem—— o4 Not o
ats g;’;’;ggqg; Seyving Index
1972 143 37.1 26.8 60.3 17.64 - - -
1973 150 37.3 18.7 65.5 18.34 e o I
1974 154 46.8 19.1 63.6 | 19.26 S S
1975 143 46.8 18.5 65.2 19.29 10 100 644 6.44
,) ) i
\_ 1976 161 | 40,4 21.2 63.3 19.49 13 120 760 6. 33 J
COMMENT : Texas, Northern has a practice of calling in large panels of prospective jurors
p ge p prosp

for orientatiocn and impanelment at the begimming of their term of service.

This results

in large groups of prospective jurors present at the courthouse and often not utilized

for any jury selections.

statistics.

This practice has a harmful effect on a district's utilization

The occurrence of two notoriety cases requiring large groups of prospective jurors for
the voir dire process were reported and should be viewed as having an adverse effect on
juror utilization.
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JURCR USAGE PE
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HISTORICAL COMPARISONS

§5 19,000

CLIIATION

Juror

ilgaae

ingdax
15.43 - - -
[ 25.3 10.2 75.8 | 15.65 | .. - -
1 18.1 13.1 72.1 13.42 e = o
15.0 66.1 15.90 2 14 82
| 19.0 62.9 19.80 | 4 14 79

COMMENT
used in this district which usually employs less than 12 member civil juries.

Texas, Eastern uses the multiple voir dire technique for the selection of juries; however,
many last minute settlements in civil cases seems to have offset the beneficial effects

this tool has on a district's utilization performance.
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Texas, Eastern noted several occasions when twelve member civil juries were




TEXAS SOUTHERN

JUROR USAGE PROFILE

6
L PLACES OF HOLDING COURT lwith jusy trial activity}

FISCAL

YEAR 1976

JUDGESHIPS 1.8 )

( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \‘
IQT?E%‘,, seleeied Sha ﬁfé{gf TOAL S
..V‘i?zai5!e Cul‘«-.h; o : i
P 14,765 9,712 2,274 2,779 ‘f 373,100 568
E : i
?;‘ 100 % 65.8 % 15, 18.8 ,% 22,47 o guégg;;»fpgfg g {“’ 70,1900
T 200 ” 31 15.5 169 84.5 657 119 18.1 g 538 81.9
CoiAL L oL % ELTCCUNN AN T N i
\. JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
/. MUMBER OF GRAND JURIES EST?MATE& CO8TS \
B0, 7 P
F ¢, 1008 " o
G 6 R A
10 4 i 3 7 % 43,000 494 25
R _— i i v
A AN
N 87 1,735 521 19.9 | 5.99 AN
D = For National Profile N\,
s Open Foldout
 Genwered AR: Baclk Cover ,
\__ USAGE STATISTICS v
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS b
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION
e | e 1] gomot Selected | J
Sumbor %% Criminal oo % Selecte uro
YEAR G? i!_%zsw 5;;;:'13 é’;!;ﬁ;?% ; :;;: Usagg i o 3,3,_4 v
Trials Trzalim | Challenged Serving Index Tevics Sassion
1972 122 58.2 25.9 62.8 19.77 - o . wor
1973 181 75.1 21.7 65.0 18.23 - - - -

1974 171 71.9 18.7 67.1 | 15.46 - - - -
1975 180 81.1 12.7 75.0 19.06 11 53 288 ’ 543
\1976 200 84.5 18.8 65.8 22.47 10 87 521 §.99 J

COMMENT: A large number of notoriety cases were reported by this district in F.Y. 1976.

Because of pretrial publicity which surrounds such cases,
lengthened and larger panels of prospective jurors are necessary to insure an adequate

array of unbiased jurors.

the jury selection process is

The juror utilization performance of Texas, Southern during

F.Y. 1976 should be viewed as having been adversely affected by these numerous occur-

rences.

R - Revised to more accurately reflect the number of grand juries at the beginning of
F.Y. 1976.
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TEXAS WESTERN

JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1976
6 5
Il PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {(with jury trial activity) A JUDGESHIPS 1|
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Totsh Soloeret ‘ Not Selected, USAGE AY Par Por
fiitotin of Challengad Serving or INDEX » TOTAL Triat Surar
L . Sevvidg ] Challenged Day Day
g 6,906 4,260 1,338 1,308 &% 154,900 513 22
'&g‘ 100 % 61.7 %| 19.4 % 18.9 % 22.87 Not Seleated, Senving 3 29300
T 124 38 30.6 86 169.4 302 98 32.4 204 67.5
TOTAL || CIVIL % I CRmUNAL G % TOTAL CIVIL, % CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Total No, OUn Wo. impareled  IMoDischarged] Mo, O AT Ps per
EY’ 57 iy, 1675 | EYI05G | FY 109 | Juiy i, 1976 TOTAL Sescion | “or
G 17 10 7 7 S
; 10 ; 58,600 580 29
R 158
A
N 101 2,045 407 20.2 4.03
D = : For MNational Profile
&u:mm Jg&agg in Hours in “Avg, Juros Auvg, Hours Open Foldout
Gonuvened ‘ Sussion Sossion per Session par Session At Bacl Covsr
\_ USAGE STATISTICS 1
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
SURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
FISCAL s :
s - ot Pt E e %a Mot o Total . . Average
Numbe % Crivpingt 9% Sel d J Mur f 1 Nomber of
VEAR 1 otduy | duy | Soleeted | RGN Ugge | Nemberof | Voliths | Howsin | Numberaf
ma!g Trials Challenged Serving index Juﬂ,es Convened Se;suon ‘Bession
1972 | 157 | 43.9 | 28.0 52.5 | 17.78 P o _
qors | 18 | 62,7 | 24.9 | ss.8 |17.89 | _ | . - 2
1974 | 151 | 59.6 13.7 69.1 | 14.20 Y GRTE TR RO ERR
P i e ' , T T i
1975 113 | 77.0 16.4 63.3 | 21.92 17 | 113 | 600 | 5.31
124 | 69.4 . 1 17 ot o
(_te76 | 69. 4 18.9 61.7 | 22.87 17 101 | 407 - 4.03

COMMENT: This district utilizes the multiple voir dire selection process to maximize the
use of each juror's time in court. Texas, Western conducts orientation days at the start
c?f each term of service with large numbers of jurors reporting. Although some of these
Jurors are used for the selection of juries, often many sre reported as not selected,

serving or challenged. This type of occurrence tends to have an adverse effect on utili-
zation statistics. | ‘
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CANAL ZONE
JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1976
1
L] PLACES OF HOLLING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L_},..“J
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED CQSTS’ ""\\
Total Seicotod Mot Selocioad, USAGE o P P ] fer
Availanke o Chatlongand Bovving of INDEX TOTAL Teich o durey
anaoie Serving Chanllenaod . » P P Bay
P 86 S
: 186 46 54 ; 1,700 243 9
o . 0 . AN o Not Selected, Serving (s
"ﬂ; 100 % 46.2  %| 24.7 % 29.0 % 26.57 Selested, Soning (5 500
T 3 - 0.0 3 .100.0 7 - 10.0 7 100.0
TOTAL CIVIL, % 0| cRmamAL | % TOTAL | GHVIL v cmmgmel | %
o JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
s ] "
NUMBER GF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Mo, No, lmpanejed MNoDinshorged] No, On o He durnr
PV 1675 suly 1, 1975 Fvaova | EY 1076 § Juy 1, 1970 TOTAL Session | "
G N/A - - - - & N/A - -
R [
A
N _ i _ _ _ |
D , For National Profile
Sussions darors in Hours in Avg, durors | Avg, Howrs | Open Foldout
soried] Bons) Gqei ssor Soncis ol ]
Convened Sezsion Session ier Session or Bessinn At Back Cover
\. USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION T GRAND JURDR UTILIZATION
FiSCAL ] ] ; o
. % Not: Total e - Averppe
jumb 5 Crimina 95 Selected J g Mumber of iumber of “
YEAR ::;?Tug % Lj:sn;yna‘ sSelepted, eor:‘c ¢ Ul;gzg Nug;bﬁ)dof Sessions’ Hawrs in @H‘ﬁa&gg
Teials | Trial cﬁg}'{?ﬁg‘é:} Serving index Ju?ies Convensd Session Sesstor B
1972 5 | 100.0 | 41.4 38.2 | 25.33 | -~ | - | o~ 1 o
1073 ” 7 100.0 37.0 41,2 29.11 | L} . - -
w975 |7 | 100.0 | 29.2 54.8 | 21.79 VA | - ] - |-
u976 3 IOO.OM 29.0 46,2 26.57 . - e i j

COMMENT: The Canal, Zone reported no jury trial activity for eight months of last year.
All three jury trials that were conducted last year were criminal trials.

The District of the Canal Zone reported that during the past fiscal year no grand jury
system was in operation in this court according to provisions in Rule, 54(a) of the
Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. This accounts for the lack of a grand jury statis-
tical profile. \
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

KENTUCKY EASTERN

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

FISCAL YEAR 1978

1
JUDGESHIPS 12 2]

ALY
NUMBER OF . IROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS w
- Toral Selacted =~ T Mot Salected, UBAGE Per Far
Avaiiobla o Challeagad Servingar. INDEX STOTAL C Teial ooy Jusor
Serving Challengod Day -~ Day
z 7,288 4,127 626 2,535 %v 199,700 644 | 27
7; 100 % 56.6%| 8.6 %  34.8 @ 23.51 ‘“"‘3@?@;2;2:;"‘"9;%& 69,500
T 118 24 20.3 94 79.7 310 55 17.7 255 32.3
TOTAL §  CiviL % [ CRIVINAL | % ToTAL ¢ oivit 1 g dcrwinal | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
o —
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
To No. O N, Impancled  |No.Discharged]  No. O cip I
FY 1976 sy 0, 1075 | EY 1876 | EY 1976 | duly 1, 1976 TOTAL - gogeion | 0T
G 6 3 3 3 ‘% 11,600 527 | 25
R
A
N "2 458 126 20.8 5.73
D S AT - S For National Profile
Js o durard in Hours in Avg, Jurars | Avg, Hours Open Foldout
/ br;u ‘ ed : Session Sessma per Session per Session Ax Back Cover
. {USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
FISCAL o i " % Mot Totsl ; e '.Ave’rage‘
YEAR ﬁ;‘ﬁ’ﬁ ; %C\{gxnai Selected, % Segicted LJJL;;Z; Number of Nspanstsi!a:gg f Ng;z:;; of-, Number of
Treials L Trials gﬁi‘;‘,’;g'ﬁgzg Serving Index ?L’;fgg | Convened | Sessio 4H§a‘;§’?£?r
1972 85 | 87.1 28.7 61.3 | 21.96 - - - -
1973 135 |2 92.6 | 41.4 48.7 | 27.43 — i ot ~
1974 123 75.6 | 39.4 51.3 22.36 — - o B
1975 107 | 89.7 | 35.8 | 54.5 | 27.05 6 | 290 | 177 .| 6.10
6 18 | '79.7 | 34.8 56.6 | 23.51 6 | 22 | 1260 |. 573
\_ 197 2 2. 3267 0.:5.73

COMMENT: Kentucky, Eastern utilizes the multiple jury selection process with jurors

reused on more than one jury.

This practice helps to attain maximum use of each juror's

time in court. Further, this district recorded a decrease in its JUI in the past fiscal

year.
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KENTUCKY WESTERN

JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1976
4 1
L_J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 132 |
4 : )
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
o o | Selooted Crattenged | Seroed, NneX TOTA 1 B
e ar Sholango Serving or E ¥ £ Trig Lror
Huailabiz [ , ‘LC'J;M e 4 {?baﬂmig_ad Day. Day
P 2,695 1,437 391 867 2? 69,600 494 | 26
E
’aﬁ' 100 % 53.3 o) 14.5 o 32.2 | 19.11 N°"§e{§§§ﬁ§;,§§§"‘“g$ 22,400
T 40 18 45.0 22 55.0 141 69 48.9 72 51.1
POTAL CIViL % i CHIMIMNAL ) TOTAL : CWH. k2 CRIMINAL o
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
- S - [P N
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
e . L X i L Per
il fles. O Mo, Impaneind - [NoBissharged No, O . e
F’!'a’ 5};’ 3 jﬁ;@‘;?, ?'2373 » UF‘??Q;%! ‘ g%_w‘?mé és;hﬁ’;, ig'iﬁ TOTAL Sezési‘%r Jggi‘)f
G 6 4 2 3 3 S 32,600 487 | 24
R
A
N 67 1,342 333 20.0 4.97
D For National Profile
Sessions dgress in Howsin | Avg Jurors | Avg Hours Open Foldout
Coavened Bession Sessien ner Session per Sessian At Back Cover
USAGE STATISTICS |V
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
FISCAL [~ — , : -
A Number | % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total Mumberof | Number of Average
YEAR L oty | %) ot |7 T g | Numbenof | Csoidon: | Howemn | famboref
m‘mm‘ais ’ ‘}:meis Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened s;gsg;ap Session
1972 68 | 44.1 42.4 41.0 | 25.38 - - — -
1973 | 69 | 55.1 28.9 54.3 | 20.88 — i - o
974 | 57 | 50.9 | 36.2 | 45.7 | 20.60 Py S R —
1975 | 52 59.6 | 40.2 44.4 | 23,37 | 7 51 | 280 | 5.49.
6 | 40 | 55.0 | 32.2 53.3 | 19.11 6 | 67 | 333 | 4.97
\_97e | 12 B o

COMMENT:  One notoriety case requiring an extra large panel for a jury selection was .
reported by this district in F.Y. 1976. This type of case has an adverse effect on Juror
efficiency data; however, Kentucky, Western recorded improvement in its JUI reducing it
from 23.37 in F.Y 1975 to 19.11 this past fiscal year.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

3

MICHIGAN EASTERN

LI PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity}

FISCAL YEAR 1976

JUDGESHIPS &9_...1

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS ﬂ
Total Selected Not Seleciad, USAGE o Per Pey
Avaiiable o Challengedd g;:ﬂ?;ng Gé INDEX FOTAL “th;zai ngr
Serving allenged . Ay ay |
'5; 23,456 15,297 2,151 6,008 S'b 622,900 5427 27
T 100 % 65.2 ¢ 9.2 9wl 25.6 w| 20.40 Not Selected, Serving g5 159, 500
i or Challenged ?
T 200 48 24,0 § 152 76.0 1,150 223 19.4 | 927 80.6
TOTAL CIVIL 9 CRINEMNAL Y TOTAL CiViL A CHINENAL %
\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS -
. -t T ™
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Toial Pl 3 fa. On S oar :gf:;;r:v
:\,93%47‘@ t}e_;%xf'é ‘er@"ﬁ édi‘:ﬁ", 18576 - rorai. Sgsdion kgl‘:n;f
G 10 5 5 1 9 ¢ 161,600 | 544 26
R [
A
R 297 6,104 1,803 20.6 6.07
B S For National Profile
Gossions Open Foldout
LORGTIGR , ; At Badk Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS | R
SUHRY THHALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION k LR AM w&’-’ﬁm H"‘h hm\tfk N -
FISCAL : o o ) v Avarace
vear | GO U Gl soioeied, | % Selectad | Juror N of
Trow | f | Sreneor]  seing | e Hous pe
1972 184 52.7 26.5 66.4 16.97 “ - i -
1973 200 . 52.0 33.4 60.1 16.56 o - - -
1074 212 /4 $67.9 28.8 63.1 |19.98 3 - % -
1078 186 | 68.8 | 28.0 | 64.4 |20.60 12| 205 |1,182 | 5.77
1976 200 | 76.0 | 25.6 | 65.2 |20.40 10° 297 1 803 6.07
\_ o S /] B . A
COMMENT: Michigan, Eastern reported a large number of notoriety cases and multiple

defendant trials which required extraordinarily large juror panels for selection due to the

large number of excuses and challenges for cause anticipated in these types of cases.

A

substantial number of cases settled just prior to trial resulting in large numbers of

people present for jury duty and not used.

These two factors should be taken into account

as having an adverse effect on the juror utlllzatlon statistics for this dlstrlct during
the past fiscal year. ‘
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JUROR USAGE PROPILE

MICHIGAN WESTERN

FISCAL YEAR 1976

4 2
L} PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS LI
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JuRoR ESTIMATED COSTS
e 7 USAGE : oy
P Dha¥engad INDEX VoA dueer
e 13 % Dy
G
z 2,049 219 S 71,600 35
T 06 % 72.4%)  10.7 % 16,9 % 17.51 Hos Seloered Senving ¢ 12,100 |
i SR JU T R or Challennad i
T 36 ” 14 38.9) 22 61.1 117 51 |43.6 ] 66 56.4
rar CEM G b omiviEaL | FaTAL R o B eomsean | ]
. SURY TRIALS | SUBY TRIAL DAYS ),
-
o NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES )
G 1 - 1 - I
R b
A I~
iy 16 322 107 20.1 | 6.69 ™
D ' For National Profile NG
i Opan Foldout P
! P | At Bacle Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS g//
( HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
PETIT JUROS UTILIZATION JURGH UTILIZATION
FISGAL o fot
VEAR , solocted, | 7 Sege;med 6;:&(::; 5%%;;{
Jods | Chillonaey | Serving Index sasion | "o
1972 31 51.6 13.3 74.3 | 15.16 - - - -
1973 38 50.0 8.3 84.8 | 13.97 - - - -
1974 54 35.2 4.2 88.8 | 12.16 et - - 0
1975 60 50.0 8.3 81.4 | 14.70 1 14 77 5.50
1978 36 61.1 16.9 | 72.4 | 17.51 1 16 107 6.694}
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OHIO NORTHERN

JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1976
L_:]’_.J PLACES OF HOLDING COQURT (with jury trial activity) SUDGESHIPS L..?..a.l
- ' . ™
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS UROR _ ESTIMATED COSTS
Tout B Rign Bisieniud, USAGE T R L
&e;';E%;:E':iei Az Choongad Qf cryin INDEX TLTAL i zfz:ﬁ S
fyaiial Sopviny 4 ¢ : Fiay . Doy
si 8,679 4,449 733 3,497 %3 233,300 568 27
"sé“ 100 % 51.3 %| 8.4 % 40{3 % 21.12 N“‘ffggj;,;‘;?fg““g%gzx 000
T 124 67 54.0| 57 46.0 411 228  |55.5 | 183  [44.5
CoroTen L o o Fompanar % ToiaL g emm o bom | ones :
\_ JURY TRIALS , JURY TRIAL DAYS .
4 NUMBER OF GEAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
» g ; n, fuigr L ) cevEnL '
L
G 12 6 6 6 6 SI) 82,000 582 29
R .
: N
M 141 2,795 782 19.8 5.55
o = = ; : . == For National Profile
_ - Gessloms ] dwromin L Howsin ot g, o  Open Foldout
‘ SRR i I T R T o A1 Back Cover
’ \. USAGE STATISTICS ' g//
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS | |
‘ LAY T’%’é‘ai‘, PETIT JURGR UTILIZATION CEFAMNDTAIRGR L"HHEJT?”\} -
FISCAL e a1 ~ e ; i e
YEAR i‘if’;‘;ﬁ % g.jign,‘ gggﬁ g‘; ‘f; : T Segiczed iljtéigg uit::;yr:
iriis Trigls Challanged Serving indax "
1972 109 1 43.1 | 39.2 54.4 | 20.04 EE T R -
1973 137 | 61.3 | 36.6 | 55.5 | 18.89 | o~ [ -
1974 130 39,2 31.0 61.2 | 17.02 | = | = L. = | =
1975 121 | 49.6 36.6 54.1 | 2061 | 9 | 8 | 48 | 5.52
\ 1976 | 124 © ] 46.0 | 40.3 | 51.3 | 21.12 | 12 141 782 | s ssj

COMMENT: ' This district reported a considerable number of last minute occurrences (settle-
ments, changes of pleas, and continuances) in cases scheduled for trial. These occur- .
rences resulted in jurors present and pald for jury duty but sent home unused. The
negative effect of such oc¢currences on juror utilization performance is evidenced by the
increase in Ohio, Northern's JUI in F.Y. 1976,
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

OHIC SOUTHERN

FISCAL YEAR 1976

3 5
Lt PLACES OF HOLDING COURT ({with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L]
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
" alected alagted USAGE 7 P,
pT(?'ﬁ;.‘ § 'gt;ted Chatlenged Ngég;n&gggrj INDEX TOTAL Tr%% Ju%r
) ».vang < ¥ Serving Chaollenazd . Day Day
P 5,243 3,545 650 1,048 %3 153,200 555 29
E
T 100% 67.6 % 12.4 ¢l = 20.0 %l 19.00 Not Selected, Serving &3 30,600
j or Challengad ‘:y)
T 95 46 48.4 49 51.6 276 134 48.6 142 51.4
TOTAL CIViL % || ermman i % TOTAL CrviL s crnmnan |oa
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
( MUMBER OF GHRAND JURH:&; 7 ESTIMATED COSTS N
BTG July 1, 1670 e Session | ony
G 7 3 4 3 4 ¢ 36,800 558 29
R [
A F“
iy 66 1,257 393 19.0 5.95 AN
D o For National Profile AN
P Heowrs it Open Foldout P
| Sesiio At Bagl: Cover S
\ ~
e, Lf
- B HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAMD JURGR UTHIZATION
FISCAL 3 o S
YEAR , ot 5 Selacted Jurar Wamber of
vban é‘f;uf,f,j'm or Usane ﬁ;can 5 i
5 L Chatienged Sorving index Soosion
1972 ] 21.6 68.1 18.50 - i s s
973 , 22.8 64.7 19.22 - . e -
157 70 50.0 20.8 66.5 | 18.74 - - . -
1976 89 48,3 19.5 67.8 18.84 7 59 : 403 6.83
kmm 95 51.6 20.0 67.6 19.00 7 66 393 5.95 )
COMMENT: Ohio, Southern reported a last minute settlement of a civil case which resulted

in the court ordering each counsel to pay one quarter of the expenses of the 19 jurors
made available for selection.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

TENNESSEE EASTERN

4
i1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

FISCAL YEAR 1976

JUDGESHIPS L:E.J

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS ‘\
Total Selected e Not Selacted, USAGE : }}:;r Par
Assa?egma Sorving Challengad gﬁ;ﬁé‘é’;ﬁ& INDEX 7 TOTAL "5;‘33 E""’,
P 3,645 2,233 481 931 Eﬁ 91,200 385 25
E
T;‘ 100 % 61.3 ¢ 13.2 ¢ 25.5 o 15.38 Nmﬁé‘iﬁ;ﬁﬁaiﬁ&‘"“‘*‘$23’300
T 128 } 81 63.3 47 | 36.7 237 170 |71.7§ 67  |28.3
TOTAL || CIVIL o crmamar | o CTOTAL N civin |t omuaman 1w
\, JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ] ESTIMATED COSTS N
) 5 4 1 3 2 €3 6,900 531 28
R 1
N 13 248 81 19.1 6.23 N
D For Mationg! Profile \‘
Open Foldout P4
, At Back Cover /
\. L
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS h
SR TRIALE | PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION '
FISCAL B o Not . ) B 4
YEAR Selecteq, | 10 Selbeid [ duror Hun
- Savving or oy js{,’:
: Chullengag § - SFvg fdox e SHIBE e St s HORER
1972 | ), 24.0 63.7 | 17.88 -
1973 160 | .38.1 27.5 61.4 | 16.43 - o -
/‘97»4 : 149 38.3 » 24.7 63.3 17.07 i i e e )
- e : e
i075 143 * | 39.2 | 23.3 65.1 | 16.92 6 8 45 5.62
128 36.7 | 25.5 | 61.3 | 15.38 5 13 81 6.23
\\J 978 L

COMMENT: This is another of the districts which are attempting to reduce the number of

last minute settlement of civil cases. As has been the policy in other districts, the

cost of the jury in one civil case was taxed against both parties to the litigation.

Tennessee, Eastern makes effective use of the multiple voir dire technique for jury
~selection which at least paitially accounts for the reduction of its JUI in F.Y. 1976.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

TENNESSEE MIDDLE

3
L} PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity)

FISCAL YEAR 1976

2
JUDGESHIPS L]

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selevted ’ Mot Selsctad, USAGE 5 Per Par
Availabte - | oy Challenged Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
TR Serving 1 Challenged Day Day
}; 3,129 1,664 354 1,111 5% 77,000 478 25
T 100 % 53.2 ¢ 11.3 o 35.5 9 19.43 NOtSelected,Serving$ 27,300
i or Challenged (i
T 78 36 46.2 42 53.8 161 83 51.6 78 48.4
TOTAL ‘ CiViL % CRIMINAL ¥ TOTAL CIVIL k) CRIMINAL b
Y JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
T ; ' Per
Total No. On No. frapaneled * INoHschargsd Mo On cOYT Por
LY Toig suty 1, 18975 EY 1978 FY 1076 July 1, 1976 TOTAL Session | “Hror
4 ! 1 - - 1 S 8,700 544 | 27
R
A
N 16 320 92 20.0 5.75 .
D , For National Profile
Sessiony Jurars i . Hours in Avg. dusars | Avg, Hours Open Foldout
Gorweaed Segtion Segsion par Session per Sossion At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
é HISTORICAL COMPARISONS , N
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ' SRAND JUROR UTHLIZATION
FISCAL Y : o3 Not Total » : ' : Averags
o | | e il | e g el | ) e | W
Trisis Trisls Challenged Serving Index “Jories Convened Session ‘Session ©
1972 75 69.3 36.4 54.7 24.10 — — i -
1973 63 69.8 45.1 46.8 23.08 f__‘i e S -
1974 79 481 33.6 53.4 18.43 - - o o
1975 83 54.2 31.7 53.8 | 19.75 | 2 15 .87 5.80
1976 " 78 53.8 | 35.5 53.2 | 19.43 | 1 16 | 92 5.7‘5;/

86




JUROR USAGE PROFILE

TENNESSEE WESTERN

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

FISCAL YEAR 1976

3
JUDGESHIPS L]

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Sefected’ - Not Selested, |  USAGE Per | Per -
Available or Challenged | - Servingor INDEX TOTAL ‘ Frial. ] Juegr
‘ Serving Challgnged : S Day 7l Day
‘; 5,922 4,147 833 942 3;2 138,500 399 23
T 100 % 70.0%) 14.1 %| 15.9 %} 17.07 Notswected,swving$ 22,000
i . or Challenged i :
T 78 38 48.7 40 51.3 347 125 36.0 222 64.0
TOTAL CIVIL, % CRIMINAL | % TOTAL eiviL- | % | cRiMINAL | % |
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
o : : o ‘ Per
Totat N O No. impangied - [No.Disch N, O P
FY 1875 iy 11075 | FY 1976 Fy 1976 | July 1, 1678 TOTAL Secsion | rer |
G 3 2 1 2 1 % 29,100 520 25
R
A
N 56 1,174 353 21.0 6.30
D ~ - = : ~ For National Profile
Sessinns Jurors in Hours in Ava, durors {  Avg, Hours Open Foldout
 Gonuened - Bession _ Session per Session par Sesgsion At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
| ‘
O __HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
. JuRYTRIALS: \|  PETITJUROR UTILIZATION | GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION *
~ FISCAL : — : S -
E : g . % ot o7 Total : " Baral: ﬂge
e | R o] el | o) el e e | gty
riais Trials Challenged Serving Index  Jurles Conyened . |  Session Sesslon .
1972 91 | 57.1 13.2 72.5 | 16.85 | _ T IR
1973 105, 72.4 12.2 71.8 | 15.86 -1 -] =
1974 1\0]7 61.7 11.8 71.5 | 15.79 “.». - - -
| 1975 104 60.6 | 13.5 | 66.3 | 16.82 [ 4 9 59 | s 412 6.98
L 78 | 51.3 | 15.9 | 70.0 | 17.07 | 3 s6 | 3535 | 6. 33/,
:‘ COMMENT: This district experlenced several highly publicized cases during the past fiscal

B year which required extra large panels for the jury selection process. Such occurrences
4 tend to adversely effect juror utilization statistics and at least partially account for
the slight increase in the JUI in F.Y. 1976. :
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

ILLINGIS NORTHERN

2
L1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity)

FISCAL YEAR 197¢

' 13
JUDGESHIPS t___J

NUMBER OF JURQR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS j
Total Selerted Mot Selected, USAGE ‘ (Per o L Per
Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX TOTAL Prriat Juror
; Serving ) Challenged Day Day
2 18,831 10,979 1,843 6,009 % 506,900 535 27
T 100 % 58.3 9 9.8 9 31.9 o 19,86 Not Selected, Serving ¢ 161, 700
i or Chaliengad %
T 135 29 21.5 106 78.5 948 353 37.2 595 62.8
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIVIL % femmanan 1o%
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
s \ ™)
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Toret No, O No. tmpaneled  JNo.Discharged]  Ne, On tob per | O
PV 1078 suiy 1, 1075 e 976 | FY 1976 | suiy 1, 1975 FOTAL Sersion | of
G 21 7 14 8 & 235,600 522 26
R i
A
N 451 9,126 2,729 20.2 6.05
Y ; For National Profile
Sessians Jurorsin Haours in Avg, durars | Awg, Howrs Open Foldout
‘ €?n‘aened ’ Session Bession por Bession | per Bdszion ' At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 | HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
SURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
FISCAL ) " : -~ , o
YEAR Mumbor | g Criminal | qoaueng | % Selected | Juror | PORL | momberof | numberef | Al
of Jury Jury Serving or ar Usage " Grand Segtions | Hoursin Haurs par
Trials Trials Challenged Serving index Juries. Canvened Session - Session
1972 <174 54.0 32.8 58.3 17.77 o - - —
1973 -205 51.7 | 34.4 54.9 18.41 - - " -
1974 182 53.3 | 25.4 64.5 16.75 - - i -
1975 165 60.0 | 25.2 63.6 16.87 24 330 | 1,686 | 5.11
\_ 1976 135 | 78.5 | 31.9 58.3 19.86 21 451 2,729 6.05Jf
COMMENT: Two notoriety trials last year required extfaordinary large juror panels for

selection due to the anticipated large number of excuses and challenges for cause charac-

teristic of highly publicized trials.,
jurors, respectively, for the selection of the juries.

The two trials required 263 and 1,151 prospective
The adverse effect on juror

utilization statistics of such occurrences can rarely be minimized by efficient management
techniques and it should be noted that if these 1,414 prospective jurors are excluded from
the total available for the year, Illinois, Northern would have recorded an estimatéd JUI
of 18.41 and better performance figures in the categorles of percent selected or serving
and percent not selected, serving or challenged.



ILLINGIS EASTERN

JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1976

3 2
L1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS |

4 MUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
 Towl Selecte Mot Selected, USAGE L Per Par
Avaliobic o7 Challongad Serving or INDEX -~ TOTAL Trial Juror
ISR Sapvitg . Chatienead Day Day
© o gz
“E »127 1,413 492 222 ‘g!) 67,000 573 31
N0 % , qr . ¢ ' € Not Selected, Serving
“ﬂg‘ 100 % 66.4 %| 23.1 % 10.4 %| 18.18 | ot Selected, Soving 3 7, 000
T

53 22 4155 % 31 58.5 117 41 35.0 76 65.0

Torar | ovie | oo | crammar ] o TOTAL || GIVIL 5 | cnnamar | o
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
8 MUMBER OF ESTIMATED COSTS
P e LT A
2 1 1 1 1 ‘g; 35,100

| -
S .
i F \%1’
i A
g
T \‘%
YEAR
1972 . 31.3 | 53.3 19.39 S N -
it o e A BBl b 5 1} e o o e i g €4 e gt 5o b . i et i b i e W,(.‘j p— . 3 s it S v i e e e e DR
o , | ;
- 56 | 71.4 | 25.9 | 51.2 22,22 (b0
e 58 ., | B R BT B e e e -
. 65 . 75.4 | 21.5 | 56.9 | 22.73 | 3 36 . 243 | 6.75
Ty 1 831 585 | 10.4 | 66.4 18.18 | 2 3§ 209 | 6.15 |
: 3 B TR o i LI M)

COMMENT: Illinois, Eastern's juror utlllzatlon performance in the past flscal year has
shown improvement with the JUI decreasing from 22.73 in F.Y. 1975 to 18.18 in 1976. The
district also recorded improvement in the categories of percent of jurors selected orx
serving and percent not selected, serving or challenged.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

ILLINOIS SOUTHERN

4
L1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity)

FISCAL YEAR 1976

2
JUDGESHIPS L.l

4 MUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total Seiccted oz Selected, USAGE ) N Per o Per
Avaitabie or Challenged Borving ar INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
e Serving Challenged ] Day - Day - |
i 1,868 1,099 252 517 %‘5 56,700 545 30
T 100 % 58.8 % 13.5 % 27.7 % 17.96 Mot Selected, Serving ¢ 15, 700 :
% or Chotlenged. % }
T 32 15 46.9 17 53.1 104 46 44 .2 58 55.8
TOTA! Civie % | crumamat | s TotAL | Gvin | % | oAl
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 . ™
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Totat Mo, O o, Imponcied "sa g r*m' sl N, On - ' ’
v 1576 sy i a8 | FV 1970 1078 | Sy 7, 1970 TOTAL
G 4 3 1 1 3 S 30,900 562 | 29
R i1
A
N 55 1,074 329 19.5 | 5.98 r\\\
D SR For National Profile
Sossians Lvors in Hewss in Av q Hours Open Foldout
7 Srnwencd Sossion Session jror Sezalen At Back Covar
\_ USAGE STATISTICS !
4 ’ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS " \
JURY TRIALS PETIT JURDE UTILIZATION AN SURGR 1 'ﬂé,?fis"‘a’?‘f&'ﬁ?’!
FISCAL o PP % Not Foa M”s“mo? I 5 : Avaraps
YEAR Qéissjgnazer ¥ Grininat Selecied % Selected Juror Mmool | ey of - Mumbng of Mosbor o
A id Jury Serving of or Laags Ciondd Sezsions g Howss pey
Trials Triaks Challensed Serving fndas Juries , Convenad ; Sanoion e
1972 34 58.8 46,8 44,2 23.92 % e - -
1973 33 57.6 49.6 40.2 25.08 - - e e
1874 41 82.9 31.7 54.5 22,88 - won e i
1975 33 69.7 31.0 55.2 22.05 4 76 | 492 6.47
32 53.1 | 27.7 58.8 17.96 | 4 55 329 | 5.98
\_ 1976 ‘ , ./
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

INDIANA NORTHERN

FISCAL YEAR 1976

4 3
L1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L}
r NUMBER OF JUROCR.DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
i ‘ lected, USAGE P - Per
AT‘?“‘Q, $e'3‘§wd © Ghallenged Ngég?negcgi INDEX TOTAL Triat duror
twailable Serving Chalienged Day Day
Z 6,096 2,610 1,222 2,264 § 173,200 | 888 28
T 100 % 42.8 % 20.0%  37.1 %| 31.26 Not Selected, Serving $ 64,300
i ] or Challenged
T 83 7 8.4 76 91.6 195 16 8.2 179 91.8
CTOTAL CIVIL e CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL o CRIMINAL %
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
j Per
at No., O No. impaneied  No.Dischamed No. On . Per
FY 1076 July 1, 1975 Ry 1876 | Fyi107e | July 1, 1978 - TOTAL Session | ror
G 4 2 2 1 3 $ 49,700 842 42
R T
A
N 59 1,185 340 20.1 5.76
D ‘ , For National Profile
Sessians Jurors in Hours in Avg, Jurors | Ava, Hours Open Foldout
Convened Begsion Session per Session - - par Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS \
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
FISCAL :
, N % Not , Total X . Average
Numbe e Criminal % Selected Juro ’ Numberof. | Number of ‘
YEAR a? ;§ur\yr ’ (EL:;’:; " g:ﬁf;;%r eoic U‘ggg; N“é?,::éw Sass‘:o:\s ; i—?mxrs in ’;{x‘gmuz?s?;g:
“‘%Itfia!s ., Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session.
1972 81 45.7 25.0 54.4 17.34 - i — -
1973 77 67.5 | 34.0 49.3 22.89 - - - .
1974 96 66.7 | 34.7 45.6 23.53 ~ — — -
1975 96 71.9 | 32.0 49.2 25.73 4 40 273 . 6.82
L 1976 83 | 91.6 | z27.1 42.8 31.26 | 4 59 340 ‘5.76‘J

COMMENT: = A large number of notoriety trials requiring exceptionally large jury panels for
This district also reported many

selection were reported during the last fiscal year.
last minute pleas and settlements which resulted in the non-use of jury

present in the courthouse.

These two occurrences account
increase in the JUI from 25.73 in F.Y. 1975 to 31.26 in 1
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panels already
,» at least in part, for the
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

INDIANA SOUTHERN

L% 1 PLACES OF HOLDING GOURT {with jury trial activity)

FISCAL YEAR 19786

4
JUDGESHIPS 1]

é NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
Total Selected - p { MNotSelected, USAGE T TRer For
Avaitable oF Challengad Serving or INDEX TOTAL IR R v < L Folicu B
Serving . . Challenged : ay 1 Dey ]
; 3,309 2,108 659 542 % 109,000 493 33
T 100 % 63.7 %| 19.9 % 16.4 % 14.97 NotSelected.Serving$17,9oo
i or Challenged
T 57 28 49.1 29 ]50.9 221 139 |62.9 | 82 37.1
TOTAL cIvIL % § CRIMINAL | % CTOTAL _§ scivit % § CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS 7
4 a
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
o ; i o J\\ PO PR CoE 4 w\;(:‘i—"( Pay’
Total Mo, On N b fed © Ne.Discharged!. o idda O 5 P 5 by
FY 1576 iy 1,1975 | BV 976 ? EY 1976 | duv, 167 TOTAL - Sestion | pror
G 5 2 3 4 1 SF 58,900 662 | 33
R
A
N 89 1,769 615 19.9 6.91
D : = ~ 7 = For National Profile
Sessians < Jurbrs In Hourgin | Avg, Jurors | JAva, Hours | Open Foldout
Canvened Session Session per Sgssmn h(,par Secsion At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS R
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION | GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION  ©
FISCAL ~ ’ ' % Not , " Total SR B e d Rverage
Number. % Criminal - 9% Selected B! i Numberof | Nuivber of: (ORI
YEAR e ?w yr A‘; jggna ssﬁr’iﬁ,t;i} % eoeks:c 8 Ut;;‘;‘; ; N%T;abi; of |- g;:sign: i l;‘;?.n:s{h? F ffg‘g“;}?f;;’: g
‘T‘rxa!s - Trials Challenged Serving Index . Jurles Convened‘ S'_ze?sa;on c isﬁssibn' :
1972 70 51.4 | 17.8 | 66.6 | 16.75 [ - | = - i
1973 75 | 50.7. | 21.5 61.2 15.18 ,..’ o = '
1974 63 | 60.3 | 22.5 | 63.1 | 16.24 | = " = -
1975 71| as7 ] 184 60.6 15.83 | 4 | 700 | 461 |
(1978 57 | 50.9 | 16.4 | 63.7 | 14.97 | s | 89 | 615 |
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WISCONSIN EASTERN

JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1876

1

3
L] PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury tvial activity) JUDGESHIPS L]

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS -
Tet: ‘Sefected Mot Selected, USAGE Per | Fe
AT{?&{% . Qii? ¢ Challenged gémn?}zi INDEX TOTAL . Trizi:! Jfﬁwgr
vardoie Serving Challenyed - Dav_ i/ Day
P 4,423 3,058 627 738 %% 125,900 504 28
E
T 160 % 69.1 o 14.2 o 16.7 ¢| 17.69 Not Selected, Serving ¢ 21, 000
| or Challenged ‘c)
T 38 11 28.9 27 71.1 250 77 30.8 173 69.2
TOTAL CIVIL % commnaL | % TotaL | ewvi. L o | comaman |3
. JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAY3 j
,, 1 - ™ -y _\
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Vol i3, €3 flo, bmmaneled [NoDiochoigod Mo, On o Pay g
FY 1076 Wi 1,187 | i 1978 Evagre | Juiy 1, 1976 TOTAL Sossion | T
G 3 2 1 1 2 ¢y 45,500 746 | 37
R |
A é\\
M 61 1,243 363 20.4 5.95
D , For National Profile
Gestigng o in Fours i Mg, dwwors | Avg, Hours Open Foldout
o favavpnad i Gassion o Gess ner Bession | At Bacly Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS [//
4 HISTORICAL COMPAR ISONS ; \1
SURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION SEAMD JURDA LUTH, inﬁ‘.'ﬁ'i’ﬂi‘i
FIGCAL a a;z* Crimingt % Not ; Selestsel Juror Tnmf: - Rt rr .I r V,m‘p ( 2 Avorags
s ey o5 Criming o % S e eoF Jurabier oF Murber of et oy
YEAR of dury :’}i‘ii’ﬁj S"fxﬁfg%} ’ or Usage M‘:ﬁ“b“‘ e Saesions Howrs in ‘f{‘gﬁf“'y »
_ . Feinis n‘z;aysr Challenged Serving index 1 fj:m‘;;’)m:!d . hzisi!:m
1972 19 47.4 | 20.6 56.9 14.34 | _ - -
2 s . i
1973 .26 61.5 | '21.4 58.2 17.44 . ~ o -
16574 31‘ , 77.4 23.6 56.6 19.81 . - o o
1075 44 61.4 | 22.2 60.4 17.94 3 53 252 4.75
‘\‘193’6 38 71._‘1 16.7 69.1 17.69 3 61 363 5.95J
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

WISCONSIN WESTERN

FISCAL YEAR 1976

L_?.J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L_].‘...J
/- NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JURGR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Sefected Not Selected, USAGE , Per Per-
Available or Chalienged Sgrvmg ar INDEX TOTAL o Trial Juror
: Serving - Challenged Day Day.
p _
i 736 500 151 85 T 22,200 | 541 | 30
7 7 « . 1
'i 100 % 67.9 %} 20.5 %} 11.5 % 17.95 N"f;eg;]’;ﬁgasgg“"g $ 2,600
T 17 7 41.2| 10 58.8 41 17 41.5 1 24 58.5
TOTAL civiL - b CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL %k CRIMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
a4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES : ESTIMATED COSTS \\
;) ) - —‘Nwﬂ"
Total do.0n Mo, lmpanecled. Mo Discharged Mo, On Ve e
£ 3\’01’:?376 Julgfai L1875 OF \?\‘5‘8{;’%‘% ¥ ‘.’ﬁ i Q”Jﬁg Juhfﬂ'i . 1%76 TOTAL 8 essiim : Jgul,?ﬁi_
e’
G 1 - 1 - 1 7% 17,700 843 | 42
R
A
N 21 420 105 20.0 5.00 : .
D , For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in’ Howrsin Avg, Jurors | Avg, Hours Open Foldout
Convencd Session Beszion per Session per Session At Baglc Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JURDR UTILIZATION
FISCAL Nt ; %5 Not J S Total ; Nk ' il : Ava}age
= umber % Criminal - % Selected uror umbar of ymber o !
YEAR of ;guf?; ’ 3&?;% g:gg‘g%r ’ oer_c i Usggs N u&giéﬁ | Sessions Hour_sl;t& I\,‘:;ﬁga;;f
Tnafs’ Frials Chairenged Serving index Juries Convened Session Session
1972 17 47.1 | 16.9 63.7 19.43 - ~ - -
1973 13 84.6 28.4 47.1 26.72 — - — -
1974 14 42.9 8.7 67.7 12.25 - - - -
1975 22 54,5 | 8.7 72.8 15.67 2 15 62 - 4,13
\_ 1976 17 58.8 | 11.5 | 67.9 | 17.95 1 .2 105 5.00 )
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ARKANSAS EASTERN

JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1976

5
LI PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS Lg..._.f

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
Total Selecied ‘ Mot Seiveted, USAGE i Per Por
Available Lor Challenged .:‘Sgrv'mg or INDEX TOTAL Trial Jigror
Serving Chalienaed - Day Day
Z 4,716 2,637 1,139 940 %? 121,100 558 26
‘ﬂﬂ' 100 % 55.9 %|  24.2% 19.9 %l 21.73 Not Selested: Sonving & 24,100
T 88 24 27.3 64 72.7 217 56 25.8 161 |74.2
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIVIL u, ) CRIMINAL | %
.. JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
é NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES " ESTIMATED cosTS )
: SN o v Per
sai fo. O Hos dmpaneled  INoDis ] Mo, O oen Yer
e 107 iy 11978 | EV 1076 | B 1976 | Juiy 1, 1975 | ToiAL Seetion | BT
G 2 1 1 - 2 éf% 23,900 1,138 52
R
A
M 21 457 115 21.8 5.48
D ‘ ; . For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hoursin Aug. Jurors: 4 Avg, Hours Open Foldout
Convensd Session Sassion per Sesgion wer Sessicn At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS | R
o JUEYTWALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
FISCAL : : : - : -
b s % Not , Total 4 . Average
= Numbs 24 Crivningt S5 Selected Jurni Mumber of Number of i
YEAR | oty | gy | Soteeted | UUGT Ugge | Mumberof | sgsions | Hoursin | fumbstof |
Trigls Trials Chalienged Serving Indax Jusies Convined Sessiors "1 Ueeasion |
1972 73 | 37.0 | 16.6 59.8 19.99 | . — S -
1973 65 43.1 | 16.2 62.3 19.69 — e - P
1974 58 75.9 | 19.2 55.3 22.17 SR - =
1975 68 61.8 | 18.7 54.7 21.90 | 27 16 119 | 7.44
88 | 72.7 | 19.9 55,9 21.73 | 2 21 115 | s5.48 |
. 1978 R ,)

" Y .
COMMENT: During the past fiscal year several civil cases were tried in front of a jury
of six members in this district which does not have a local rule providing for less than
12 member juries, . :
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

ARKANSAS WESTERN

5
Lot PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury tric} acdvity)

FISCAL YEAR 1976

2
JUDGESHIPS L.l

112

( NUMBER OF JUROR. DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
 Fne _ Belerted » Mot Selected, USAGE ; Par ~Per
" Awallsbie o § o Ghallanged 1. Servingor INDEX TOTAL Trial - | Juror
i Serving Challenged - Day Bay
P 2,631 1,678 793 160 % 71,500 601 27
E
’i‘ 100 % 63.8 ¢ 30.1 o 6.1 o Notgegeﬁ;ﬁgaﬁgéving $ 4,400
T 47 29 61.7 18 38.3 70 58.8 49 41.2
TOTAL Civi, 1 % B CRIMINAL | % CIVIL % CRIMINAL | @
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
e ) - ~
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Tote) Mo, 0o 17 No. impanated - No,Discharged Coper | jber
FY 1075 g iaos | peasss | eviere. | daly i, 1978 TOTAL Session | Sio"
G 1 1 - g 13,400 1,340 59
R 1
A
N 10 228 44 22.
D s ‘ ~ = For National Profile
;;‘ass}gncg : durers in Hours in. Avg, Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
4 ‘;unwnmy Sasdion Session per 8asson per Sesston At Back Cover
o USAGE STATISTICS
HISTORICAL COMPAF!?SVONS
JURY TRIALB PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION : GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
FISCAL - ~ ‘ T '
Mumber | % Criminat | o000 | %Selected | J Total, | Number of £ | Average
vEAR | T | ROI solecsg, | SOt | | yumberor | Mmberof | Numberof | wumber o
‘Tr‘iaw« » Trigls Challigr?gza Serving Index Jé?i':is C‘.qnvenedj | Session ‘ g:s;i opnerv
1972 41. 7 . 34.1 | 17.8 52.2 25.19 - R R -
1973 26 | 34.6 | 20.4 60.3 22.33 | _ o T S
1974 | 34 | 441 ] 18.7 53.7 25.27 ~ b N
1978 51 25.5 | 21.4 | 53.1 | 25.26 7 42 | 6.00:
1976 47 38.3 | 6.1 | 63.8 | 22.11 10 | 44 4,40



IOWA NORTHERN

JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1978
3 1
L_J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 1 /2]
v
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
Total Selected | .1 Hot Selscing, USAGE R
Available | - ar . Challengsd |- Servingor INDEX TQ‘U@.L O Tt oo L el
k ' Serving . Chatlanged - Doy . 5. Day
P s
E 1,404 809 287 308 %y 40,300 kSlO 29
T 100 % 57.6 %| 20.4 % 21.9 % 17,77 | Mot Selected, Serving g g_gg
i ,
T 22 11 50.0 11 50.0 79 34 43,0 45 57.0
TOTAL B GV | % | CROIMINAL | % yorat  § oL 1 % | comamaL | %
_ JURY TRIALS , JURY TRIAL DAYS | J
- " , TN
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ‘ ESTIMATED COSTS
Total © No.on | Mo.tmpaneled [NoDissharged] © Ne. O B L por o e
Y 1976 Suly 1, 1875 GFY Toge | Fviore | suly i 197 CTRTAL 1 Sas§en JAaror.
= -]
ﬁ 4 2 2 2 2 S(% 16,200 506 | 26
A V
N 32 629 211 19.7 6.59
D : = === = : = For National Profile
CGasstons L Jurarsin Hotrs In Avg, Jurors 1 Avg, Hours Open Foldout
’ Carzyéngé bed e Session : Sess-an | per Session i per Sassign At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
d HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JURQR UTILIZATION ~ mmmuma UTILIZATION q\;
FISCAL . ST T ] i
Number | 1 5 Criminet | SN0 | i setected | 9 ol iBarof | N v | peme
YEAR | ofduy | fé‘;}l“e Soteotedy | P Unage | Numberof, |- s"e'il,?;? - é’é’?ﬁéf Namberof.
Trials v @? Challenged Serving Index Jurtey O Cionyan_g;i«‘ se‘”'qn e 'ﬁ&sea._ o
1972 26 | 731 | 18.8 | 6.1 | 18.34 | - | | | .
73 |21 | S7.1 | 10,0 | 79.3 | 1471 ) - =
1974 | 25 . ;52 0| 17.3 | 65.4 | 14.84 | . | |
1975 59 3] 18.9 61.8 15.64 | 2 | 28 | 3
L 1978 50:0 | 21.9 57.6 17,77 | 4 b %2l o211 b

COMMENT: This district reported one capital offense ciuse last year which required two days -
for jury selection. Such a case tends to have an adverse effect on utilization statistics
because it requlres an unusually large number of prospective jurcrs-due-to the number of === ==
challenges anticipated. Such an occurrence should be kept in mind when rev1ewmg Iowa,

Northern's F.Y. 1976 statistics.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

IOWA SOUTHERN

FISCAL YEAR 1976

3 1
bod PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity} JUDGESHIPS 1) /2]
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
T el Se!egtés‘i afloned I\ﬁg‘ Ssiiacwd, ?‘\?é\g)% TOTAL TP@;} Ji?ér
Huatiahle s:;r(;im} chatlenaes eﬁ?x:&?ﬁfx ! Dr;‘i/ Hay
Ch
g 3,159 2,130 548 481 ?> 91,100 503 29
'1; 100 % 67.4 %| 17.3 % 15.2 % 17.45 ot Selocted, Serving 65 13 g0
T 53 17 32,1 36 67.9 181 58 32.0 123 68.0
TOTAL SIVIL oo | cramat | % TOTAL CCIVIL % b crIMINAL | %
\. JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
— - Par
Toxg He. C No. tmpancied (N0 Discharged New On ST A Par
L . ssiy 1, 1975 v io7s | Fviee’ | Juiy i, 1976 TOTAL Session JS;‘?L
]
g 3 1 2 1 2 5,> 23,400 571 | 29
A :
N 41 820 301 20.0 7.34 - :
D For National Profile
Sessions durorg in Hows in Avg, Jurors | Avg, Hours Opzn Foldout
Convened Session Session por Session ] per Hestion | At Bacle Cover
\. USAGE STATISTICS
4 - !"HSTDF%ECAL COMPARISONS -~ \
Y TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
i Rumbor | 5 Criminal | g0t % Selected | Jduror Totaf Nuiber of | Mumbersf | | AVSSE
YEAR of Jury " dury gf:&?;ge%r or Usage N ugggéc. Sassions Heursin igi:)rggeggr
Trialy Trials Challenged Servmg index Juries Convened - Sessiorn Sosson -
1972  33 69.7 19.1 74.6 20,33 - - - -
1973 53 64.2 | 12.9 70.2 15.88 s - - -
1974 43 . 58.1 9.5 74.1 14.93 - - s —
i975 30 56.7 | 31.3 49.9 21.84 2 18 122 6.78
1976 53 - 67.9 15.2 67.4 17.45 3 41 301 7.24
19 ; : W
COMMENT: Iowa, Southern reported one notorious case which necessitated summoning many

more prospective jurors than usual. Such an occurrence usually has an adverse effect on
utilization statistics; nevertheless, this district recorded overall improvement in the

area of percent selected or serving which rose from 49.9% in 1975 to 67.4% in 1976. The
district's JUI also improved, recording 17.45 in 1976. Iowa, Southern experienced a
76.7% increase in total jury trials in F.Y. 1976 - 53 jury trials in F.Y. 1976 compared
to 30 jury trials in 1975 - with a corresponding increase in the total number of jurors
available to serve.
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MINNESOTA

JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1976
4 4
L1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L]
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selacted Not Belasted, USAGE ; T Per | Fer
Avnilanie or Challenged Sorving or INDEX S TOTAL Trigl ™ | " Juror
SvARe Serving 3 Chotlengzd ' ; Day._ } Day.
P 7,117 4,820 1,119 1,178 E? 176,100 404 25
E
T 100 % 67.7 ¢ 15.7¢ 16.6 = 16.32 Not Selected, Sevving o 29, 200
] or Chatlenged %
T 97 50 51.54 47 48.5 436 279 64.0 157 36.0
TUTAL CIVIL % | crwnaL 1w TOTAL oL v, cndian | o0
L JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS i
7 ‘ . N
NLUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ) ESTIMATED COSTS
{ ] . g g Py
Totat Ma, G Mo, impanclod.  oDischarged 130, O : o P -
FY 1676 wiy 1,975 | FVI9I6 | EY 1078 of duy 1, 1976 ToTAL Sersion |
G 2 1 1 1 1 & 30,300 583 § 29
R
A
M 52 1,048 261 20.2 5.02
D = For National Profile
Bassions Jurors in Hours in Avg, _ﬁm{m th\mm @pen Foldout
Camef‘f‘q ‘ Sosston ’ Sessten il gae'&ﬁ!!}ﬁ e r Session At Back Cover
\ USAGE STATISTICS [//
4 X » HISTQRICAL GOMPARISONS , \\
SIRY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 3 GRAND S tJﬁﬁ?i U?%‘ YEAT 15.1*3\; a k
Fis..cAL  Mumbae or ;vg{.iw;nq; % Mot o, Ge ?Cﬂ:t@d .iasfnr : e !\\au aes ol 5 DumbBer of - Average
Wifi:;!s :..m,.mj.ﬂ%, Challengad Eerving indox v Corvened [ Segsion Gpssinn
1972 - 115 40.0 27.9 51.7 16.24 | . . R U e
1973 114 41.2 18.4 64.0 16.15 e Cee - o
1974 76 4o 43.4 | 27.0 56.9 18.52 | . R S
1975 90 51.1 | 13.8 71.4 17.55f 2 | 46 294 6.39
. | 97 48.5 16.6 67.7 16,32 2 - 52 1 261 - 5.02
\_ 1976 | » S

COMMENT: The trial of a multi-district litigation case which began in November 1974
continued through fiscal year 1976. This case involved the use of two juries, at times
sitting together; however, the double jury was combined into one jury of 20 members in
September 1975. The jury was further reduced to 10 members in May 1976.

This district recorded a large number of last minute pleas, settlements and continuances
which resulted in the non-use of available jurors. Further, Minnesota has“a prattice of

calling new jurors in for a separate orientation at the beginning of their term of service. -

This results in large groups of prospective jurors present at the courthouse with only a
small number of them selected for jury duty. These two factors combine to adversely effect
the utilization performance of Minnesota} nevertheless, this district recorded a reductlon
in its: JUI in E.Y. 1976. 118 :



JUROR USAGE PROFILE

MISSOURI EASTERN

3
L1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity)

FISCAL YEAR 1976

4
JUDGESHIPS L |

116

( NUMBER.OF JUROR DAYS B JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE , & Per  { Per
Avaliable . o _ Challengad Servingor INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
vaiaole - Berving Challengsd. | Day Day
P 5,379 2,968 1,318 1,093 < 135,900 431 25
E
T 100 % 55.2 % 24.5% 20.3 %| 17.08 Not Selected, Serving ;_g 27,600
i oy Challenged
T 121 58 47.9 63 52.1 315 155 49,2 160 50.8
TOTAL: ChviL % 1& CRIVINAL % C TOTAL CIVIL 55 CRIMINAL %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
N : " T Fer
Totat © No. O - Mol Impansiesdt - INo.Discharged No, 0 Pe
FY 1876 Juiy 1, 1975 SN 1676 b Fy 10760 | duiy 1, 1576 TOTAL Session | J4r0r
G 6 2 4 2 4 %’3 62,200 560 | 28
R
A
N 111 2,187 585 19.7 5.27
D : , : - For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Heurs in Avg, Jurors | Avg, Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session - ? Session per Sesssan per Session % Back Cover
N USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
FISCAL : -
- £ g . % Not. . Total, . i ; Avarags
veAR | Gy | PG| goleteg | RSCES o GIR ) Numperer | NIREST | NIRRT | Numborof
anais ’Ta":ala Challenged Serving lndex’ Juries | Convengd : Sessron Session
1972 107 56.1 | 15.5 60.5 19.75 - - s -
1973 119 | 57.1 | 18.2 56.1 20.42 - . - -
1974 118 53.@9". 24.7 50.6 18.58 - i o -
1975 | 10877[753.7 | 19.0 | 59.4 | 17.17 | 4 7 401 5.65
97 121 | 52.1 | 20.3 55.2 17.08 6 111 585 5.27



JUROR USAGE PROFILE

MISSOURI WESTERN

4
L1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity)

FISCAL YEAR 1978

JUDGESHIPS L._i.!

a NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTlMATED £OsTS \\
" Total Selected Py Not Selected, ‘USAGE : / o Per
Availabie or - Chatlenged Sevingor INDEX TOTAL rml A durore
; Berving Challengsd Bay Day -
z 4,600 2,141 1,126 1,333 % 117,100 626 25
1; 100 % 46.5 %|  24.5 % 29.0 %| 24.60 Not Selected, Seving & 34,000
T 70 23 32.9 47 67.1 187 56 29.9 131 70.1
TOTAL eivi, | % CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CiviL % cRibINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS .
a NUMBER QF GRAND JURIES EST&MATED COsTS )
, ' ’ T} Per
Tatal - Na.On No. | led |No.Discharged] Mo, On Fer' | 'y
FY 1976 Juiy°1 1975 ey 1976 | FY 1976 | July 1, 1978 TOT/AL Session | Hror |
§ 6 3 3 3 3 i 30,600 665 | 34
A
N 46 892 290 19.4 6.30 : :
D ; ( . For National Profile
Sessions durersin Hoursin' - - [ Avg, Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
’ Convened’ Bession Session per Session . |, per Segsion | At Back Cover
USAGE STATISTICS
(" HISTORICAL COMPARISONS e | A
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ‘  GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION -
FISCAL o % Not © Total ‘ k ‘ ; . fverage
Number. | % Criminal A % Selected J ' 2§01 Numberaf | Numberof | ;
YEAR e l‘zfri.?ure;; : jggfna g;x?e% 80?.61'8 UL;;:; V]’\!_uépbag of é‘l Qs’::;? ‘ }?g’:‘;{;: Htg:}gﬁé ;_f
Trials ~Trials Chal;er?geg Serving Index " Jintes | Convened Session | “Siion
1972 65 | 3.1 | 30.2 | 47.9 | 25.25| — -~ - ~
1973 S 101 ‘ . 72.3 33.0 45.3 25.51 ~ R — o ..,
072 | 88, 79.51 27.1 47.2 20.76 | — AR .
1975 68 72,1 31.7 45.5 26.67| 4 |' 94 | 627 | = 6,6
_ 1976 70°-| - 67.1 | 29.0 | 46.5 | 24.60| 6 | 46 - 290 |
COMMENT: The jury selection process for a notoriety trial in this dlstrlct in'F.Y. 1976

lasted two days and required the presence of a large number of prospective jurors. This
type of trial tends to aaversely effect the juror utilization statistics and should be
taken into account when reviewing this district's profile.

Missouri, Western exhibited a decline in the number of grand jury sessions convened- 46
sessions in F.Y. 1976 as compared to 94 sessions convened in F.Y. 1975.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

NEBRASKA

3
t.l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury irial agtivity)

FISCAL YEAR 1976

3
JUDGESHIPS |

( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Towd ) O Sodected - s l!JNSSg)% TOTAT J??ri ) 1[}6‘2
forprii bt % Ghatienges TQTAL Tria . durer
»y-zw&:im!:s‘ N QE:’;{!E} N Day Diay
E; 4,004 2,108 621 $ 115,800 493 29
T 100 % 52.6 % 15,5 % 31.8 %y 17.04 Not Selected, Serving &3 36, 800
I or Challenged N
T 63 44 69.8 ¢ 19 30.2 235 157 66.8 78 33.2
TOTAL cwit | jonmmusg ] s  TOYAL CIViL, 5 | oeraamal |
\. JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAVS J
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \\
- . r s g o Poy
Tetal o, O B, dmp 2 o Bl O P Py Stire
#1870 i e R sy fuby 1, 1970 TOTAL Seosion | T
G 1 - 1 - 1 £ 14,100 940 43
R T
A
M 15 326 103 21.7 6.87 i\\\
) For National Profile
Heses in 5 Houss Open Foldout
o i’ e : rer At Bacl Caver
USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS | h
PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILITATION
FISCAL |™ o, ’ I R
YEAR S,‘ch?sd % Selected Jusor Amrawf
Sewving c;c' e Q,‘:N Usage
. Chatlengad Serving Index
1972 57 38.6 | 27.5 56.8 19.65 - - -
1973 69 47.8 31.2 50.2 17.93 o - - o
1974 62 40.3 28.8 53.8 16.74 o o - s
1978 62 . 46.8 30.4 51.9 19.88 1 23 154 - 6.70
07 63 30.2 | 31.8 52.6 17.04 1 15 103 . 6.87
\_ 1976 , 7
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

NORTH DAKCTA

-4
L1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

FISCAL YEAR 1976

JUDGESHIPS L.,__._Jz

[ NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS w
Tota Solgsted Chellenged | Semmer” | INDEX TotAL * | Thm | e
s . or alienge <8rYIngG ar ; ra ~UTor
Available Sering 01 Chlionmed Day Day.
; 2,166 1,295 362 509 $ 74,100 706 | 34
T 100 % 59.8 w| 16.7 % 23.5 % 20.63 NutSelected.Sewing$ 17,400
i or Challenged
T 24 10 41.70 14 58.3 105 48 45.7 57 |54.3
TOTAL CIVIL i) CRIMINAL % TOTAL ZiviL Zh CRIMINAL .
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
Toral Mo.O No. impancled |Na.Discharged] Mo, O e per | o
FY 1876 Jsly1,1975 | Fv 1978 EY 1876 | duty 1, 1978 TETAL - | gossion | IO
G 2 1 1 1 1 & 10,300 1,288} 61
R 1
A
N 8 168 44 21.0 5.50
D For National Profile
Sessions - Jurors in ‘Hours in Ava, durors | Ay, Hours Open Foldout
Gonvened Session “Sassion per Session | per Session At Back Cover
_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 | HISTORICAL COMPARISONS R
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION : GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
FISCAL B * ) : g : - et
Numbe Criminal ] o Not % Selected | J Tatal imberof | Numberof |  Averese |
VEAR | oy | PR sl | RPGUU G| mumberor | Uit | Nounie' | gamberor
Frials Tigls Challenged Serving Index Jurigs Convened - | Session |- " gueqay
1972 14 78.6 | 15.5 | 61.7 | 20.57 | - - - -
1973 31 64.5 | 14.2 66.0 18.87 — A - i
1974 25 [ 60.0 | 9.0 | 74.5 16.88 | - o oy
1975 36 | 66.7 | 23.0 57.7 20,60 | 2 9 51
Ltore | 24 | 58.3 | 23.5 59.8 20,63 | -2 | 8 | 44 | 5

COMMENT: This district reported the occurrence of a notoriety trial requiring a large

panel for the selection of the jury. Further, North Dakota reported a substantial number

of jurors whe must travel to the place of holding court on the day prior to the day of

service and who are included in JS-11 statistical totals.
an adverse effect on a district's utilization performance.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

SOUTH DAKOTA

4
L.} PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity)

FISCAL YEAR 1976

2
JUDGESHIPS L]

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Toul © Selected | Not Selected, ‘i’;\?égf ToTAL" . 1?9;" b j_Per
Available Sefg;n 4. Cha”eﬁﬁd ﬁﬁ;‘{,‘;}f’n‘é& ' Dr;?; g;{:’r
P 4,160 1,809 841 1,510 136,700 809 33
E
T 100 % 43.5 o 20.2 o 36.3 9| 24.62 NotSelected,Servingg-P‘; 49, 600
or Chaltenged
i -
T 64 17 26.6 47 73.4 169 70 41.4 99 58.6
T voTAL. | CIVIL % & CRIMINAL | % TOTAL 1 CiviL % CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
é NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
o e - ; T T ) o Per
Total “Neo.C Mo, Impaneled  INo.Discharged No. C . Per
Y 1976 wiy1,1975 | FY 176 | FYi976. | duly i, 1976 roTAL Session | o
G 2 2 - - 2 % 43,100 1,197 65
R
A
N 36 659 206 18.3 5.72
D > , ; ‘ - For National Profile
géessiens ' Jurars in Hoursie -} Ava Jurors | Avg, Hours Open Foldout
Convened 4 Session ~ Session per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 B HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION |
ot 1 Number o Criminal % Not % Selected | Juro Total Numberof | Numberof |  Average
YEAR ~of Jury ® junr\’,}m sse'e.‘:md' ® orce Ussrzgera thnbe:juf s‘es‘srs;so : P‘iig?;rsgr? ' r;li'umber of
- Trigis “Trials cgg,’;:gg‘;& Serving Index Jt’:?{:es Gonvened | Sessfori - g;gf: r
1972 40 | 67.5 | 28.6 | 50.8 24.66 | g - .
1073 39 | 59.0 | 338 | 468 | 2670 | | o | b
1674 38 | 63.2 | 28.4 46.3 22.39 e S
s | 30 1 7330 36.3 | 42.2 | 2418 3 ‘35 | 221 6.31
64 .| 73.4 | 36.3 | 43.5 | 24.62| 2 36 206 5.72
.\1976 , , ; ’ .
COMMENT: South Dakota recorded 64 jury trials in 1976, more than double the 30 jury trials

reported in 1975, A<.a consequence the number of jurors available rose 81% from 2,297 in
1975 to 4,160 in 1976 and the estimated petit juror costs nearly doubled.
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ALASKA

JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1976
2
1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity} JUDGESHIPS L_f._j
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS w
Yotal Selected Not Seleeted, - USAGE - i Per Por
Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial. | Joror
] Serving : Challenged ) By Day -
f; 1,864 1,161 226 477 § 55,800 627 30
T 100 % 62.3 % 12.1 9| 25.6 % 20.94 Not Selected, Serving $ 14,300
i or Challenged Ve
T 18 2 1.1} 16 88.9 89 15 16.9 ] 74 83.1
TOTAL CIVIL % I CRIMINAL { % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMENAL 1 %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
- ™
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Fotal No. O Mo impancled  |No.Discharged]  No.© SR per | e
Y 1975 July 1, 1975 FY Yere | Fviaze Julyui, 1976 TOTAL Session ‘§5‘§§’,’
G 1 1 - - 1 § 25,400 1,210| 62
R
A
N 21 410 79 19.5 3.76
D : For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hoursin | Avg Jurors | Avg, Hours | Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per Sasston per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ;
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION B  GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
FISCAL Number O Potrities % Not 9 Setected 1 Total Numbé f b ber of Avarégek :
veAR | Wi | RO | i | S| bt | Mot | Nkl |
’ Trials * Trisls gﬁg{ggg(;a Serving Index ?;?,23 Convened | :Ses*.r;i‘cm' \g:gopfr
1972 13 | 92.3 | 24.4 58.6 2311 | - - b b .
1673 ‘16 | 87.5 | 19.2 66.6 | 2031 | o | _ | - | <
1974 | 12 75,0 | 43.7 51.1 2277 b | e b - L
1975 12 | 83.3 | 36.3 | 49.5 | 25.41 | 2 | .17 | 9 | 5.65 |
(te76 | 18 | 88.9 | 25.6 62.3 20094 | 1 Y| 2 | 76 | 3.76 i
7/
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ARIZONA

JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1976

3 5
L1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT f{with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS ...

r
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS ;’JUROG?: ESTIMATED COSTS w _
: ot Selected, SAGE . i Per !
m{‘ﬁl ) 3..?3? ed Ghatlenged Ngéw?n?ée?d INDEX TOTAL : Trial | Juror
| Awaliane 8% ing Challenged. : _Day Day
P 8,022 3,659 2,400 1,963 % 203,000 655 25 .
E
T 100 % 45.6 % 29.9 %l 24.5 %| 25.88 Not Selected, Serving g2 49, 700
i or Challenged '35“9
T 174 8 4.6 166 95.4 310 24 7.7 286 92.3
TOTAL CCiviL % & cRiMINAL | % TOTAL CIVIL % | CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS )
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
, S TR ‘ sor 4 POF
CPetal oo NosOn plo, mpaneted - Mo Dischargad Mo. On : Per -
FY 1975 Saly 1, 1975 Y iove | Fyieve | duy 1,197 TOTAL Session | Ao
G 7 3 4 3 4 %773 55,200 526 27
R
A
N 105 2,063 664 19.6 6.32
o = , For Mational Profile
Sassions Jurors in Hours i Avg, Jutors | Ayy, Howmrs Open Foldout
Convened Session Session : per Sessian per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 | HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
- J‘Uﬁ’ijﬂmmt‘s PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION ;
FISCAL [ , ” gt v aléedided v
YEAR ,Jagj";}/;,“/ R Ciminal seieciad, | % Selected | - duror Numbr of Nemberof. | Mumber of Numbar of
Tri : Serving or Servi [ dgx Grand Convened ' | Session Hours per
Trieks Telals Challenged erving f Juries © onvi Session
72 |, 141 90.1 | 28.6 46.9 23.85 | .o | oo o -
1973 168" 89.3 | 26.1 47.5 21.52 | A B L }i
b i : s
1674 127 | 94.5 | 26.3 50.5 23.81 | . - - o I‘
o5 | 151 ] 92.1 | 21.2 53.9 22.00 6 92 | “s84 16.35
o6 | 174 | 95.4 | 24.5 | 456 | 25881 7 | 105 | 664 6.32
COMMENT: Arizona reported a substantial number of last minute occurrences, such as

continuances and changes of plea, which resulted in jurors present for voir dire but not
utilized. These occurrences tend to have an adverse effect on a district's utilization
performance and should be kept in mind when reviewing Arizona's usage profile.
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CALIFORNIA NORTHERN

JUROR USAGE PROFILE o FISCAL YEAR 1976
2 ,.,’ ;o . "
L1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) - JUBGESHIPS (e
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR B fNATED £osTs
T Toral Selected < Mot Seleeted, USAGE , e S By Bar
Avaifable of ©~ ° . .Challenged Rewing or INDEX" PR : “’QTAL : Jumr
Serving Challengad § Sl ] C Day
; 12,570 8,397 1,470 | 2,703 n % . 350,900 28
1; 100 % 66.8 %|  11.7%  21.5 %| 16.16 - || Mot Selcted, Senin & 75, 400
‘ 119 54 45.47 65 54.6 i 403 151,81 375 |48.2
TOTAL i oW CRIMINAL L % 21 chak e CRIMINAL |- %j
\_ JURY TRIALS | u;kmv TRIAL DAYS _ J
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES , ESTIMATED COSTS )
Total No. Ne, impancled NG.Dj hreﬁé.'N oh 1 ey e Per
FY 1976 wiyi,1875 | FYiess . | Frieve | 'tu«fz 151%‘ Wm AL " Session | 14O
g 11 5 R 6 S % 84,400 1 570 | 29
A i r\
N 148 2,935 | 805 19.8 o
o == For National Profile ‘
- Sessions _durorsin | Hoursin Avg, Juror&{/ 4+ 0Open Foldout
- Convened Bession 7 Sassion . r.xerSess:gn 1P ol At Back Covar
\ | USAGE STATISTICS oy L
4 HISTORICAL COMPAR!QOI\S | )
w T PR J i Af g 2 ’ -
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION - gk 17 JUOR UTcLlZAﬂQ\\s R
ot Mumber T 9 érﬁﬁnal % Not. % Selected Juror ' - Nube ‘wmberm‘ 'AQerage fr/
YEAR of :%ury 'm, .m:ry SS:S%:;%‘, o dr: . Usage Ll surs in e%‘gﬂgsggf s
lTr:s‘sls J Trials - Challenged Serving Index . Bession ;
1972 130 | 76.9 | 22.0 | 64,5 »| 18.78
1573 109 | 716 | 23.8 | 64.6 | 18. 07
1974 | 101, | 62.4 | 20.5 67.6 |, 16. 15
1975 107, | 58.9 | 21.2 | 65.8 | 15.97
L 1e76 | 119 | 54.6 | 21.5 | 6.8 | 16.16

COMMENT:  This district reported one highly publlcued case which requlred an xtraordmar-
ily large numbexr of prospectlve jurors for a jury selection which took semn days ‘o Lom-
plete. This situation, in addition to the many cases whith were: Lonrlnued »nr settled at
the last minute, had an adverse effect on the utilization statr' sucs and %t least partla» 1y

=3 iy
- ,I

accounts for the increase in the JUI in F. Y. 1976. (i o :

L

R - Revised to more acculately reflect the number o; ~gram} yurles at :tne beg:mnlng of
E.Y. 1976 oL B

R

s




JUROR USAGE PROFILE

CALIFORNIA EASTERN

2
L.—§ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

FISCAL YEAR 1976

3
JUDGESHIPS !

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS )
el Soloated. | MatSelectd, ?{\?Qgﬁ oA £ o ]
| . Available Soming | | e T Day__| Day
P 6,549 3,497 786 2,266 %ﬁ“’f‘ 208,300 | 744 32
E
T 100 % 53.4 4| 12.0 9% 34.6 %l 23.39 Not Selected, Serving ¢» 72,100
; ) - or Challenged <
T 57 7 12.3 50 87.7 280 58 20.7 222 79.3
L OTOTAL b civiL % § cRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIVIL o f CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
a NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
P o , . e , ' ‘ Per
C Total Mea, Dn Mo. impansied - INo.Discharged No, On . N : Per
FY 1076 sy 1, 1975 | FY 1976 | EY 1876 | duly 1, 1978] TOTAL | gession | RO
G 3 1R 2 2 1 g% 36,600 732 | 35
R
A :
M 50 1,044 182 20.9 3.64
D = For National Profile
Sessions durars in Hours in Avg, Jurors | Avg, Hours Open Foldout
Lonvenecd Saocsion Session wer Session per Sesgion | At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
SRYTRIALE T PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION * GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
I AL Numbst | % Crirningl % Not % Selected Juro V'ka"MMm £ M;%mf” Average
YEAR | ety | "y Solees | POGESS o | Mumberof | Moidohe | Haurein | Namberof |
frials ifials ‘ Challe'n sed Serving Index Juries 'Ccn\fened‘ Session Session ©
1972 43 | 62.8 | 23.2 66.8 15.27 - - fR
1973 52 | 84.6 | 32.2 | 57.0 | 2079} i L »
1974 59 81.4 | 29.2 58.4 18.86 = - o Sy
1975 58 | 81.0 | 32.7 55.4 20.55 3 50 191 | 3.82
1976 57 87.7 | 34.6 53.4 23.39 3. 7 50 182 1| 3.64 )

- COMMENT: This district reported three highly publicized jury trials involving notorious

" defendants.

In addition, California,

The selections of the juries for these cases required extraordinarily large
panels of prospective jurors and each lasted several days.

Eastern continued its practice of calling in all prospective jurors at the start of their
term of service for separate orientation days - a practice which results in large groups

of unused jurors present at the courthouse.

The two above mentioned factors, both of

whigh have an adverse effect on juror utilization statistic¢s, should be kept in mind when |
reviewing this district's performance during the past fiscal year.

R - Revised to more accurately reflect the number of grand juries at the beginning of
F.Y. 1976.
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

CALIFORNIA CENTRAL

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

FISCAL YEAR 1978

JUDGESHIPS L..,.,.,il 6

2 :\Z-I‘,

é NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS SUROR ESTIMATED COSTS w
ot Seliated Q o Nggr‘s@iemeﬂ, Y‘\?é\g? ' 'T{)TAiV,-‘ L TF‘er! 1 Per
- ¥ natien Serving or - . O [ B 1T ey o
Auafiable Serving s Chaﬁmfm& o 5;?,1 J{i}‘;‘;r
P ' . ;
E 19,934 12,441 1,974 5,519 % 505,200 498 25
T 100 % % % % Not Selested, Serving g '
s 62.4 %| 9.9 % 27.7 % 19.64 ot Selocted. Serving & 139, 900
- ,
! 206 37 18.0 169 82.0 1,015 193 19.0 822 81.0
TOTAL CIVIL % __JTCRIMINAL | % TOTAL “BIVIL % CRIMINAL | %7
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS A
'/’
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Total No. On No. Impzneles  [Ne,Discharged]  Ne, Or i P ol
FY 1676 July 1, 1975 v ia76 - 1 Eviaze | duiy i, ?g‘fa 10TAL Sescian For
G 26 11 15 8 18 &{5 223,200 | 528 27
R
A
N 423 8,137 2,226 19.2 5.26
D > ; = For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hors i Hwag, Jurors. | A, Hours Open Foldout
Convened Begsion Sesgjon por Session par Session At Back Cover
\L USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS | A
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GHAMDJURDRUTHA;gHON
FISCAL ) ™ '
Number .| 'Q 1 ,.L"’ N?t. % Selected Juroe Total r~=’§‘ﬁ;;“nm‘“-‘f‘—4 urnber oT= T " AVELAGE .. »
YEAR 1 of dury  § x;:)[rr:;naw ;:;;fsuo’r or ? Usage Wg?ggnf Sessions Ha,nlr’sri:r i‘f_gﬂ?;gf
Trials mals | Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Sessmgw . ‘Sassian |
1972 229 | 87.3 | 24.3 66.3 19.15 | -~ = - -
1973 248 | 83.5 | 27.7 63.2 20.44 | SRR B -
974 | 193 83.4 | 30.0 | 61.0 20,08 | a - ¥
1975 202 84.7 | 28.2 62.0 20.83 26 494 2,571 |  5.20
1976 206 | 82.0 | 27.7 | 62.4 | 19.64 | 26 " | 423 | 2,226 | 5.6 )
COMMENT: This district reported many instances in which a jury panel available for |

selection could not be used due to last minute pleas, settlements and continuances of

cases.
oppertunity for them to be used.

This problem resulted in large numbers of jurors available to serve, but with no
California, Central experienced several notorlety

trials, as well as a number cf trials expected to last a considerable length of time.
These cases required extra large panels of prospective jurors for the selection process

due to the numwber of challenges and excuses for cause ant1c1pated

In addition, this

district continued the practice of summoning all prospectlve jurors for separate orienta-
tion days at the start of their term of service.
jurors present for service and paid but not utilized in a voir dire or a trial.
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JUROR USAGE PRGFILE

CALIFORNIA SOUTHERN

1
L..=1 PLAGES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

FISCAL YEAR 1976

5
JUGGESHIPS 1|

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
o Toml o Seleed e | NauSmected, | RASR TOTAL Tt | Jerer
- P 11,375 6,917 2,127 2,331 %5 327,800 604 29
E . —
T o a00%, | -60.8 % 18.7 9 20.5 | 20.95 Not Selected, Serving é; 67,200
- :
T 146 14 9.6 132 90.4 543 100 18.4 443 81.6
TOTAL cvie ] % I cemnar !l % TOTAL CIViL % | CRIMINAL | %
N JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
i i i a1 B A, = \
. { B NUMBER QF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
: ' i . R ~ L2 Per
; LD No, hrapaneled - {No.Discharged) ~ No, On R i
fr'-?}%m sii 2878 L Sl R i AR TOTAL Speston | OF
G 14 8 6 6 8 8 81,400 460 | 24
24
A oo = -
N 177 3,441 796 19.4 450
B e , For National Profile
Lagsions - Jurovs in Fours in Avg, Jurors ] Avg, Hours Open Foldout
Convened Besslon Session por Session wer Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS M
a HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
FISCAL R B = " N -
vear | Mumber | wodminat | AU | tSeleowd | duror | 198 | Numberof | Numberof | AvERS
e gTaLry Cedupy Serving or or Usgage Grand, - - Sessiong Hqurf in Hours per
" Trials Tria{;\\\ Cha!ller?ged Serving index fuptes | Convened Session Sesion
1972 143 | 95.1 | 33.0 46.8 26.98 | .,d = e
- y T
1673 135 94.8, | 35.0 43.0 27.24 | _ - ~ o
1974 148 e 93."9 28.3 50.1 24,54 R | Q‘" . o -
176 | 151 | 95.4 | 25.6 | 53.6 | 23.66 | 14 | ‘192 | 8e6 |, 4.51
ia76 146 '90.4 | 20.5 60.8 20.95 14 | 177 | 796 4.50
\. : » , — - _J

COMMENT: This is another of the districts which call in the entire panel of prospective
jurors at the beginning of their term of service for a separate orientation day. The high
percentage of prospective jurors not selected, serving or challenged is a result of the
orientation program and the adverse effect of this practice should be kept in mind when
reviewing California, Southern's utilization profile.
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HAWALI

JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1876

1
L.} PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L.?._,,J

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS j
 Totat Selected v - Nt Selected,. USAGE - B oo Py b Par 3
. Avaifable - v or Challenged -} - Servingor INDEX TOTAL . o Triat o Jarar
Serving, Challenged o Bay. ;»r«l?a o
; 1,509 981 397 131 % 33,000 337 22
T 100 % 65.0 %| 26.3 % 8.7 % 15.40 Not Selected, Serving & 3 g9
|
T 20 7 35.08 - 13 65.0 98 52 53.1 46 146.9
ToTAL  f . civiL % b CRIMINAL | %  TOTAL civit | % crmaman | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS -/
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
: . SR L Py
Total - Nao, Ng, lm fed  INo.Disch ed " No, D : Per .
FY 1076 Ju;y1,1975 ?3% o | FY icg‘z?ég Juwoiﬁg?s y ToTAL. Session_ Jg;gr’
g 3 1 2 1 2 % 15,900 482 | 25
A
N 33 645 198 19.5 6.00
D , = For National Profile
Sessions . Jurors in. Hours in Avg. durors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Bassion perSessian | - per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS | D
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ‘ GRAND JUROR unuzmaom ey
FISCAL T
e % Not Total
Nuamb %, Crh i : % Sel ¢l J ; : N h af N be f
vean | Memwer | momne | gl | S| | gror | Mol | Sl |y
S~ TFrigls »“s'.»mw Challenged Serving {ndex Juries z Cénvened Session ‘
1972 13 69.2 | 19.1 | 57.6 15.98 |~ | o~ | = =
1973 20 60.0 | 37.6 48.2 22.29 - - - e
1974 18| 83.3 ] 35.2 | s4.4 | 22,001 | - - ~ -
1975 21 76.2 | 13.3 58.2 19.93 | 1 | 35 | 183 | 5,23
\_ 1976 20 | 65.0 | 8.7 65.0 15.40 [ 3. 33 | 198
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

IDAHO

3
! PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

FISCAL YEAR 1976

JUDGESHIPS L_2._..J

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROF ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected . ' Not Selected, USAGE Per | Per
Available or g Challenged Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
Serving Challenged Day Day .
; 2,265 1,574 239 452 % 65,700 450 29
T 100 % 69.5 %| 10.6 %l 20.0 %| 15.51 Not Selected, Serving $ 13,100
i or Challenged
T 25 8 32.0 17 68.0 146 97 66.4 49 33,6
TOTAL civit. 1 % FormimaL ] % TOTAL §  CIVIL % { CRIMINAL | %
\ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS )
i é ' NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS ‘\
'v"““' T e €N . . - Par
Togel bl Na, On Mo, Impanaled  [No,Discharged No, O Pe
FY 1576 iy 11978 | EY 1976 £V ia76 | duly 1, 1976 TOTAL | socgion | “aror |
G 3 1 2 1 2 ? 35,300 1,217 58
R
A
N 29 604 182 20.8 6.28
D - = For Mational Profile
Gussions Jurorsin Hoys in 1 Avg. Jurors | Ava, Hours Open Foldout
Canvenegd Session Safrion per Sestion per Session At Back Cover
\. USAGE STATISTICS
d | HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
RIRY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION '  GRANDWJUROR UTILIZATION
FISCAL - " ' i \
Number | % Criminal % Not % Selected 3 Totdl | Numberof | Mumberos | | AVErsge
YEAR ¥ ;luryr .ff;ﬁr:;na Ss:xicnte%r ece;c e U‘;;‘;‘; thnpfs;g of g‘;‘sig;: 1 ﬁgflrig;’ e;gq:nber é;f
Trinls |- Tials Chaﬂer?ge v Serving index J:;?ies Conpvensd | Session %‘E’;‘;?opnr
1972 25 44,0, 17.1 71.7 17.12 = i i -
1973 16 68.8 | 26.3 61.1 20.65 - - B -
1974 23 26.1 | 17.7 70.9 16.05 - L - -
1975 23 39.1 | 26.4 60.5 15.39 2 26 | 170 | 6.54
L1976 25 - 68.0 20.0 69.5 15.51 3 29 ! : 182 6.28j
e ‘ . : i
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'MONTANA

JUROR USAGE PROFILE

4
i1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury tria

| activity)

FISCAL YEAR 1976

JUDGESKIPS L.,_2..._J

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS ﬂ
lncted Not Selected, USAGE a0 S s e Far
ol SRS L Chalenged | | Serving o INDEX O rorar S e
~ Sérving L . Chatlenged ook o Baye 1o Dy
; 1,370 750 301 319 43,000 642 31
T 100 % 54.7 9| 22.0 o 23.3 w| 20.45 Not Sslected, Serving & 10,000
| or Challenged "2
T 32 12 37.5 20 62.5 67 32 47.8 35 1 52.2 ¢
TOTAL GIVIL % f crivmAL | % TOTAL  § 7 CiwiL % CRIMIBAL | iR ,
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS S
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES , ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total + No,D 1 No.lmpaneled  [NoDischarged]  No/On N Copep o grRr
FY 1978 July 1,1975 BV 1976 ’ Fv 1976 | suly i, 1976 o TOTAL | saien |l
g 1 1 - 1 - % 12,160 | 1,344| 62
A
N 9 194 66 21.6 7.33
D = === S e = For National Profile
Sessions durorsin{ - Hoursin Avg, Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Session per-Session per Session ‘ At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 | HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
, JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION - GRAND Juaaéfunuz;\'rkow' v
FISCAL o ) R ] o R
YEAR Namber % Criminal SS:::?JQ, % Selected Juror NL?;:: of | Nur:}f?e:“ of | Numbergf Nﬁﬁf};‘:\'ﬁ;{
of dury Jury Serving or of Usage " Grand - Sessions : Heftes i ; Hours per | -
Tna\s Trials Challenged Serving Index Cdwries Convened . § Ges;ian Sk S@___ﬁ@n
1972 37 | 56.8 | 21.4 61.1 17.88 | = e e ot
1973 35 | 60.0 | 16.8 | 66.7 | 18.52 | - - L
74 [=21_ [ . 38.1 | 30.9 50.0 17.45 | = - - .
1975 39 | 41.0 | 30.4 51.0 19.73 | 2.} 15 | 95
1978 32 62.5 | 23.3 54.7 20.45 1 9 66
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NEVADA

JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1976
L2 | PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L2 _|
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS ! uRoR ESTIMATED COSTS \
' “Total - 8edected | Not Selected, USAGE , ; Par - Per
. Avaitable LOF Challenged 't  Servingor INDEX JOTAL - Triat -1 Juror
RS Serving Challenged Day Day
P
£ 4,327 2,450 652 1,225 % 111,300 583 26
';" 100 % 56.6 %| 15.1 % 28,3 % 22,65 Not Seleted Servi"d § 31,500
T 55 6 10.9 49 89.1 191 13 6.8 178 93.2
STOTAL o Cvik | % crmvimaL | % < FOTAL F oivIL . - % § criMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS -
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
s I . ‘ b [ . Per
Lots) - Ne.O Mo, Im fed  INo.Dischargsd No, O P
eiare | iyt | Ceraese DY iese July%,lg“ii?ﬁ TOTAL Session | Jaror
G ]
A 4 2 1 2 2 % 52,600 591 | 31
A ' ;
N 89 1,704 421 19.1 4,73
D , , : = For National Profile
Sessions durotsin Hours in Avg, durors | Avg, Hours Open Foldout
Lonvened Sessign Session per Session per Sgssion At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 | HISTORICAL COMPARISONS , A
CJURY TRIALS . PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ' GRAND JURDR UTILIZATION ’
FISCAL - : « ~ — .
; Number | % opminal | (N9 | o selected | noowl ) Numberof | Numberof | Average
vEAR || | R | o, | RS || by or | Mmberel | Nemberef | vkl
T’;"tefsr ; Tm!s Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened ,‘:Sess;on. ;. Gesston
1972 40 | 72.5 | 25.9 | s4.2 23.62 | —- - = -
1973 [ 51 | 88:2 | 23.1 58.5 21.87 | .— | 9~ 1 = B
- 61 | 7750 | 19.1 58.4 20,28 | - |~ | = | -
1975 | 36 -| 88.9 | 26.0 | 59.2 | 20.99 | 4 | 8 | 351 | 4.08
_ 1975 -85 | 89.1 | 28.3 56.6 22,65 | 4 | 89 | 421 | 4.73
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

5
L] PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

FISCAL YEAR 1978

JUDGESHIPS L....s...l

4 NUMBER OF JURORDAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS W
Total Selocted ‘ 1~ Not Selected, USAGE ~ for Par
Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX TOTAL. Trial Juror
.. Serving ‘ Challenged . , Day Day
g 3,081 1,670 714 697 $ 81,600 | 423 | 26
T g o o 9 Not Selected, Servi
! 100 % 54.2 %] 23.2 % = 22.6 % 15.96 ot Selected, Serving & 18,400
T 83 53 63.9 30 36.1 193 133 68.9 60 31.1
TOTAL CIVIL % 1 CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIvIL o § crIMINAL | %
\__ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
] N : Per
Total No,. O Ne, fmpansled  [No.Discharged Mo, O Pe N
Y 1976 Juty 1, 1876 TV 1978 By 1976 July 1, 1876 - TOTAL | session e
G 5 2 3 2 3 &’}E‘% 43,600 872 | 42
R
A
N 50 1,037 245 20.7 4.90
D ; For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours Avg, Jurors | Avg. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Bession per Ssssfon 3 per Segsian At Back Cover
\_ ~ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS _ )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
FiISCAL , ' ‘ % Not Total ' ' Average
“Trials Trials gﬁ‘a"l’;‘:ﬁg‘;g Serving Index ‘?ﬁﬁ, | Convened Session | 'gecn
1972 ‘52 . o L —~ ST
52 34 6 34.1 52.1 16.31 : , 1
1973 . 68. | 33.8 | 28.0 56.7 14.56 - i — ooy
1974 83 | 38.6 | 24.3 56.3 16.05 { - -l o -
1976 | .85 | 318 | 26.6 | 54.5 | 16.28{ 3 54 | 273 | 5.06 |
6.1 | 22.6 54.2 15,06 | 5 | so | 245 | 4.00

COMMENT: This district experienced two notoriety trials which, because of the large
number of prospective jurors called in for the selection process, tend to have a negative

effect on juror utilization statistics.

Despite these occurrences, Oregon was able to
record improvement in the percent of jurors not selected, serving or challenged and in
the JUI for F.Y. 1976.
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WASHINGTON EASTERN

JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1976

. 1
L3 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 1172}
(- NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS ﬂ
Fotal S Chaltonged | Sorvingor " INDEX TOTAL T | durer
ot R ShHRnge STYmg or it}
Avaﬂahig Samgmz 9 Chauergqed Day Day
z 1,695 940 416 339 $ 48,600 579 29
"i 100 % 55.5 %} 24.5 % 20.0 %| 20.18 Notgeg;;ﬁghgggi“9$ 9,700
! 31 8 25.81 23 74.2 84 28 33.31 56 66.7
CTOTAL GV, o CRIMINAL a5 4'?()TAL CIviL <& CRIVINAL b
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
7 -
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Torsl Mo, O Ma. i cled “Ja.Disr.:harzgar;j [ No.On T Per el
1976 uy 1, 1978 “evias | Evigre | duly 1, 1976 TOTAL Session | ror
@ 2 1 1 1 1 &ﬁ 16,400 1,262] 66
R
A
N 13 249 93 19.2 7.15 - -
D For National Profile
Secsians dg;»:s{s in (’iﬁm’}; in Avg, Jurars | Avg, Hours Open Foldout
Gonvened 96&:510:1 Sassion per Session per Seosion At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS -
; JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
FISCAL Mumber | % Criminal | oot % Selected | Juro Total Mumberof | Mumb-npf | Average
YRR ey | | St | T or ) Us | NPT | Csumions | towsgy | Nimoer ot
T TS i i ik Challe;gad Serving Index Juries Convenad “Hession Session
T
1972 23 34.8 | 12.0 63.9 15.17 - R - -
1973 ’ 18 83.3 15.5 58.6 19.78 - - - =
1974 \\ 23 60.9 17.1 60.7 15.06 - - - -
1975 30 60.0 | 19.9 57.6 17.16 1 8 47 5.88
» |
_ 1976 31 74.2 | 20.0 55.5 20.18 | 2 13 93 7.15 )
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

WASHINGTON WESTERN

2
L_.J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

FISCAL YEAR 1976

. 1
JUDGESHIPS 13 4]

g

f NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS \
Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE ~ o Per Per
Ayailable or GChallengad Serving or INDEX TRTAL Triat Juror
Serving Cheallenged Doy Day
D
E 4,757 2,851 879 1,027 %ﬁ 124,300 520 26
o o4 % 4 Mot Selected, Servi
'z' 100 % 59.9 %i{ 18.5 % 21.6 9%| 19.90 o Oreé“‘;ﬁenqgg‘”"ﬁﬁf; 26,800
T §
82 8 9.8 74 90.2 239 31 13.0 208 87.*)%/
TOTAL CIVIL % fcRmINAL | % TOTAL civi. | = ﬂmmmm IR
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS -
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
; | IR ‘ : Poy
Total Mo, On No, fmpaneled  {MNo.Discharged Ne, On VT AT Fa -
FY 1976 July 1, 1975 FY 1078 £V 1876 July 1, 1978 TOTAL Sossion | 91O J
G 4 2 2 2 2 ® 33,000 611 | 31
R 1
A
N 54 1,077 376 19.9 6.96
D = For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Howrs in Avg, Jurors | Ava. Hours Open Foldout
Convened Session Saszion pir Session ek Sassion At Back Cover
\__ USAGE STATISTICS L
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
FISCAL - ; N
YEAR Wumer. .{ % Criminal selocwod, | % Selected | Juror Sumber of Numbaraf- | Numbor of Nrnbor of
L un ki Serving or Sort briv Grand Comvated Sestion Hours par
rials Trials Challenged erving 4 - duries one = _Session
1972 68 70.6 | 17.7 69.0 17.72 - - SR REA
1973 71 71.8 | 29.0 55.4 18,74 | | - —- e
1974 66 | 69.7 | 26.0 53.7 20.45 AT S i
1975 96 | 83.3 | 25.7 55.9 19.53 3 .48 331 16.90
\ 1976 82 90.2 21.6 59.9 19.90 |  4 54 376‘ » ‘6‘96)/
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE

GUAM

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

FISCAL YEAR 1976

JUDGESHIPS L_...]_'_J

4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS ﬂ
ot “Selecter ' : ored, USAGE Peor - P
, Ag‘?:‘fdé“ %iiﬁ 4 Chatlengstt Ngéri?%cgzr INDEX TOTAL Tr?gl Juror
o Avanisile Serving .. 4 Challenged Day Day
@
Z 1,035 339 97 599 T 20,200 673 20
T 100 % 32.8 %| 9.4 % 57.9 % 34.50 Not Selected, Serving & 11 70
i
T 9 3 33.3 6 66.7 30 7 23.53 23 76.7
TOTAL CiViL ¢ § crmanAaL | % TOTAL CIVIL, % CRIMINAL. | %
JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
Fatal Mo, O No.tmpaneled  [Mo.Disshargedi  No. On Per rer
v 1976 by 13075 | PV 0TS | BV 1976 | duiy 1, 1976 roTaL ;g‘;kSessian “rar
c‘a
g 2 1 1 1 1 f 3,200 ] 400 | 20
A
N 8 158 30 19.8 3.75
D For National Profile
Sussions duicrs in Hours in Avg, durors | Avg, Hours Opzn Foldout
Conmensd Sogsion Sessiony per Session par Sesmm At Back Cover
o USAGE STATISTICS
4 | HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
©JURY TRIALS PETIT JURCR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
FISCAL . % Not Total T : . ’AJEI'BQG
, Nurmibia % Criminal “© 9% Selected Juro Numberof | Numberof |
YEAR 1 ety | Ty | Seetd | T or T Usge | Mumberof | edons | Housin | Numberof
Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juirles Convened ™ - Sesssoq Session
1972 19 52.6 | 39.9 45.6 26.22 - - - -
1973 23 39.1 | 44.3 | 46.6 | 25.46 | - - -
1974 24 66.7 | 33.2 | 51.2 | 20,07 | ~— - - -
1975 16 | 75.0 | 25.8 56.7 18.94 | 2 11 34 3.09
19? : . » .‘ : ] . . T, . L B
\ 6 ‘ ’9 | 66.7 57.9 32.8 34.50 v 2 8 ; 30 3‘75/
COMMENT: Guam reported four months of no jury trial activity. The number of jury trials

decreased from 16 in 1975 to 9 in 1976.

This decrease combined with the number of last
minute settlements, continuances, and pleas which left many prospective jurors unused,
caused the JUI to increase from 18.94 in 1975 to 34.50 in 1976.
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‘CBLORAD'Q B

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 5 ! ’ ' . FISCAL YEAR 1976
2 o . & :‘“’ o 7 k
LI PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity} S © JIDGESHIPS L__,.ﬁ_4 i
{:«' o " j B - .,' . # ' . . : ‘\\
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS UROR ESTIMATED COSTS
o Total " Selected ‘ e Notw!at,ted AN,.’,US;,AGE } k Par ﬁ?ﬂr "
Available I sﬂggﬂg Chanenged\ ggxggrzg ',I‘INDEX I : g;e\i: 1 .&mr |
Z 4,712 2,701 385 4 o1z |yl % l.ys‘zégac), | 428 | 2
T 100% 57.3 g 18.7 % . 23.9 5l - 1653 ~ Ngt Sslected, 5‘—“’*“9%29 200
1 p N : 7 ..ot Challenged "_:
T 107 40 37.4 67 --|62:6| .| 285~ | 135 la7.4 | 150, Is2.6
ToTAL §  civiL % I CRIMINAL | 8 | « 1% SovAL | oL %, bﬁﬁ&ﬂAL %0
\_ JURY TRIALS g St o JURY TRIAL DAYS, Ry
- FOATTTETT e 2
NUMBER OF GRANDJURIES  ~, . .«
Trotal No.On = *vc>,1rnpane:@d Me.Dischaiged] .. Np@“}%ﬂ“
EY 1976 | July 1, 1975 FY 19367 | FY 1976 umykwm
G 1 1 _;.v - - | _ - ‘;;}Z 1; AR 26,400 539\_, 3‘1\
R o ;- X e Pk E - e
‘ , T s
A , e Loy .
x TN
[ 49 863 334 | 17.6 e ,
D = . e ===t #1 For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in ’ _ Hours i yt.’\ v Avg,imf_ors ik -Awg, Hours -1 Open Foldout
Convensd 4 Seésion - ' Gedtane ’ per Session - pefSessxnn Y Az 8305{ Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS g me | ,,
n , e )/,.1 T /f _‘ " ’
4 | S TORICAL_COMPASISONS Y
L JURY TRIALS PETIT JURDR mn zmwm - 2
FISCAL T " Not * Aver 4\
. . % g or i ! N
YEAR | ‘g%ijmg‘;r , %C;li;;:,mai : §§§§f;§‘z;r % Segecmed B a:;:; /i Numberg%»f i»
Trials “Frials GChallenged ﬁSm‘mg . 49;%3:5
1972 129 |* 55.0 | 14.6 | ..65.9 | 14.06
. 3 v -‘,‘4 s o 4 - N ,‘: - g "ﬁ ik 7 . Ly
1973 127 65.4 | 9.7 ‘71,0 | 13.38. %7 o I
: »J ; : 3 Ay . 4 ‘A;? ; L e : ’ G ’“(
1974 150 68.7 | 14.9 »;'f,,;.gs 2. | 14, 6’3“
1975 136 | 70.6 | 16.3 64,8 | 15 09 » 2
1976 ‘107  62.6 | 23.9 | 57.3 16 53 %ﬂ'"
: 4 : I

COMMENT: This dlstrlct reported a number of - mstances 11)(‘ whlch guryr p.melsﬁprl*sent for
voir dire were not used due to last minute occur'rr\nces stcli"as s¢ tlem,nts gvid chqnges of

plea. These occurrences had the effect of i ficreasing tma vercem“ ¢f jurors ‘whé: were not -
selected, serving or challenged from 16.3% i 1975 tf‘%”ii’.“-a *‘thls paat yéar. 'T‘he mcrease o
in this district's JUI is also at 1east partlally,i, s




JUROR USAGE PROFILE

KANSAS

L:.‘__.J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity)

FISCAL

YEAR 1976

JUDGESHIPS Li_.l

district when the number of cases set for trial permits.
JUI from the 19.85 reported in F.Y. 1975 to 17.62 in F.Y. 1976.

4 NUNMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED CQOSTS
AT?;{”;,,, 5"'2;‘“‘ =1 Challenged NSES?,',‘;“E"} | INDEX © TOTAL Trial Juror
R Serving © | - Challenged _Day | Day
E 5,287 3,406 813 1,068 % 162,800 543 31
7{ 100 % 64.4 %| 15.4 %  20.2 % 17.62 Not Selected, Sorving & 32,900
T 104 42 40.4 62 59.6 300 140 46.7 160 53.3
T TOTAL cwil bow o cAmaNaL ] % . TOTAL CIVIL % 4 CRIMINAL | %
N JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS -/
4 NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS )
; - L i Par
Total Mo, O “boNet ted  [No.Discharged: - Mo, (h ) Per
FY 1876 v 875 | Fyaze | EY 1978 | duly 3. 1976 TOTAL. Session | aror
G 3 2 1 - 3 S% 18,600 564 | 28
R
A
N 33 654 241 19.8 7.30
D e ; 2 For National Profife
Sessiohs Jurors in- Hours iy Avg, Jurors | Ava. Holirs Open Foldout
Ccngcneq assion - Session { per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
JURY TRIALS .. - PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ; GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
FISCAL {7 : T o e : erage
YEAR ; N&fig)ber . %"C;ﬁmir‘.ai S:Ie‘\c!:?:d % Selected El_lurctr Nu?!jg:' of Né;w?:_zer of N‘tjmber: of Nﬁ:nel:gﬁ)f
af hury 4 (ERE P o sage G o 4o iBessions oL Howrs i : :
ﬁ;?{ﬁ@;' 'k e EVTri;}s nggllgr?gz{i Ser\;ing index 3&?2‘: Convened A Session Hg;‘;:?ob: r
1972 C 137 63:5" 15.5 67.4 15.10 —_ - - -
172 | 141 68.8 22.2 62.8 16.59 | - - -
1074|116 76.7 16.5 67.5 | 15.83 i - ol = J
1976 | 12100 . 79.3 | 20.7 63.5 | 19.85 5° 1 30 | . 204 .80
1976 104 .| 59.6 | 20.2 64.4 | 17.62 3 33 241 | 7.30
COMMENT: The multiple veir dire jury selection technique is used successfully by this

Kansas was able to reduce its
This district also

reported the cccurrence of two jury selections requiring extra large voir dire panels

&nd lasting more than one day.

on a district's utilization performance.
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NEW MEXICO

JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1976
X ,
L.l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L.E...J
/( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS ‘\
Total | Solested fdot Selected, USAGE o 4 par Per
Available or Challenged Serving ar INDEX TOTAL Triat Juror
T Serving ) Chatlenged : Day Do,
Z 4,523 2,928 949 646 é‘%‘ 167,400 712 37
T 100 % 64.7 | 21.0 w%| 14.3 @l 19.25 Not Selected, Serving § 23,900
i . or Challenaed
T 84 40 47.6 44 52.4 235 93 39.67 142 60.4
TOTAL CiviL, % § ocnmanan b % TeTaL | civie 5 b CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TrIAL DAYS
a ‘UMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
e ‘ . , . 5 fer
Tot: ‘ ‘\3,(! Ho,Maae d i B schargadt Mo, O ~ - ; ¥or
PY1876 | iy 1,107 | BV 1076 | FY19%6 | duy i, 197 o TaaL Sassion | B3
a 5 3 2 2 3 & 51,100 838 41
R
A
n 61 1,237 325 20.3 5.33
D T e For National Profile
Sessions | . Jusorsin Hoursin - f Avg, Jurors - | Avg, Hours Qpen Foldout
; Canvensgd ! 7 Sassxm . ;Sﬁs‘staﬁ per &e;saan per Bession | At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL_COMPARISONS B
k JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZAT!QN . GRANDJUROBUHMZA‘T!ON 6
EISCAL {77777 Not Total Ayerage
MNdmber - % Cri al. % % Selected | J N be f N ber f - g
vean | mber | ojmnel | o, | somed | | i | Sumberet | Mumberet ) kil
lr.sa}s e e Challenged Serving Index C Juriss "Convened wSess:oa | Session
1972 66 | 62.1 19.5 59.6 | 19.29 { . _ L. REEEEE B
1974 ‘ 72i‘#‘,55,§“> 18.2 4.7 15.93 7'“*
75 | .75 | 37.3 | 183 | 59.6 | 16.69 | 5 |
1976 |84 | 52 4| 14.3 64.7 | 19.25 | 5

COMMENT: . New Mex1co reported instances in which the cost of the jurors in attendance
was assessed against counsel according to the district's local rule when the case was
settled on the day it was scheduled for trial.

Although this district makes good use of the multiple jury selection process, the occur-
rence of a notoriety trial requiring an overly large panel for jury -selection and the
fact that a large number of the district's jurors must travel to court on the day preced-
ing the start of service have had an adverse effect on the JUI for 1976,
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OKLAHOMA NORTHERN

JUROR USAGE PROFILE

FISCAL YEAR 1976

compared to only 52.7% in F.Y. 1975.
20.28 in 1975 to 16.37 this past year.

The number of grand jury sessions convened increased substantially from 7 sessions in

F.Y. 1975 to 40 convened sessions in F.Y. 1976.

| ‘ 42

Further, the JUI was substantially reduced from

2
LL_J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury triai activity) JUDGESHIPS. 1175 |
f NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED CQOSTS
‘ e USAGE B Fo
P 5 ‘Zf’ 1 Chietteresd INDEX TOTAL Teii | Juror
aviitatie b sening ) Day Day
P 8
’ 1,784 1,258 307 219 -f 46,200 424 26
’l; 100% 70.5 %| 17.2 % 12.3 % 16.37 Not Seected. Senving 5 5, 700
T
45 21 46.7 24 53.3 108 57 52.3 52 47.7
AL o 1 || crimmaL X TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL o
Ny JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS /)
é NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
. L Per
et s, £l songlo Na. On Ba .
. xmi, 1, I B r Josy 1, 2670 TOTAL Session B
G & [
2 1 1 1 1 Ei) 18,000 450 23
R
A
N 40 787 303 19.7 7.58 - ~
D ke - : For Mational Profile
Snsmm’ li(}!.ﬁ!iﬁ in : Avg, Juros HAvg, Ho:;xrs @pen Foldout
V Oorganst B Sussion K war %msmr par Sassion At Back Cover
K USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
SURY YRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROH UTILIZATION
FISCAL |™ ' - o Not | Total N ) ¢ 1 n ; Average
- Mamitor w5 Drimainal by % Selected u umber o jumbsr o BBy
YEAR f’il dury j;?;‘ ) ;Ee:\ffn‘;%r ar US;:;; N!ir::gg;or ‘4 Sessiens Hours in ‘;’;ﬁgegg
,f_m} ,m,_j fm?a Challenged Serving Index Jurizs Oonvened v Session Session
1972 43 48.8 26.1 60.2 | 20.31 - - - -
1973 25 60.0 25.7 57.8 21.05 e o e —
1974 17 | 58.8 52.3 33.7 | 27.92 e o - -
1975 32| 59.4 29.1 52.7 | 20.28. 2. 7 55 1. 7.86 .
\_ 1976 45 | 53.3 12.3 70.5 | 16.37 2 40 303 '7.58_/
COMMENT: This district's effective use of the multiple voir dire techniqué resulted in
70.5% of all prospective jurors selected for or serving on trial juriés in F.Y. 1976 as



OKLAHOMA EASTERN

JUROCR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 11978
2 2
L.l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity} JUDGESHIPS 11.3...3
(, NUMBER OF JURGCR DAYS SUROR ESTIMATED CO3T8
Yol Selizeted Cheitenaad Noz Sefesied, ﬁég% 't*(} } , _if‘erl JPer
Y ar . atlengs Barving or ) TOTAL Ry Of
Avaifable Serving ’ Chitlonyed i Dy Day
E; 1,450 999 173 278 él}l 42,200 431 29 |
T 100 % 65.9 % 11.9 9 19.2 g 14,80 Not Selected, Serving 2 8,100
i or Challenged
T 48 24 50.0 24 50.0 98 45 45,9 53 54.1
TOTAL CIVIL % crRmAL | % TOTAL cpvit % § CRMANAL | %
u JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS .
- — —— . — e ~
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
" s erts o Per
Total o, O Mo, Impancled  [No.Dischargad Mo, On i g 8
FY 1976 duly 1,197 PV 1976 | FY 1076 | duly 1,197 FOTAL Session | et
it 2 1 1 1 1 gfb 9,200 1,022 47
R i
A
N 9 194 47 21.6 5.22
O SESS For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg, Jurors ] Avg, Hours Open Foldout
Qonvenecf’ Session Saszion sior Sossion b Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
( ‘ HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 7 , \‘
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION . GRANI JURGR UTILIZATION .
FISCAL ‘ % Not Totai | ” Average o
x " Number % Crimingl 5 9% Selected Juro : Number of | Numberof |
YEAR of Qury o th:ry Sssg\eri?xt;%r cu:c Usaglz; Nug;gzgcf Bessions. | Hi}b{s in h&%rggeggz
- Trials <o Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened’ - 1 S‘essmn Session |
1972 30 | 56.7 42,0 | 48.5 | 26.66 | . | o i
ws | 32 | 59.4 | 3908 | 482 | 19061 | | o | _ | o
1974 26 | 69.2 | 39.8 | 47.0 | 21.93 | _ _ I
. e .-} ':f::\ \'~ N . 2 - ' 1 - . . .:j : , L
1975 39 61\§ 27.2 54.7 | 17.57 2 | 20 | 136 +.6.80
A\ _1ems 48 -] 5000\ | 19,2 | 68.9 | 14.80 2 | 9 | 47 | 5.22

1
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OKLAHOMA WESTERN

JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 19876
14
&._J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 12.15]
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Tarat Selgeted T Mot Selected, USAGE N Per Por
Pomiie . O © Challengey Serving or INDEX TOTAL Triat - { Juror
o Dopving Lhallenged c . Day Eay
P | Q
. 4,110 2,859 734 517 ¥ 87,600 289 21
T 100 % 69.6. % 17.9 o 12.6 9 13.56 Not Selected, Serving & 11,000
i or Challenged '%%
T 112 59 52.7 53 47.3 303 163 53.8 140 46.2
TOTAL CIVIL % b CRIMINAL | % TOTAL CIVIL % I CRIMINAL | %
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS Y,
4 ‘
; NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
"T' o MNu, O fo, Impaneied - o, Dissharged Nao, Or - Pey per
FY 197 sy i85 | RV 0% | EY 1078 | Jduly 1,197 FOTAL Seesion | 1S
G &
1 - 1 - 1 : 8,900 636 31
R T 8
A
N 14 283 93 20.2 | 6.64 A
D _ : ; s . For National Profile
{?ﬁﬁiim’ifé‘ Jurors i . Hows i A, Jurars Avg, Hours Open Foldout
o onvensd geaszaax Sagsion gor Sescion per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
éa HISTORICAL. COMPARISONS
SURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION g , GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION
FISCAL.
T 4 Criminia % Mot o - Total i ‘ " Avarage
vean | U | cimnd | oy, | BSewd | o s | Mot | Mmool | il
3 Trials . Trigis | Challlex?geg Serving Index Lot 1 convened Session s e
1972 |79 68.4 16.8 65.1 | 18,29 | o~ | - | = S
1973 65 | 56.9 | 26.7 | 57.3 | 2166 | o~ | ~ | - | o~
1974 ‘69 1. "~ 58.0 20.9 67.9 15.53 | = - ; e 4 R B
076 4 75 | 62.7 | 22.7 62.3 | 17.28 | = 1 14 | 81 1 6.50
\_ 976 112 ¥ »47.3 12.6 69.6 13.56 1 ‘ 14 93‘ | 6.64_}J

COMMENT: Oklahoma, Western reported the occurrence of a highly publicized trial requir-
ing a large panel for the selection of the jury. This district successfully uses the
multiple jury selection process which at least partially accounts for the reduction of
its JUI from 17.28 in 1975 to 13.56 this past year.
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- UTAH

JUROR USAGE PROFILE

2
LI PLACES OF HOLDING GOURT {with jury trial activity)

FISCAL YEAR 1978

2
JUDGESHIPS |

( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ZSTIMATED COSTS \
Total Selected ) paitenged | oo NoEX Y% TOTAL £oy L e
Bra ar aiafge EFVIEg: F AL T SRTOY
Ava!fébfe Serving X Cha!%?f% , ‘ e . Davy Doy
i 4,017 2,605 554 858 % 108,700 530 27
'i 100 % 64.8 %| 13.8 % 21.4 % 19.60 ‘ Not;eggéagé‘ggéving$ 23,300
T 72 29 40.3 43 59.7 205 106 51.7 99 48.3
 YOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL | % TOTAL ChVIL % b CRIMINAL 1%
\_ JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS -/
. ; ™
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
3 ‘ , : . Per
Totl Ne. O Mol lad " iNaDlscharged]  NoOno - v i\ Per - Tor
Fi 1978 Juty 1, 1975 kv iose . 1BV 1076 | duiyd, 1978 ToTAL b R | Aarer
G 4 2 2 2 2 g% 13,900 535 26
R
A
N 26 525 99 20.2 3.81
D ; : : For National Profile
Sessiong durors in Howsin .| Avg Jurors | Ave. Hours Open Foldout
Convened - Yession Sessian per Session | per Session At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
é HISTORICAL COMPARISONS )
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ' GRAND JUROR UTIEIZATION o
FISCAL ) : ” ; ) : ' "
; % Not Total LTI ter fof Averags
Nomber | % Crminsl % Selected | J , Mumberof | Numberof |
YEAR | ety | Ty | Seleeted | TG U | Mmbernof | Sesions | Housin | b
o Trials - Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convaned Sessrqn Séisi on "
1972 31 58,1 20.9 61.0 | 21.11 ~ - — i
’ Ty
S
1973 6l 7| 59.0 25.0 | 51.9 | 24.42 s E = -
1974 36 | 417 | 27.6 61.3 | 21.40 s = o -
1975 37 | 48.6 | 21.3 64.9 | 18.78 2 39 [ 188 |
(1976 | 72 | 59.7 21.4 64.8 | 19.60 | 4 |26 | 99 |3,

4,
Wil
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WYOMING
JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1976

(2 _1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L' __|

( NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS ﬁ\
Total Selected , Not Selected, USAGE ' ‘ Per Por
Available Soor Chiallenged Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror
vaid Serving . . Challenged Day Day |
; 1,207 852 187 168 $ 28,600 304 24
T 100 % 70.6 % 15.5 9% 13.9 % 12.84 Not Se'e"mdlse“’i“9$ 4,000
or Challeniged
|
T 32 17 53.1 15 46.9 94 60 63.8 34 36.2
TOTAL CIviL L% & CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL - f % I CRIMINAL | %
N JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
d - NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS \
— - : Par
Total No. On No, i ted N, Discharged No, On - Per
FY 1976 July 1, 1975 EY 1675 Fv 1076 | duly 1, 1878 TOTAL Sessian | *lTor
G 1 1 - 1 - % 3,900 780 39
R
A
N 5 101 36 20.2 7.20
D R = For National Profile
Sexsions durors in Hoursin Avg, Jurors | Avg, Hours Open Foldout .
Convenedd Session ’ Sgss¥on per Session ey Ses;xcm At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 | HISTORICAL COMPARISONS h
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION - GRAND JUROR UT{LIZATION
FISCAL : - ; : . b : .
! e % Mot " Toral ! PN T Lo Average
= Number % Criminat % Selected Juror : Number of Number of :
YEAR N atdy | "y | etted |7 TG g | Numberof | Tadons | Towstn | Numberef
- Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries anvened Session Session
1972 29 |s86 | 21.6 | 65.4 |14.50 | '~ - - -
1973 15 53.3 . | 10.2 77.2 | 12.19 — - - -,
1974 200 35,0 | 15.6 73.9 | 11.80 = = = —
1975 21 33.3 19.6 67.1 11.67 1 3 19 6.33
1976 1> 32 | 46.9 | 13.9 70.6 | 12.84 | 1 | s 36 | 7.20 )
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1976
t1_ 1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS 115_{
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS
Total Selected , Mot Selected, USAGE T Por Bar
Availabl ar Challenged 1 Sewingor INDEX TOTAL - ‘Triat Jurgr
Avatiame Serving Challenosd ; Chay Day
L
Z 12,916 7,517 1,776 3,623 3(@ 169,900 276 | 13
‘;‘ 100 % 58.2 %| 13.8 %  28.0 %| 21.00 Not Selected, Sevina &5 47 60
T 193 57 {29.5 136 70.5 615 209 |34.0 | 406 66.0
TOTAL CiViL 95 CRIMINAL e TOTAL CIVIL, “a -1 CRIMINAIL %
N JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J
a NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS
Tatal e, On No. impaneled  No.Discharged! e, On TETAL Per ;gfé,
FY 1978 July 1, 1876 FY 1875 FY 1‘976 July 1, 1978 o ‘Bession "[}3.’,
G 18 10 8 6 12 % 136,500 275 | 14
R
A
N 497 10,037 2,464 20.2 4.96
D = , = For National Profile
Sesstans ‘ Jurars in ‘Hoursin Avg, Jurors | Avg, Hours Open Foldout
Convened Sgsbmn Sassion per Session ner Bession At Back Cover
\_ USAGE STATISTICS
4 I HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION : GRANB JUROR uT fL?ZAT!D »
FISCAL § ‘ % Not Tﬁtal ¥l f Average
Numbe "% Lriminal by % Sel d J | . N be 33 Nymbetr @ «
YEAR L arhay AT golemen | PGS g | Nemberof | Rt | Noui | Amber o
Trigls -~ 1 Trials Challenged Serving Index © luvies B Canvenarj ‘ Session Session
1972 | 640 | 80.3 30.7 52.1 | 24.44 | o~ ~ —~ -
1973 597 | 80.1 | 27.2 | 57.5 | 22.22 Ll B S et
1974 | 295 | 67.5 | 31.4 | s4.8 | 22,05 | -~ | = el [t
1975 | 228 | 63.2 | 23.4 | 63.1 | 19.51 19 | 581 | 2,755 | 4.74
\ 1976 | 193 | 70.5 | 28.0 | s58.2 | 21.00 | 18 | 497 | 2,464 4 96J

COMMENT: This district reported the occurrence of a number of highly publicized cases
requiring larger panels of prospective jurors for the jury selections. In addition, the
percent of criminal jury trials increased from 63.2% in F.Y. 1975 to 70.5% in F.Y. 1976.
These two factors should be taken into account as having an adverse effect on this

district's utilization performance for the past year.

149




s

T

At i LA T N T et S ST i i L e

NATIONAL

JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1976
310 P PN , 399 ;.
£ § PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury frial activity) JUDGESHIPS. 1°77]
4 NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR ESTIMATED COSTS ‘\
Total Selected Nog Belected, USAGE ' Per Per -
Available or Challenged Serving ar INDEX - TOTAL _Trial Juror
Serving Ghatlenezd s - ey Day
g 592,594 356,951 92,727 142,916 15,594,800 519 26
T 100 % 60.2%| 15.6 % 24.19| 19.73 NotSeaeaed.Sewin9$ 3,758,300
i or Challenged
T 8,709 3,558 40.9 5,151 59.1 30,032 12,214 140.7 17,818 59.3
TOTAL CIVIL % § CRIMINAL | % TOTAL “ovie | o% §crivinal | %
\_ JURY TRIALS ~ JURY TRIAL DAYS } J
@ NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 7 ESTIMATED COSTS
Total  No.O No, Impaneled [No.Discherged]  No. On B B (s Por
EY 1876 July 1, 1675 kv ia7s . | Fyia/e | Julyd, 1976] TOTAL | goigion | Jyror
G 604 SOSR 301 258 346 %, 4,662,200 555 28
R ;
A
N 8,404 167,185 44,765 19.9 5.33
3] : : ~ = ~ For National Profile
Sessions Jurors in - Hoursin - | Avg. Jurors | Avg, Hours Open Foldout
Convened., . Session - Sesston. "+ | per Sessan »x;er Sessien At Back Cover
\__ USAGE STATISTICS
4 HISTORICAL COMPARISONS A
~ JURY TRIALS ‘ PETITJURORUTILIZATION | GRANDJUROR UTILIZATION R
FISCAL . X DERNEE o e e
: . % Not. o 7 Total - 10 Numberof | N | Average |
e |G| S g | o] Gm el | ) N | G
Frials Trials ¥ Challenged Serving Index “ Juries | Convened -} Sesgion ’ ‘jﬁgessmt’i :
1972 8,527 | 56.9 | 30.0 | 55.5 20.96 PR ERENEEE R A
1973 ’\9‘,251 61.0 | 28.4 56.5 20.16 B B E x ;
1974 8,416 | 57.6 | 26.5 58.3 19.12 | o~ | o~ | EBRE
o7 | 8,607 | .57.0 | 23.8 60.1 19.32 |7 570 | 7,846 | 41,421 | '5.28
1976 18,709 | 59.1 | 24.1 60,2 19.73 | 604 | 8,404 | 44,765 | 5.35 )

R - Revised to more accurately';réflect the number of grand juries at the,beginning of
F.Y. 1976. o
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