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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 

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-IIG 

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 

util~zation 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 portion 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 all 

p,ertinent juror statistics for fiscal year 1976 in a format that will provide an overall picture of 

tli,'il 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. 
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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 

rlistrict in terms of the performance of the federal court system as a whole. 

November 1976 
~4 

Rowland F. Kirks 
Director 
Administrative Office of the U. S. Courts 
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SECTION I 

JUROR UTILIZATION 

Summary statistics on the use of petit and grand jurors in the federal court system 

are presented in the following pages. This presentation 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 :Federa1 courts, 

this section is divided into two parts, the first dealing with grand juries and the 

second with petit jurors. 

Grand Jury 

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-llG reporting forms "lhich are submitted mOr).thly 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. Correspondingly, 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' effort~ to reduce the time between a defendant's arrest 

and subsequent indictment under Rule 50(b) int~rim 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 tha beginning of fiscal year 1976, the 1ll.;mber 

impaneled, the number discharged, and the number in existence at the close of fiscal year 

1976 1• 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 Yor,:,k, Southern 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. 

lRegu1ar grand juries may be :impaneled at any time and have a natural life'-cjf 1£; months bu.t 

may be discharged ~;ooner by court order during the 18 month period". (Rule 6(g). F .R.Crim.P.) 

1 



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

Table 1 

United states DistJ:ict Courts 
Grand Juror Statistics - National Totals 

Fiscal Years 1975··1976 

1976 .over 1975 

Grand Jurors and Juries 1975 1976 
Increase I Percent 

(Decrease) Change 

Total Number of: 
Sessions Convened •••• 7,846 EI,404 558 7.1 
Jurors in session •••• 156,167 167,185 11,018 7.1 
Hours in session ••••• 41,421 44,765 3,344 8.1 

Average Number of: 
Jurors per session ••• 19.90 19.90 0.0 0.0 
Hours Eer session., •• 5.28 5.33 0.05 0.9 

Total Number of 
Grand Juries: 

In existence •••••.••• 570 605 35 6.1 
Impaneled ••..•••••••• 291 SOl 10 3.4 
Discharged ••.••.••••• 266 255 (11) -4.1 

Nationally, 303 grand juries were in existence on July 1, 1975. During the fiscal 

year the number of grand jur~es impaneled (301) exceeded the number disch~rged (258) by 

43, resulting in 346 grand juries on June 30, 1976, a 14.2r. increase over the 303 juries 

at the close of fiscal year 1975. The number of grand juries in any given aistrict 

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 w:tich 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, Southern recorded the greatest number of sessio.ns convened - 968, the 

lalcgest number of jurors in session - 19,559, as well as the highest number of hours in 

se.ssion 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 

ses~ions 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, M~:dd1e which held 60 sessions chis past year compared 

to 24 in 1975; Georgia, Southern which convened 15 seSsions in fiscal year 1975 and 38 
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sessions this year; and Otlahoma, Nort.hern 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 

aven'ge of 22.8 jurors. The national figure "ras 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 session 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 defendants 

proceeded against by indictment for 1976 was 38,733, a decrease of 3.3% from the figure 

of 40,038 recorded in 1975. This infQrmation can be compared to the n\\IIlber of grand 

jury sessions convened, as well as the number of hours grand juries were in session, to 

give an indication of vThat vlaS produced by the grand jury system in each of the two years. 

On the average, 4.6 defendants were proceeded against and slightly more than three ca~es 

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

Proceedings by Indictment and Grand Juror Usage 
National Totals 

National. 

F.Y. 

F.Y. 

United States District Courts 
Fiscal Years 1975 and 1976 

Proceedings 
Commenced Grand 

by Indictment Jury 
De fend- Sessions 

Totals Cases ants Convened 

1975 2.6,775 40,038 7,846 
n 

1976 26,139 
"l\ 

38,733 8,404, 

3 

Hours 
in 

Session 

41,421 

44, 76~i 

o 
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Table 2. 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
UNITE]} STATES DISTRICT COURTS 

J,'ISCIIL YEAR 1976 

Total 
Number 

Number Number in 
Number Impaneled Discharged Number Existence 

on in the in the on in the 
July' 1, 12 Month 12 Month June 30, 12 Month 

District 1975 Period period 1976 period 

Total All Districts •• 303
R 

301 258 346 604 

District of Columbia •••.•• 10 8 6 12 18 

First Circuit 

Maine ..... ~ ~ ...... ~ ............... ", ...... ;; 2 2 
Massachusetts •••••.•.••••• 7 6 5 8 13 
New Hampshire •••.••••••••• l 1 l l 2 
Rhode Island. ~ ........................ 2 2 3 1 4 
Puerto Rico ••••••.•••.•.•• 1 2 1 2 3 

Second Circuit 

Connecticu t ••••••••••••••• 3 2 5 5 
New York: 

Northern •••••••••••••••• 1 6 5 2 7 
Eastern ........ I ........................ l3R 20 14 19 33 
Southern •••••••••••••••• 29 19 16 32 48 
Western ....... to ........................ 4 5 6 3 9 

Vermont ••.•••••••••.•••••• 3 1 2 2 4 

Third Circuit 

Delaware ..••.••••••.•••••• 2 1 1 2 3 
New Jersey ••••.••••.••.••• 6 5 5 6 11 
Pennsylvania: 

Eastern ................. 5 6 3 8 11 
Middle •••••••••••••••••• 2 4 2 4 6 
Western ••••••••••••••••• 5 4 3 6 9 

Virgin Islands* •••••.••••• 

Fourth Circuit 

Maryland ••••••.••••••••••• 7 8 9 6 15 
North Carolina: 

Eastern ••••••••••••..••• 1 3 3 1 4 
Middle .••••••••.••.••••• 1 1 1 1 2 
Western ••••••••••••••••• 2 2 2 2 4 

South Carolina •••• ~ .•••••• 1 1 1 l 2 
Virginia: 

Eastern.,,~~ ••• ,~~~ •• ~.~ 7 7 5 9 14 
Western •••••••.••••.•••• 8 10 12 6 l8 

West Virginia: 
Northern ••.••.•.•••.•••• l 1 1 l 2 
Southern •••••.•••••••••• 3 1 2 2 4 

Pifth Circuit 

Alabama: 
Northern •.•.•.•••.•••••. l 2 2 1 3 
Middle •••.•••..••••••••• 1 1 1 
southern •••••••••..•.••• 1 1 1 1 2 

Florida: 
Nort.hern •.•••••••.•••••• 2 1 1 2 3 
Middle •...•••••.•...•••• 7 4 4 7 11 
Sout.hern .•.•••••.••..••. 9 10 7 12 19 

Georgia: 
Northern ••.•.•.••.•••••• 5 4 3 6 9 
Middle •.••.•.•.•••••.••• 2 2 l 3 4 
Sout.hern •••.•.••.••••••• 1 2 1 2 3 

Louisiana: 
Eastern ••••••••.•.••••.• 5 4 5 4 ? 
Middle ••.•••••••.•.••••• 2 3 4 1 5 
Western •••••.•.••.••.••• 4 5 4 5 9 

Mississip,Pi: 
Northern •.•..••.•••••••. 1 1 1 1 2 
Southern .••••••••.•••••. 1 1 1 1 2 

Texas: 
Northern ••.•.•....•••... 7 6 4 9 13 
Eastern •••••••••••.••••• 2 2 2 2 4 
Southern ••.•••••.•••••.• 6R 4 3 7 10 
Western ••.•.•••••••••••• 10 7 7 10 17 

Canal Zone* •••••.••.•••••• 
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District 

Sixth Circuit 

Kentucky: 
Eastern ................ ~ ................ .. 
Westel:'ll ....... "- "-,, "- ................. "- "- .. 

~Iichigan: 

Eastern ............... '"' ...... ~ ........ .. 
Westoern ....................... ~ ~ .... " ~ 

ohio: 
Northern .••...•.••.•.•••. 
Soutl1ern ............................... .. 

Tennessee: 
Eastern ............................... >I .. 

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

Seventh Circuit 

Illinois: 
Northern ••••.•.••.•.•.•• , 
Eastern .•.•..•.••••••.•.• 
Southern ................ . 

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

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

Eighth Circuit 

Arkansas: 
Eastern ................................. .. 
Western~~~ ... ~ .... , .••. ~ ... ~ .• ~ 

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

Minnesota .................. 01 .............. .. 

Missouri: 
Eastern ............................... .. 
WestE'trn ................................ ,. 

Neb.raska ................................... .. 
North Da~ota ••••.••••.•.••• 
South Dakota ............. .. 

Ninth C~rcuit 

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

Nortl,ern ••.•••••••.•..••. 
Eastel.'n ......... __ .................... .. 
CentraL •.•...•.•.•.•••. _ 
SQuthern ••••.•..••..•...• 

Hawaii. ................... . 
Id?ho •••.•..••••..•••...••. 
Montana ..................................... .. 
Nevada ••...•.••••.•.••••••. 
Oregon ••••••..••.•••.•.•.•• 
Washington: 

Eastern ................. , .............. .. 
Western ........... ~ .................... .. 

Guam ........................ . 

Tenth Circuit 

Colora,da ........................................ 'O. .. 

Kansas ............ '~ .......................... .. 
New Mexico ............................ .. 
Oklahoma: 

Northern ............................... .. 
Eastern ................................. .. 
Western ... '0 ............................ .. 

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

Table 2 
NL~ER OF GRAND JURIES 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 
FISCAL YEAR 1976 .(CONCLUDED) 

Number 
on 

July 1, 
1975 

3 
4 

5 

6 
3 

4 
1 
2 

7 
1 
3 

2 
2 

2 

1 
1 

2 
1 
1 

2 
3 

1 
2 

], 

3 

R 
5R 
1. 

11 
8 
1 
1 
1. 
3 
2 

1 
2 
1 

1 
2 
3 

1 
1 

2 
1 

Number 
Impaneled 

in the 
12 Month 
Period 

3 
2 

5 
1 

6 
4 

1 

1 

14 
1 
1 

2 
3 

1 
1 

1 

2 
2 
1 

4 
3 
1 
1 

4 

6 
2 

15 
6 
2 
2 

J. 
3 

1 
2 
1 

1 
2 

1 
1 
1 
2 

Number 
Discharged 

in the 
12 Month 
Period 

3 
3 

1 

6 
3 

3 

2 

13 
1 
~ 

1 
4 

1 

1. 

2 
1 
1 

2 
3 

1 

3 

7 
2 
B 
6 
~ 

1 
1. 
2 
2 

1. 
2 
1 

2 

1 
1 

2 
1 

Number 
on 

June 30, 
1976 

3 
3 

9 
1 

6 
4 

2 
1 
1 

8 
1 
3 

:> 
1 

2 
1 

2 

2 
2 
1 

4 
3 
1 
1 
2 

1 
4 

4 
1 

18 
8 
2 
2 

2 
3 

1 
2 
1. 

1 
3 
3 

1 
1 
1 
2 

Total 
Number 

in 
Existence 

in the 
12 Month 
Period 

6 
6 

10 
1 

12 
7 

5 
1 
3 

21 
2 
4 

4 
5 

3 
1. 

2 
1 

4 
3 
2 

6 
6 
1 
2 
2 

1 
7 

11 
3 

26 
14 

3 
3 
1 
4 
5 

2 
4 
2 

1 
3", 
5 

2 
2 
1 
4 
1 

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

*The Districts of Virgin Islands and Canal Zone reported no grand juries in existenee during, 
F.Y. 1976. 
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District 

Total All Districts .• 

Disb:ict of Columbia •.•••• 

First Circuit 

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

Second Circuit 

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

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

Vermont •••.••••..••••.••.. 

Third Circuit 

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

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

Virgin Islands* •..•••••••• 

FO\lO':th Circuit 

Maryland •..•••••••••••••.• 
Nortl, Carolina: 

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

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

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

West Vi~ginia: 
Northern ••••••••...•••.• 
Southern •••••••••••••.•• 

Fifth Circuit 

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

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

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

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

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

Texas: , 
Northern ................ 
Eaytern ............... _ ................ 
Soutbern ............................... 
Western ................. 

Canal Zone· ..................... 1."" 

Table 3 
GRAND JUROR USAGE 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 
FISCAL YFAR 1976 

Number Of: 

r--' 

Sessions Jurors in 
Convened Session 

8,404 167,185 

497 10,037 

14 292 
210 4,172 

7 136 
40 783 
44 860 

66 1,323 

72 1,468 
538 10,640 
968 19,559 
185 3,645 

42 831 

49 929 
243 4,457 

260 5,157 
60 1,215 

102 1,929 
- -

171 3,422 

24 528 
9 177 

14 252 
15 312 

153 3,064 
16 338 

8 182 
32 639 

30 672 
14 271 
17 331 

15 314 
148 2,814 
253 5,056 

150 2,944 
70 1,439 
38 711 

114 2,248 
27 552 
61 1,246 

9 201 
15 314 

120 2,412 
14 279 
87 1,735 

101 2,045 
- -

6 

Average Average 
Number of Number of 

Hours in Jurors per Hours per 
session Session Session 

44,765 19.9 5.33 

2,464 20.2 4.96 

83 20.9 5.93 
1,055 19.9 5.02 

35 19.4 5.00 
212 19.6 5.30 
270 19.5 6.14 

377 20.0 5.71 

281 20.4 3.90 
2,546 19.8 4.73 
3,772 20.2 3.90 

894 19.7 4.83 
220 19.8 5.24 

198 19.0 4.04 
1,186 18.3 4.88 

1,390 19.8 5.35 
308 20.2 5.13 
608 18.9 5.96 

- - -

741 20.0 4.33 

154 22.0 6.4;1 
54 19.7 6.00 
96 18.0 6.86 

107 20.8 7.13 

995 20.0 6.50 
85 21.1 5.31 

47 22.8 5.88 
218 20.0 6.81 

227 22.4 7.57 
92 19.4 6.57 

118 19.5 6.94 

74 20.9 4.93 
914 19.0 6.18 

1,463 20.0 5.78 

942 19.6 6.28 
498 20.6 7.11 
227 18.7 5.97 I 

627 19.7 5.50 
140 20.4 5.19 
387 20.4 6.34 

53 22.3 5.89 
79 20.9 5.27 .1 

760 20.1 6.33 
79 19.9 5.64 

521 19.9 5.99 
407 20.:< 4.03 

- - -



District 

Sixth Circuit 

Kentucky, 
Easterne .............. ~ _ .... ~ .... .. 
Western ............. ~ .. ". ~ .... .. 

Michigan, 
Eastern ................ " ........... .. 
Westerna ...... 6 ............ ~ ... .. 

Ohio, 
Northe,':n ••••••••••.•••. 
Southern .......................... .. 

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

Seventh circuit 

Illinois, 
Northern ••••••••••••••• 
Eastern ............................ .. 
Southern ••••••••••••••• 

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

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

Eighth Circuit 

Arkansas:. 
Eastern ....... ~ ................. .. 
Western ........................ ~ .. " 

Iowa: 
Northern ••••••••••••••• 
Sou,thern ••••••••••••••• 

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

Eastern.4."" _ ............... .. 
Western ....................... .. 

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

Ninth Circuit 

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

Northern ••••••.•••••••• 
Eastern .......................... .. 
CentraL ••.•••••••••••• 
Southern ••••••••••••••• 

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

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

Guam ...................... . 

Tenth Circuit 

Colorado. ................... ~ .. . 
Kansas ........................... .. 
New Mexico ...................... .. 
Oklahoma: 

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

Utah •••••• , •••••••••••• , 
wyoming ••••••••••••••••• , 

T.ble3 

GRAND JUROR USAGE 
UNITED S~TES DISTRICT COURTS 
FISCAL YEAR 1976 (CONCLUDED) 

Sessions 
Convened 

22 
67 

297 
16 

141 
66 

13 
16 
56 

451 
34 
S5 

59 
89 

61 
21 

21 
10 

32 
41 
52 

111 
46 
15 

8 
36 

21 
105 

148 
50 

423 
177 

33 
29 

9 
89 
50 

13 
S4 

8 

49 
33 
61 

40 
9 

14 
26 

5 

Number Of, 

Jurors in 
Session 

458 
1,342 

6,104 
322 

2,795 
1,257 

248 
320 

1,174 

9,126 
661 

1,074 

1,185 
1,769 

1,243 
420 

457 
228 

629 
820 

1,048 

2,187 
892 
326 
168 
659 

410 
2,063 

2,935 
1,(144 
8,137 
3,441 

645 
604 
194 

1,704 
1,037 

249 
1,077 

15B 

Bll> 
654 

1.237 

787 
194 
283 
525 
101 

Hours in 
Session 

126 
333 

1,803 
107 

782 
393 

81 
92 

353 

2,729 
209 
329 

340 
615 

363 
105 

115 
44 

211 
301 
261 

585 
290 
103 

44 
206 

79 
664 

805 
182 

2,226 
796 
198 
182 

66 
421 
245 

93 
376 

30 

334 
241 
325 

303 
47 
93 
99 
36 

Average 
llumber of 
Jurors per 

Session 

20.8 
20.0 

20.6 
20.1 

19.8 
19.0 

19.1 
20.0 
21.0 

20.2 
19.4 
19.5 

20.1 
19.9 

20.4 
20.0 

21.8 
22.8 

19.7 
20.0 
20.2 

19.7 
19.4 
21. 7 
21.0 
18.3 

19.5 
19.6 

19.E', 
20.9 
19.2 
19.4 
19.5 
20.8 
21.6 
19.1 
20.7 

19.2 
19.9 
19.B 

17;'6 
19.8 
20.3 

19.7 
21.6 
20.2 
20.2 
20.2 

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

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 

Se'ssion 

S.7;'-' 
4.97 

6.07 
6.69 

5.55 
5.95 

6.23 
5.75 
6.30 

6.05 
6.15 
5.98 

5.76 
6.91 

5.95 
5.00 

5.48 
4.40 

6.59 
7.34 
5.02 

5.27 
6.30 
6.87 
5.50 
5.72 

3.76 
6.32 

5.44 
3.64 
5.26 
4.50 
6.00 
6.28 
7.33 
4.73 
4.90 

7.15 
6.96 
3.75 

6.82 
7.30 
5.33 

7.5B 
5.22 
6.64 
3.Bl 
7.20 

*The Districts of Virgin Islands and Canal ZOne reported no grand juries in existence during 
F.Y. 1976. 
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proceed:lngs Commenced 

District 
by Indictment 

Cases Defendants 

National Total .. 26,139 38,733 

District of Columbia 0 "" 757 950 

First Circuit 

Maine .......... , ".,. 45 57 
Massachusetts .. ' ... ." 313 504 
New Humpshire .. , .... 31 35 
Rhode Island. .. "." 73 112 
Puerto Rico ... ... , .... 143 226 

Second CircuIt 

Connecticut, .•. ""'" 
210 295 

New York: 
Northern .... """ 88 144 
Eastern ,. ...... ..... 482 901 
Southern ....... , "" 874 1,750 
Western ..... , ., .. " 155 238 

Vermont .. , ... , > ••••• , S5 101 

Third Circuit .. 

Delaware. ..... , '. ... 110 158 
New .Terser . ... " . 247 410 
Ponnsylvania: 

Eastern . . "', 656 1,026 
Mlddie. ....... ... 139 194 
Wastern , . . . . . . . . '" 255 395 

Virgin Islands .... , - -
Fourth Circuit 

Maryland ..... , ... .... :;68 795 
North Carolina: 

Eastern . """" .. 207 295 
Middle. " .. ".' ... 286 367 
Western ... ., .... ,., 194 266 

South Cnrolina .. "'" 351 532 
Virginia: 

Eastern ... . ... .... , 672 875 
Western .. . .. .... .. 174 192 

West Virginjn~ 
Northern . ... , .... 58 71 
Southern ... .. .... 205 248 

Fifth Circuit 

Alahama: 
Northern .... .,.', .. 503 708 
Middle .. , '" .... '" 191 307 
So\ttJwrn .. .!, •. , "'. ll4 195 

Flor;'la: 
Northern . ....... '" 153 240 
Middle .... .... 417 694 
Southern. '" ., .. 687 1,124 

Goorgin: 

North.nt. ... , ... " 407 649 l Middle ............. 143 217 
Southern .... ........ 123 225 

Louisiana: 
Eastern ... ., .. .... 3?3 567 
Middle. .... ..... .. 62 9). 
\Vcstern .. , ~ . , . .. ,. 163 197 

Mississippi: 
NQrthern .' .. ... . .. , 57 80 
Southern > ••• .. . .. 90 127 

Texlls! 
Northern .. .. ... .. 489 607 
Eastern .... .. .. . , .. , 114 140 
Southern. , . . . . . . . ... 1,066 1,565 
Western ... ..... .. 484 723 

CnnalZonc. ...... ... - -

Table 4 
Proceedings By Indictment. and Grand Juror Usage 

United states District Courts 
Fiscal Year 1976 

---
Grand Proceedings Commenced 
Jury Hours 

District 
by Indictment 

sessions in 
ConVened Session Cases Defendants 

8,404 44,765 Sixth Circuit 

497 2,464 Kentucky: 
Easlern ." ........ 240 326 
Western ,.", ... .. 262 396 

Michigan: 
14 83 Eastern ..... ', ... .. 961 1,479 

210 1,055 Western 160 193 
7 35 Ohio: 

40 212 Northern 565 . . . . . . . . . . . 744 
44 270 Southern . .. ,. 234 337 

Tennessee: 
Eastern .... ' .. .. .. 127 178 
Mid(Ue ....... 163 255 

66 377 Western .. " , ... 154 271 

7'2 281 Seventh Circuit 
538 2,546 
968 3,772 lUinois: 
185 894 Northern .. ·0 • 

727 1,289 
42 220 Eastern. " ... .. 130 168 

Southern . ... 65 88 
Indiana: 

Northern . 268 392 
49 198 Southern .. 196 262 

243 1,186 "\\'isconsin: 
Eastern 120 171 

260 1,390 Weslern 74 83 
60 308 

102 608 Eighth Circuit 
- -

Arkanso.s~ 
Eastern . . ... 222 270 
Western .. ... 57 62 

171 741 Iowa: 
Northern ..... ... ... 57 80 

24 154 Southern .. ... 116 133 
9 54 Minnesota . ... ... '" 193 316 

14 96 Missouri: 
15 107 'Eastern ..... .. 321 460 

Western ... ........ 194 259 
153 995 Nebraskn ... .. " . . ... 100 147 

16 85 North Dakota . .... 70 83 
South Dakota .... 315 355 

8 47 
32 218 Ninth Circuit 

AlasKn ... .. . " ..... 126 169 
Arizona ......... . ... 1,062 J.,705 
California.: 

30 227 Northern ........... 475 660 
14 92 Eastern ........... 471 611 
17 118 Central .. .... , . .... 1,481 2,099 

Southern ........... 1,053 1,784 
15 74 Hawaii .... ....... ... 107 177 

148 914 Idaho .......... . ..... 85 141 
253 1,463 Montana .... , ........ 116 128 

Nevada ..... ......... 199 320 
150 942 Oregon ... . .. , ...... 190 288 

70 498 Washington: 

38 227 Eastern . . ........ .. 98 112 
Western ........ 339 492 

114 627 Guam ........... , .. .. 29 46 
27 140 
'.,)1 387 'j'enlh Circuit 

9 53 Colorado ........ .. .. 217 266 
15 79 Kansns .,. . .... .. .. 291 403 

New Mexico ....... ... 211 298 
120 760 OklahcnlO: 

14 79 Northern ... .... ... 138 188 
87 521 Eastern .. , ........ . 49 64 

101 407 Western .. , ....... . 206 249 
- - Utah ... . ....... . .... 46 69 

Wyo~ing .......... , .. 55 74 

8 

Grand 
Jury Hours 

Sessions in 
Convened Se<)sion 

22 126 
57 333 

297 1,803 
16 107 

141 782 
66 393 

).3 81 
16 92 
56 353 

451 2,729 
34 209 
55 329 

59 340 
89 615 

61 363 
21 105 

2l 115 
10 44 

32 211 
41 301 
52 261 

111 585 
46 290 
15 103 

8 44 
36 206 

21 79 
105 664 

148 805 
50 182 

423 2,226 
177 796 

33 198 
29 182 

9 66 
89 421 
50 245 

13 93 

54 376 
8 30 

49 334 
33 241 
61 325 

40 303 
9 47 

14 93 
26 99 

5 36 



The second table presenting information on proceedings by indictment gives a break-

down by district of the number of c<'.ses that ",ere 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 s11bmitted 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 g1'and 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 g1udance 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.I. (obtained by 

dividing total available juror days by the total number of jury trial days) increased 

slightly form 19.32 in fiscal year 1975 to 19.73 this past year. Since the institution of 

the Petit Juror Usage (JS-ll) Reporting program in fiscal year 1971, there has been a 

decrease of 15.4% 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 fe\ver persons being needed 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 selc~ted or serving; prospective jurors challenged 

by the court or counsel; and those persons not selected, serving or ch~llenged. The table, 

"National Petit Juror Usage", gives this breakdown of the total available jurors for all 94 

districts for fiscal years 1972 through 1976. Total available jurG.r,s increas,ed from 

546,627 prospect;ive jurors in 1975 to 592,59 l } 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 12.6% during this period and accounted for 

nearly 60% of all jury trial days in 1976 as compared to approximately 56% in 1975. The 

number of civil jury trial days exhibited a decline of 2.1% and represent,ed only 40.7% of 

the jury trial days this past year as compared to 44.1% in fiscal year 1975. 

Of the 592,594 total available jurors in 1976, 356,951, or 60.2/~, ,were, juro:!:s", 
II 
i r 

selected for or serving on jury trials. This is a steady improvement fro~I!1="t~~ !i~.~(' 
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TableS 
National Petit JUror Usage - United States Oistrict Courts 

Fiscal Years 10 71 - 1976 

\ 
llJ76 over 1975 

Increase Percent 
Peti'to Jurors 1972 1973 1914 1975 1976 (Pecrease) Change 

Total Available •..•.•••.•• 547,821 573,1~0 540,628 546,627 592,594 45,967 8.4 

Selected or Serving .••.• 304,178 324,038 315,419 328,445 356,951 28,506' 8.7 

Percent .••.••••••••••• 55.5 56.5 58.3 60.1 60.2 - -
Challenged •..••.•••..••• 79,501 86,520 82,152 88,228 92,727 4,499 5.1 

Percent .•....•••..•.•. 14.5 15.1 15.2 16.1 15.6 - -
Not Selected, Serving 
or Challenged ........... 164,142 162,592 143,057 129,954 142,916 12,962 10.0 

Pe~ccnt., ............. 30.0 28.4 26.5 23.8 24.1 - -
JUTi:: Trial Dai::s .•....••••• 26,176 28,425 28,274 28,293 30,032 1,739 6.1 

Crimina 1 .. ~ ............. 14,615 16,791 16,426 15,818 17,818 2,000 1~.6 

Percent .............. . 55.8 59.1 58.1 55.9 59.3 - -
Civil •..•.•••.••...•••.• 11,561 11,634 11,848 12,475 12,214 (261) -2.1 

Percent.~ ........•.... 44.2 40.9 41.9 44.1 40.7 - 1 -
'< . ~ . ~ -

PETIT JUROR USAGE 

PERCENT 

10 

1972 1913 1974 1975 1976 

SELECT~1?9!t._ . 
SERVING 

. .;:-:-,.:..._ ..... - .~:?-

1972 1973 1974 1976 1916 

CHAI,LENGED 

10 

1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 

NOT SELECTED, SERVING, 
.. ··ORCHALLcNGED 
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serving jurors reported in 1972 and indicates that approximately sixty of every 100 persons 

reporting to the courthouse for jury duty were selected for or served on a trial jury. The 

percent cf prospective jurocs 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% recorded in fiscal year 1972 and 

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

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

juror needs for voir dire selections and jury triaJs. 

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 U8age Index 

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 

1'eported 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 their J.U.I'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, Eastern have recorded the most improvement in their J.U.I.'s, 

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. 'rhirty-seven of the 94 districts 

recorded 65% or more of the prospective jurors in this category. Further, 51 districts 

recorded increases iv the percentage of their proopective jurors who were selected or 

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% in 1976. 

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

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

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

11 
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Tabl.6 

PllXIX JUROR USAGE REPORXS - TOXALS 
FISCAL Y3AR 1976 

Number of Jurors: Days of Jury Xria1 

Percent Percent 
Selected .l]QJ;.. Selected, Juror 

Total or Percent Serving or Percent Percent usage
1 District Available S!c:!rvinq Challenged Challenged xotal civil Criminal Index 

Total n11 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 

Maine ...... " ............................... ~ ... 902 83.1 13.1 3.8 51 21.6 78.4 17.69 
Massachusetts ................................ 7,695 68.4 10.0 21.6 415 20.2 79.8 18.54 
New HamsJ?llire ............................. 1,932 68.2 14.7 17.1 131 80.2 19.8 14.75 
Rhode Island •• , .••••• " .•••• 2;-;52 72.5 8.0 19.5 150 40.7 59.3 15.68 
PUerto Rico ...................... 5,262 35.0 16.0 49.0 168 40.5 59.5 31.32 

Second CirCl'li-t: 

Connecticut ......... ..... ~ .............. 5,016 75.3 14.7 10.0 262 24.4 75.6 19.15 
New York, 

No:rthern .............. ~ ........ ,., ...... 1,871 66.1 11.0 23.0 10:'< 26.2 73.8 18.17 
Eastern .................................. 26,659 5\1.6 13.3 27.1 1,207 20.9 79.1 22.09 
Southern ••.•••.•.•• " ••..• 46,815 52.6 16.3 31.1 2,046 34.8 65.2 22.88 

I: Western ............. ~ 4 ............. 5,092 71.6 9.1 19.3 250 30.4 69.6 20.37 
Vermont:: ............... " 0- ................... 2,349 56.4 12.5 31.2 140 63.6 36.4 16.78 

Third circuit 

Delaware ........... ......... '" .... ~ ....... 1,510 60.5 24.4 15.2 85 44.7 55.3 17.76 
N~w Jersey ............... _ ......... 19,587 12.5 11.3 16.2 1,002 31.6 68.4 18.55 
Pennsylvania: 

Eastern ......... ~ ........................ 31,4C6 52.2 15.9 31.9 1,635 71.6 28.4 19.21 
Middle •••••••••••• , ••••••. 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 ~ ....... " .............. 5,769 54.l. 21-1 24.8 187 41.2 58.8 30.85 

Fourth circuit 

Maryland •.•••••••••••••.••• 10,416 67.8 16.3 
~lorl:h Carolina~ 

15.9 568 40.0 60.0 18.34 

*Eastern ................................ .. 2,725 69.4 9.3 21.3 137 8.8 91-2 19.89 
Middle ................... 1.354 69.6 18.4 12.0 77 20.8 79.2 17.58 
~les tern .......... ~ ..................... 2,981 78.6 6.9 14.5 204 69.6 30.4 14.61 

Souto Carolina ................. f • 8,436 69.3 16.3 14.4 449 52.8 47.2 18.79 
Virginia, 

Eastern .................................. 6,754 53.9 33.8 12.2 382 47.6 52.4 17.68 
western ............................... 1,252 52.3 34.6 l:l.1 67 70.1 29.9 18.69 

West Vil:ginia, 
Northern •••• , •••••••••• ,. 428 39.0 21-5 39.5 18 66.7 33.3 23.78 
Southern .•••• , ••••.••••• , 2,587 51.4 23.3 25.3 119 38.7 61-3 21-74 

Fifth Circuit 

Alabama: 
Northe>:n ••.••.•••.••••••• 7,052 56.3 19.5 24.2 415 66.7 33.3 16.99 
Middle •.••••••••••••••••• 2,455 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 19.69 
Middle •.••••••••••••••••• 11,118 68.5 13.6 17.9 591 29.1 70.9 18.81 
Southern .•••.•••••••••••• 14,633 58.0 16.0 26.0 710 27.6 72.4 20.61 

a.-orgla, 
Northern ............................ 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.: 
Eastern ............................... 8,100 58.9 24.0 17.0 480 60.8 39.2 16.$8 
Middle" ................. 675 45.4 29.9 24.9 30 40.0 60.0 22.50 
Western, •.. " ....... " ............. 3,342 57.8 20.7 21.5 184 57.1 42.9 18.16 

Mississippi: 
Norther(\. .. " ........ '" ..... " .. " ...... __ ... 3,163 73.5 16.2 10.2 172 49.4 50.6 18.39 

*S·outherr'1 ................ " .......... 3,296 53.8 15.9 30.4 132 65.2 34.8 24.97 
Texas: 

*Northern ................. ~"" ...... 10,074 63.3 15.5 21.2 517 60 .. 5 39.5 19.49 
Eastern <I .' .............. , .......... 3,682 62.9 18.1 19.0 186 89.8 10.2 19.80 
southern ••••••••••••••••• 14,765 65.8 15.4 18.8 657 18.1 81.9 22.47 
Westerll ....... ;0 ....... , .......... 6,906 61.7 19.4 18.9 302 32.4 67.5 22.87 

*Canal Zon" •••••..•••••.•••. 186 46.2 24.7 29.0 7 0.0 100.0 26.57 
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Dist:rict 

Sixth Cireui t 

Kentucky: 
Eastern ................................... .. 
~'lestern ...................................... .. 

Nichigan: 
*Ea:stern ................................... .. 
\1estern .................................. .. 

Ohio: 
Nortl1ern .................................. .. 

*Southern ................................. . 
Tennessee: 

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

Seventh Cireui t 

Illinois: 
Nor'thern ............................... .. 
Eastern ................................. .. 
Sou thern .......... _ ................... .. 

Indiana: 
Northern ••••••••••••••••• 
Soutltern ......................... ~ .... .. 

Nisconsin: 
Eastern .............................. .. 
West~rn ... c ............................ .. 

Eighth Circuit 

Arkansa.s: 
* Eastern .. ................. oO ............ .. 
*\ieste:rnoOoOoO ....... oO ..... oO ....... . 

Iowa: 
Northern .............................. .. 
SoutbernoO ............................ .. 

1-1innesota ............................... .. 
Missouri: 

Eastern .......................... .. 
Western ....... oO ..... ~ ............ .. 

Nebraska ............................... .. 
.... North Dakota ..................... . 

South Dakota •.•.•••.••••••• 

Ninth Circuit 

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

Northern .......................... .. 
Eastern .............................. .. 
Central ............................... .. 
Souther,:n ........................... .. 

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

Eastern ............................ . 
Western .............................. . 

Guam ............. ~ ................. ~ .. .. 

Tenth Circuit 

Colorado ............................. . 
Kansas ............................... .. 
New Mexico ..................... " .. .. 
Oklahoma: 

Northeru .......................... . 
Eastern .......................... .. 
Western ........................... .. 

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

Total 
Available 

7,288 
2,695 

23,456 
2,049 

8,679 
5,243 

3.645 
3.l29 
5,922 

18,83l 
2,l27 
l.B68 

6,096 
3,309 

4,423 
736 

4.7l6 
2,63l 

l,404 
3,l59 
7,ll7 

5,379 
4.600 
4,004 
2,166 
4,l60 

1,864 
8,022 

12,570 
6,549 

19.934 
n,375 
l.509 
2,265 
l,370 
4.327 
3,OBl 

1.695 
4,757 
l,035 

4,7l2 
5,287 
4.523 

l,784 
1,450 
4,no 
4.0l7 
l.207 

TableS 

PETIT JUROR USAGE REPORTS - TO~~S 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 (CONCLUDED) 

Number of Jurors 

Percent 
Selected 

or 
Serving 

56.6 
53.3 

65.2 
72.4 

51.3 
67.6 

61.3 
53.2 
70.0 

58.3 
66.4 
58.8 

42.8 
63.7 

69.l 
67.9 

55.9 
63.8 

5'1.6 
67.4 
67.7 

55.2 
46.5 
52.6 
59.8 
43.5 

62.3 
45.6 

66.8 
53.4 
62.4 
60.8 
65.0 
69.5 
54.7 
56.6 
54.2 

55.5 
59.9 
32.8 

57.3 
64.4 
64.7 

70.5 
6B.9 
69.6 
64.8 
70.6 

percent 
Challenged 

8.6 
l4.5 

9.2 
lO.7 

8.4 
l2.4 

D.2 
U.3 
14.l 

9.8 
23.1 
D.5 

20.() 
19.9 

l4.2 
20.5 

24.2 
30.l 

20.4 
17.3 
l5.7 

24.5 
24.5 
15.5 
16.7 
20.2 

12.l 
29.9 

11.7 
l2.0 
9.9 

18.7 
26.3 
10.6 
22.0 
l5.l 
23.2 

24.5 
l8.5 
9.4 

18.7 
l5.4 
21.0 

l7.2 
H.9 
l7.9 
l3.8 
15.5 

Percent 
Not Selected, 

Serving or 
Challenged 

34.8 
32.2 

25.6 
16.9 

40.3 
20.0 

25.5 
35.5 
15.9 

3i.9 
lD.4 
27.7 

37.l 
16.4 

l6.7 
U.S 

19.9 
6.l 

21.9 
lS.2 
l6.6 

20.3 
29.0 
31.B 
23.5 
36.3 

25.6 
24.5 

n.5 
34.6 
27.7 
20.5 

B.7 
20.0 
23.3 
2B.3 
22.6 

20.0 
21.6 
57.9 

23.9 
20.2 
14.3 

12.~ 

19.2 
l2.6 
21.4 
D.9 

Total 

no 
l41 

l,l50 
U7 

4ll 
276 

237 
l6l 
347 

948 
U7 
l04 

195 
2n 

250 
4l 

217 
U9 

79 
l8l 
436 

:n5 
187 
235 
105 
169 

B9 
no 

778 
280 

l,Ol5 
543 

98 
l46 

67 
19l 
193 

84" 
239 

30 

285 
300 
235 

l09 
98 

303 
205 

94 

Days of Jury Trial 

Percent: 
Civil 

17.7 
48.9 

19.4 
43.6 

55.5 
48.6 

71.7 
51.6 
36.0 

37.2 
35.0 
44.2 

B.2 
62.9 

30.S 
41.5 

25.8 
58.8 

43.0 
32.0 
64.0 

49.2 
29.9 
66.B 
45.7 
4l.4 

l6.9 
7.7 

51.B 
20.7 
19.0 
lB,.4 
53.l 
66.4 
47.8 

6.8 
68.9 

33.3 
B.O 
23.3 

47.4 
46.7 
39.6 

52.3 
45.9 
53.8 
51.7 
63.8 

~Jndicates those districts which have not yet adopted Local rules reducing the size 9f the civil juries. 
c 

Percent 
Criminal 

82.3 
51.l 

80.6 
56.4 

44.5 
51.4 

28.3 
48.4 
64.0 

62.8 
65.0 
55.8 

91.8 
37.l 

69.2 
58.5 

74.2 
n.2 

57.0 
68.0 
36.0 

50.B 
70.1 
33.2 
54.3 
58.6 

83.1 
92.3 

48.2 
79.3 
81.0 
8l.G 
46.9 
33.6 
52.2 
93.2 
31.~ 

66.7 
87.0 
76.7 

52.6 
53.3 
60.4 

47.7 
54.l 
46.2 
48.3 
36.2' 

ITot~l available jurors divided by total jury t~ial days giving the average number of jurors available per jury trial per day. 
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,1uror 
Usage 
Indexl 

23.5l 
19.U 

20.40 
l7.51 

21.12 
19.00 

15.38 
l0.43 
l7.07 

19.86 
lB.18 
17.96 

3l.26 
H.97 

17.69 
17.95 

21.73 
22.n 

l7.77 
l1.45 
l6.32 

l7.0B 
24.60 
l7,04 
20.63 
24.62 

20.94 
25.88 

lE.16 
23.39 
19.64 
20.95 
l5.40 
15.5l 
2'0.45 
22.65 
l5.96 

20.l8 
19.90 
34.50 

16.53 
l7.62 
19.25 

16.37 
14.90 
D.56 
19.60 
12.84 



falls 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 considered 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, or 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 15% or less of their prospective jurors falling in this 

category, while 43 districts recorded improvement by a reduct.J,on of their percent not 

selected, serving or challenged from 1975 to 1976. Louisiana, Middle exhibited the 

greatest amount of improvement, decreasing from 48.8% in this category in 1975 to 2ll.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% crimir.al 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 civiJ. 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-

I:lining the number of prospective jurors to call and the possible use of 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 chaJlenged are shown in the last three tables. 

New York, Southern has exhibited t:he most improvement in the JUI where the Index has declined 

from 57.54 in fiscal year 1971 to 22.88 in fiscal year 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 l5.g% 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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District 197\ 1972 1973 1:174 1975 

Table 7 

JUROR USAGE INDEXES FOR 
FISCAL YEARS 1971-1976 

1976 
Distdct 

National Average •• '1-~ 23~., '1-1-1_+_2",0", • .::;96,-_+_2:.;0" • .:;16,-_+-..:1:;9.:;1.:.2_-+_.:.19;::.",3.:.2_+-=1::.9:.:.7.:3_-1 Sixth Circuit. 

District o( ColumbiR .• ~ .. 

io'irstCireuit 

Maine .•..•.•.. 
MassachuseU8 ., ••• 
New Hampshire 
Rhode Island .. 
Puerto Rico 

Second Circuit 

Connecticut .. , 
New York: 

Northern . 
~tern. 

Southern •.. 
Western •••.•.••. ,., 

Vermont .. 

Third Circuit 

Delaware .. 
New Jer8ey . 
Pennsylvania: 

Easlern . 
Middle .•. 
Wcskrn 

Virgin Islands ... 

Fourth Circuit 

25.34 

16.58 
16.66 
18.65 
18.12 

26.97 

19.65 

28.01 
36.06 
57.54 
18.58 
19.27 

24.96 

19.70 

24.21 
1.9.88 
21.51 
27.12 

Maryland ......... 41.12 
Nnrth Carolina: 

Eastern., 27.07 
/t:11ddJe........ 20.48 
Western ... 18.28 

South Caroliri..'" to. 86 
Virginia: 

Easlcm + 

West.crn . 
West Virginia: 

Northern 
Southern 

FifLhCircuit 

Alabama: 
Northern . 
Middle, . 
Soulhcrn 

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

Georgia: 
Northam .. 
Middle .... 

26.81 

••.. ~22.60 
... 26.10 

28.65 

16.70 
22/19 
25.4B 

28,33 
25.46 
29.68 

Southern ........ ' •. ,. 

22,5Z 
22.35 
22.eO 

Louisiana: 
io::astern., 
Middle. 
Western .,., 

Mis5issippi: 
Northern . 
Southern •... , 

Texas; 
Northern .• 
Eastern . 
Sou~'(1i. .•• , 
Western •. _ 

Canal Zone .•. 

21.26 

26.81 

25.75 
31.58 

19.24 
16.63 
22.13 

15.34 
18.33 

24.44 

11.31 
16.23 
17.03 
15.80 

28.28 

17.55 

23.12 
35.22 
31.69 
18.88 
15.80 

28.12 
16.28 

18.63 
21.12 
18.04 
32.07 

18.95 

20,06 
19.39 

16.50 
19.41 

25.44 
18.40 

26.95 
26.04 

22.22 

10.28 
18.06 
13.87 
18.43 
19.44 

16.06 

20.80 
27.82 
27.23 
20.16 
19.32 

22.22 
17,1l7 

19.89 
14.27 
20.74 
4L43 

IB.70 

21.31 
18.18 

15.76 
18.42 

21.95 
17.31 

25.83 
24.32 

22.05 

12.20 
15.87 
13.12 
11.31 

18.30 

14.70 

18.26 
23.62 
27.85 
21.62 
15.46 

19.77 
16.18 

20.15 
12.62 
17.25 
30.08 

18.01 

19.68 
1~.05 

15.49 
17.65 

23.32 
1B.83 

19.83 
20.42 

19.51 

15.67 
17.62 
13.22 
12.54 

19.33 

16.70 

17.56 
20.62 
23.60 
18.30 
15.94 

17.56 
17.97 

18.83 
17.34 
20.59 
29.3B 

17.71 

20.78 
14.84 

15.53 
18.68 

19.36 
16.62 

1B.32 
24.95 

21.00 

17.69 
18.S'1 

14.75 
15.68 
3) ~32 

19.15 

18.17 
22.09 
22.88 
20.37 
16.78 

17.76 
18.55 

19.21 
17.68 
20.63 
30.85 

18.34 

19.89 
17.58 

14.61 
18.79 

17.68 
18.69 

23.78 
21.74 

-4.-------+------~------+_-----4~-----4 

15.87 
18.46 
22.01 

23.97 
23.35 
25.2U 

20.55 
20.68 
23.66 

16.96 
30.74 
23.19 

26.79 
27.0S 

17 .. 64 
!!;.43 
19.77 
17.78 
25.33 

13.45 
18.54 
~8.88 

14.92 
21.84 
20.82 

19.94 
22.02 
21.30 

15.35 
21.57-
24.40 

21. 70 
30,63 

18.34 
15.65 
18.23 

17.89 
29.11 

13.63 
12.78 
15.15 

18,24 
17.74 
19.02 

17.85 
22.06 
19.60 

16.10 
31.22 
16.48 

12.71 
21.06 

19.2~ 

13.42 
15.46 
14.21 
27 ,5~ 

13.05 
15.84 
15.53 

19.3B 
20.00 
18.78 

16.95 
19.32 
21.26 

16.31 
28.33 
18.10 

1B.92 
22.42 

19.2~ 

15.90 
19.06 
21.92 
21.79 

16.99 
IB.46 
18.47 

19.69 
18.81 
20.61 

17.83 
21.06 
18.96 

16.88 
22.50 
1,8.J6 

18.39 
24.97 

19.49 
19.80 
22.47 
22.87 
26.57 

Kerilt.:cky: 
Ea8t.eI~ .. 
'Nesler" 

Michigan: 
Eastern. 
WClilem ... 

Ohio: 
Northern . 
Soulhern . 

Tennessee: 
F..aslern . 
Middle .•. 
WeMhlrn . 

Seventh Circuit 

U1ino~: 
Northern . 
Eastern •. 
Southern 

Indiana; 
Northern . 
Southern 

Wiscomin.:
Eastern . 
Western 

Eighth Circuit 

Arkansas! 
Eastern 

Iowa; 
North:.rn. 
Southern •..• 

MinneBOtn 
Missouri: 

Eastern . 
Western 

Nebraska .. 
North Dakota • 
South Dakota . 

Ninth Circuit 

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

Northern .,.,. 

Easlcrn ." 
Centrol . 
Southern 

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

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

Guam 

Tenth Circuit 

Culorado •.•.••.•• 
Kansas ....... " 
New Mell.ico ••...••. 
Oklahoma: 

Northern ..•.•.. 

::u:~~.~: ~~' .. 
Utah ...... " 
W,.oming. 

1971 

21.7B 
25.97 

18.92 
15.03 

24.93 
18.46 

19.96 
30.74 
17,39 

24.58 
19.62 
26.48 

22.?1 
18.82 

20.29 
23.40 

20.23 
25.64 

20.16 
18.26 
18.43 

21.42 
25.87 
22.4B 
18.56 
26.07 

1972 

21.96 
25.38 

16.97 
15.16 

20.04 
18.50 

17.88 
24.10 
lG.B5 

17.77 
19.39 
23.92 

17.34 
16.75 

14.34 
19.43 

19.99 
25.19 

18.34 
20.33 
16.24 

19.75 
25.25 
19,65 
20.57 
24.66 

1973 

27.43 
20.88 

1G.56 
13.97 

18.89 
19.22 

16.43 
23.08 

15.86 

18.41 
22.22 
25.08 

22.89 
15.18 

17.44 
26.72 

19.69 
22.33 

14.71 
15.88 
16.15 

20.42 
25.51 
17.93 
18.87 
26.70 

1974 

22.36 
20.60 

19.98 
12.16 

17.02 
18.74 

17.07 
18.43 

15.79 

16.75 
25.03 
22.88 

23.53 
16.24 

19.31 
12.25 

22.17 
25.27 

14.84 
14.93 
18.52 

18.58 
24.76 
16.74 
16.88 
22.39 

1975 

27.05 
23.37 

20.61 
18.84 

16.92 
19.75 
16,B2 

16.87 
22.73 
22.05 

25.73 
15.83 

17.94 
15.67 

21.90 
25.26 

15.64 
21.84 
17.55 

17.17 
26.67 
19.88 
20.60 
24.18 

\\ 

1976 

23.51 
19.11 

20.40 
17.51 

21.12 
19.00 

15.38 
19.013 

17.07 

19.86 
18.18 
17.96 

31.26 
14.97 

17.69 
17.95 

21. 73 
22.11 

17.77 
17.45 
16.32 

17.08 
24.60 
17.04 
20.63 
24.62 

--,----~-------+------~--------~-------+--------

19·59 
24.42 

23.11 
23.85 

17.57 18.78 
18.66 15.27 
18.85 19.15 
25.50 26.98 
21.55 15.9B 
20.9S 17.12 
19.22 17,88 
50.13 23.62 
22.33 16.31 

17.94 15.17 
21.I'L_- . ·'IT:il 

·~·3-9·:55 26.22 

14.83 14.06 
18.15 15.10 
20.85 19.29 

25.19 
26.64 
21.73 
24.22 
15.44 

20.31 
26.66 
18.29 
21.11 
14.50 

20.31 
21.52 

18.07 
20.79 
20.44 
27.24 
22.29 
20.65 
18.52 
21.87 
14.56 

19.18-
18.74 
25.46 

13.38 
16.59 
20.14 

21.05 
19.61 
21.66 
24.42 
12.19 

22.77 
23.BI 

16.15 
18.86 
20.08 
24.54 
22.01 
16.05 
17.45 
20.28 
16.05 

i"L06 
20.45 

20.07 

14.63 
15.83 
15.93 

27.92 
21.93 
15.53 
21.40 
11.80 

25.41 

22.00 

15.97 
20.55 
20.83 
23.66 
19.93 
15.39 
19.73 
20.99 
16.28 

17.16 
19.53· 
18.94 

15.09 
19.85 
16.69 

20.28 
17.57 
17.28 
18.78 
11.67 

20.94 
'.':S.88 

16.16 
23 • .39 
19.64 
20.95 
15.40 
15.51 
20.45 
22.65 

_. "--:1;-"-~6' 

16.53 
17.62 
19.25 

16.37 
14 ... 80 
13.56 
19.60 
12.84 
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District 1971 1972 1913 1974 

TableS 

PER~NTAGE OF JURDRS SE:r:.ECTED FOR OR SERVING ON' 
J1)RY TRIALS FOR FISCAL YEARS 1.971 - 1.976 

1975 1~76 District. 1971 

Ntltionnl AVcrngc ••• ~!_.-+-,5o.:5..:..5::,\_.....,r-5:.:6..:..5::';\'-_t-_5_S._3::.;\--t __ 6_0_.1_\_+ __ 6::.;0:..,.2_\-/ Si:dhCi'rc..:. 

Districlo(Coh.lmbia. 56.7 52.1 57.5 54.8 63.1 58.2 

FirstCircuiL 

Maine: . 
Massachusetts . 
New Hampshire 
R.hode Island . 
Pu~rlo Rico 

Second Circuit 

Connecticut 
New York: 

Nnrtht!rn 
.eastern . 
S'lutne\,n 
Western 

VCffilMt 

Third Circuit 

Dolaware 
NoW"JcrSl!Y 
Jlcllnsyh-il.'l.ia: 

r:..,stern 
~tiddll! 
Western 

Virgin Islands 

Founh Cirruit 

Maryland 
North Carolina: 

ea.~tern . 
Middle .. 
Westcrn 

South Carolinll 
Virginia: 

f.ustcm 
Western . 

WcstVirgiuin: 
Northern 
Southern 

FifthCircuiL 

Altobama: 
N'orthem 
MiJcIE .. 
Southern 

}'Ioridu: 
Northern 
.Middl;J 
Southern. 

Ceorgia; 
Northern .. 
Middle 
Southern 

r-----r-----~-----t-----+-----~----~ 

71.4 
76.1 
69.0 
70.4 
4S.5 

62.5 

45.2 
36.9 
21.3 
71.5 
63.3 

50.7 
69.6 

52.8 
66.4 
57.3 
40.2 

45.2 
58.4 

63.3 
63.1 

45.1 
S2~1 

47.8 
45.G 

68.3 
58.5 
51.9 

42.9 
51.9 
42.6 

55.6 
55.1 
53.3 

57.6 

76.S 
76.9 
55 .. 6 
58.4 
43.3 

70.8 

54.7 
39.1 
4l.8 
72.4 
61.1 

56.7 
61.5 
44.3 
40.3 

67.7 

61.2 
59.2 

67.9 
66.7 

47.9 
55.S 

48.3 
48,3 

72.0 
55.4 
44.1 

50.9 
S2.4 
44.6 

63.5 
58.3 
51.8 

73.5 
67.S 
69.2 
62.2 
54.5 

71.4 

60.0 
48.8 
47 •• 
6S.0 
62.3 

51.6 
74.8 

52.7 
76.3 
45.3 
29.7 

64.2 

55.3 
60.4 
70.1 
60.5 

43.4 
53.8 

47.2 
50.8 

64.8 
59.9 
54.8 

68.1 
54.0 
54.1 

6L,A 
!i7.4 
56.7 

82.7 
62.6 
72.2 
80.il 
54.7 

73.6 

61.2 
57.5 
43.4 
64.7 
54.7 

51.5 
78.2 
56.2 
49.4 

67.6 

62.5 
67.1 
74.7 
56.0 

43.7 
48.6 

59.3 
55.6 

60.8 
81.9 
12.8 

68.3 
69.1 
59 .. 4 

64.5 
51 • .2 
57.2 

82,.2 
6(,0 
n,.z 
78.4 
!l~S 

71,.8 

64.8 
60,9 
48.7 
70.8 
55.0 

62.7 
n,6 

56.2 
77.0 
55,5 
49,8 

62 •. 7 

63.1 
44.3 

68.6 
6ci.0 
56,8 

59.4 
65.6 
12.8 

83.1 
68.4 
68.2 
72.5 
35.0 

75.3 

66.1 
59.6 
52 •• 
71.6 
56.4 

60.5 
n.5 

52.2 
72.Q 
49.1 
54.1 

67.S 

69.4 
69.6 
7S.6 
69.3 

53.9 
52.:! 

39.0 
51.4 

56 • .3 
73.7 
85.0 

68.2 
68.5 
5&.0 

57.8 
60.4 
74.0 

Kentucky: 
Eastern 
Western. 

Mkh!glln~ 

Eastern 
Western 

Ohio: 
Northern . 
Southern . 

Tennt!Ssee: 
Easwrn .. 
Atlddle .. 
Western > 

Seventh Circuil 

llIinois~ 
Northern 
Eastern 
Southern, 

IndiBnA~ 

Northern . 
Southern 

Wisconsin; 
ELatem 
Western 

Eighlh Circuit 

Arkansas! 
Eu.!Iwm 
Weswrn 

lown: 
Northern . 
Southern 

MInne,ata 
Missouri: 

Eastern . 
Wcsl.t!rn 

Nebraska 
NorthPllkota . 
South Oakow . 

Ninth Circuit 

Alaska, . 
Arizonll . 
California: 

Nortflem. 
Eo.slern .. 
Centru.1 
Southern 

Hawaii 
Idaho .. 
Me.nlan&.. 
Nevudli . 
Oregon. 
W."hhtgt.clIl! 

Eastern . 
Western '. 

Guam. 

61.2% 
37.5 

71.3 
80.7 

52.8 
7L3 

63.1 
43.2 
73,8 

.55.3 
50.6 
45.7 

52.0 
66.9 

61.6 
49.6 

58. .. 3 
52.3 

60.5 
82.1 
59.0 

5S.7 
46.0 
54.0 
69.7 
47.3 

69.4 
50.6 

66.9 
66.7 
68.9 
49.0 
59.9 
61.3 
66.5 
;?.:,i.8 
48.6 

67.6 
59.0 
30.7 

1972 

61.3\ 
41.0 

66.4 
74.3 

54.4 
68.1 

63.7 
54.7 
12.5 

58.3 
53.3 
44.2 

54.4 
66.6 

56.9 
63.7 

59.8 
52.2 

66.1 
74.6 
5}.7 

60.5 
47.9 
56.8 
61.7 
SO.B 

58.6 
46.9 

64.5 
66.8 

66.3 
46.~ 

57.6 
71.7 
61.1 
54.2 
52.1 

63.9 
69.0 
45.6 

1973 

48.7\ 
54.3 

60.1 
84.8 

5~.5 
64.7 

61.4 
46.8 
71.8 

54.9 
51.2 
40.2 

49.3 
61.2 

62'.3 
60.3 

79.3 
70.2 

64.0 

56.1 
45,3 
50.2 
66.0 
46.8 

66.6 
47.5 

64.6 
57.0 
63.2 
4~.O 

48.2 
61.1 
66.7 
58.5 
56.7 

58.6 
55.4 
46.6 

1974 

51.3\ 
45.7 

63 ... 1 
88.8 

61.2 
66.5 

63.3 
53.4 
71.5 

64.5 
48.3 
54.5 

45.6 
63.1 

56.6 
67.7 

55.3 
53.7 

OS.4 
74.1 
56.9 

SO~6 

47.2 
53.8 
74.5 
46.3 

51.1 
50.5 

67.6 
58.4 
61.0 
50.1 
54.4 
70.9 
50.0 
58.4 
56,:3 

6D.1 
53.7 
Sl,Z 

1975 

SL:.i% 
44.4 

64.4 
81.4 

54.1 
67.8 

65.1 
53.8 
66.3 

63.6 
~6.9 
.5.2 

49.2 
60.6 

~C.4 

72.8 

54.7 
53.1 

61.8 
49.9 
71.4 

49.5 
53.9 

1>5.8 
55.4 
~2.0 
51.6 
58.2 
60.5 
51.0 
:$9.2 
34.5 

57.6 
55.9 
56.7 

1976 

56.6\ 
53.3 

65.2 
72.4 

51.3 
67.6 

61.~ 

53.2 
70.0 

58.3 
66.4, 
58,8 

42.8 
63.7 

69.1 

67.9 

55,,9 
63.8 

51.6 
67.' 
67.7 

55.2 
46.S 
52.6 
59.8 
43.S 

62.3 
45.6 

66.8 
53.4 
62.4 
60.8 
65.0 
69.5 
54.? 
56.6 
54.2 

55.S 
59.9 
32.8 

Loui!liona: 
gastern . 
Middle. 
Western. 

53.3 
2S.S 
48.1 

56.5 
35.! 
38.4 

56.4 
:m.6 
53.5 

59.6 
28:2-
61.1 

58.9 
45.2 
51.8 

--.-----r------+-----~------~----_4~-----

Mississippi; 
Northern . 
Southern. 

Tex"s: 
Northern . 
Eunwrn 
Southern .. 
Western . 

CunlllZone 

40.9 

52.9 
37.7 

63.4 
71.7 
55.8 
65.5 

65.5 

.5L:2 
45.2 

60.3 
76.7 
62.8 
52.5 

~S.2 

59.1 
40.5 

65.5 
75.8 
65.0 
55.8 

41.2 

n.5 
59.2 

63.6 
72.1 
67.1 
69.1 

43.6 

71.0 
5&.0 

73.5 
53.8 

63.3 
62.9 
65.8 
61.1 
46.2 

TenthCircuil 

Colo~,.Jo ., . , 
Kar'...rU ' 
N"ew Mexico 
Oklahoma; 

Northern • 
Easwm. 
Western •. 

Utah .' 
Wyoming .•....... 

{,6.6 
68.9 
63.1 

47.5 
46.1 
56.1 
53.0 
72.4 

fj5.9 
67.4 
59.6 

60.2 
48.5 
65.1 
61.0 
65.4 

71.0 
62.8 
53.4 

51.8 
48.2 
51.3 

51.9 
71.2 

68.2 
67.5 
64.7 

33,7 
47.0 
67.9 

61.' 
73.9 

64.8 
63.5 
59.6 

52.7 
54.7 
62.j 

64.9 
67.1 

57.3 
64.' 
64.7 

70.5 
68.9 
69.6 
64.8 
70.6 

J) . 

( 

(l 

(1 
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District 1971 1972 1~13 197<1 

Table 9 

PERCENTAGE OF JURORS liQT. SELECTED, SERVING OR CHALLENGED 
FOR. FISCAL YEAAS 1971 - 1976 

1975 1976 District 1971 

National Averasc. ~. 1-...:3~2,,-,.8~\'---l_...:5!,!0::.c. 0~'l,---+--,2~8~.:!:4%~· _+-,,26~.C:!5;!.~_-+_::.2:::3.:::8;!.t_+_::.2:::4.:.:IC:~_-l Si.-dh Circuit 

DistrictoCColumbln. 31.2 

Pirst Circuit 

Maina 
Massachusetts 
New Hampshire 
Rhoda Island 
l'ucrto Rico. 

Second Circuit 

Connecticut . . 
New York: 

Northern 
Eastern 
Southern 
\\'estern 

Vermont. 

Tllird Circuit 

Ik>lnwnrc 
New Jersey . 
J'onnsylvaniu! 

Eastern 
~liddie 
Wc~tern 

Vi~ln Islands 

.FounhCircuit-

Maryland 
North Carolina: 

£nstcm. 
Middle. 
Western 

South Carolina . 
Virginia: 

EaSWnt . 
Wesicrn 

West Yirb>inin: 
Northern . 
Southern, . 

Fifth Circuit 

Alabama: 
N(Jrthcrn . 
Middle .. 
Southern . 

Florida; 
Northern . 
Middle. 
Southern 

Georgio! 
Northern . . 
Middlc 
Southern . 

Louisiana: 
Eastern , 

Middle 
\'y'e..';lern . 

Mississippi: 
Northern 
Southern . . 

Tcxn.'1; 
Norlhern .. 
Eastern . 
Southern . . 
\Vestern .. 

CnnalZone . 

9.9 
19.3 
20.5 
22.0 
43.6 

23.1 

48.0 
54.1 
68.3 
19.2 
30.6 

31.8 
20 • .1 

33.9 
IB.8 
26.5 
38.8 

65.8 

46.5 
21.4 
29.3 
21.1 

24.1 
19.6 

4B.0 
44.5 

18.2 
30.7 
21.9 

45.3 
33.S 
48.2 

24.6 
19.3 
23.6 

24.5 

48.3 

31.6 
54.3 

23.7 
14.4 
31.7 
IS.9 
25.5 

30.7 

8.2 
IB.l 
24.7 
34.2 
41.2 

17.3 

36.4 
50.6 
48.6 
19.2 
34.3 

37.2 
18.1 

28.1 
22.1 
54.2 
34.8 

18.3 

29.0 
23.8 
25.4 
18.4 

24.5 
15.4 

34.9 
34.8 

12.9 
31.4 
40.4 

33.0 
32.7 
43.0 

15.8 
18.6 
19.3 

23.2 
43.5 
35 .. u 

31.5 
43.4 

26.8 
8.0 

25.9 
28.0 
41.4 

27.2 

B.3 
22.6 
16.0 
31.4 
28.0 

13.7 

30.5 
38.4 
40.8 
22.9 
30.3 

29.6 
15.2 

32.2 
9.6 

36.2 
37.7 

17.3 

34.7 
22.S 

21.6 
22.0 

22.6 
16.8 

28.9 
25.2 

15.5 
22.9 
24.2 

16.7 
32.7 
32 .. 2 

18.3 
47.7 
4S.~ 

20.6 
47.1 

18.7 
10.2 
21.7 
24.9 
37.0 

31.4 

3.9 
27.9 
12.7 
10.5 
29.1 

12.0 

25.8 
29.4 
44.0 
26.9 
31.9 

6.1 
l,t.2 

33.4 
8.2 

27.9 
21.4 

15.8 

27.4 
13.0 
150$ 
25.8 

23.4 
13.4 

21.0 
23.6 

17.4 
B •• 

10.4 

20.6 
19.2 
23.8 

15.9 
16.5 
n.6 

19.4 
44.7 
30.6 

U.8 
28.0 

19.1 
13.1 
18.7 
13.7 
35.2 

23 •• 1 

3.3 
2.2.1 
14.4 
16.3 
53.5 

9.0 

24.2 
23.9 
34.9 
19.5 
29.8 

8.1 
14.3 

26.8 
8.9 

28,9 
20.6 

17.7 

25.3 
18.6 

16.3 
J7.6 

18.8 
14.3 

14.2 
31.8 

11.2 
13.4 
10.3 

17.4 
21.1 
26.5 

18.7 
10.4 
6.4 

17.7 
4B.8 
20.9 

9.2 
26.8 

IS.5 
15.0 
12.7 
16.4 
29.2 

28.0 

3.8 
21.6 
17.1 
19.5 
49.0 

10.0 

23.0 
27.1 
31.1 
19.3 
31.~ 

15.2 
iD.2 

51.9 
9.5 

35.2 
24.S 

15.9 

21.3 
12.0 

14.5 
14.4 

12.2 
13.1 

39.5 
25.3 

24.2 
15.4 

6.9 

20.0 
17.9 
26.0 

20.6 
13.5 
g.9 

17.0 
24.9 
21-5 

1O~2 

30.4 

21.2 
19.0 
18.B 
18.9 
29.0 

Kenlucky: 
Euslcm 
Western 

~Irchib .... n: 
Eastern 
Wcslt>m 

Ohio: 
Northern 
Southern 

'fQl1nes:;ce~ 

Enslern 
Middle 
Western 

Seventh Circuit 

Illinois: 
Northern 
Enslt:rn 
Southern 

Indiana: 
North(.>rn 
Southern 

Wisconsin: 
Ea!;tt:rn 
Westorn 

I 
Eighth CimU' 

Arkansu.!l: 
wmrn 
Wt)stern . 

lm\lU: 
Northern . 
Southern 

MlnnC!lOla 
Missouri: 

Enstern . 
Weslern 

Ne:bmskn 
North Dakota 
South Dakotn 

Ninth Circuit 

Alaska 
Arizona 
Cnlifornfa: 

Norlhern 
Ells!.ern 
Centrol 
Southern 

Hawaii 
Idaho, 
Monttlna 
Nevada 
Oregon 
Wlishinb"tnn: 

Emitern 
Western , 

Gunm. 

'renth CircuIt 

Colorado 
Kansl\s , 
New Mexico 
Oklahomo;. 

Nprthem. 
Enslern 
West.era. 

Utah. 
Wj'omIng . 

28.B~ 

49.5 

20.2 
9.2 

41.6 
19.5 

27.0 
49.9 

15.5 

36.4 
30.2 
48.9 

30.0 
20.7 

20.1 
31.1 

IB.7 
28.2 

38.3 
16.2 
27.3 

16.4 
33.9 
31.3 
11.3 
35.5 

20.0 
21.8 
2.3.2 
34.3 
3.6 

23.1 
19.5 
53.1 
35.0 

15.5 
29.3 
52.7 

18.6 
16.9 
19.5 

39.7 
42.2 
26.3 
27.9 
IS.2 

1972 

28.7~ 
42.4 

26.5 
13.3 

39.2 
21.6 

24.0 
36.4 
13.2 

32.S 
31.3 
46.S 

25.0 
17.6 

20.6 
16.9 

16.6 
17.8 

18.8 
19.1 
27.9 

15.5 
30.2 
27.5 
15.5 
28.6 

24.4 
28.6 

22.0 
23.2 
24.3 
,33.0 
19.1 
17.1 
21.4 
25.9 
34.1 

12.0 
17.7 
39.9 

14.6 
15.5 
19.5 

26.1 
42.0 
16.8 
20.9 
21.6 

1973 

41.A~ 
28.9 

33.4 
8.3 

36.6 
22.8 

27.5 
45.1 
12.2 

34.4 
25.9 
49.6 

34.0 
21.5 

21.4 
28.7 

16.2 
20.4 

10.0 
12.9 
IB.4 

18.2 
33.0 
31.2 
14.2 
33.8 

19.2 

26.1 

23.8 
32.2 
27.7 
3S.0 
37.6 
26.3 
16.8 
23.1 
28.0 

15.5 
29.0 
44.3 

9.7 
22.2 
25.7 

25.7 
39.8 
26.7 
25.0 
10.2 

1974 

39.41',; 
36.2 

28.S 
4.2 

31.0 
20.8 

24.7 
33.6 
ll.3 

25.4 
32.8 
31.7 

23.6 
8.7 

19.2 
18.7 

17.3 
9.5 

27.0 

24.7 
27.1 
28.8 
9.0 

28.4 

43.7 

26.3 

20.5 
29.2 
30.0 
28.3 
35.2 
17.7 
30.9 
19.1 
24.3 

17.1 
26.0 
33.2 

14.9 
16.5 
18 . .2 

52.3 
39.8 
20.9 
27.6 
15.6 

1975 

35.8\ 
40.2 

28.0 
8.3 

36.1) 
19.5 

23.3 
31.7 
13.5 

15.2 
2J.5 
31.0 

32.0 
18.1 

22.2 
B.7 

18.7 
21.4 

18.9 
31.3 
13.8 

19.0 
31.7 
30.4 
23".0 
36.3 

21.2 
32.7 
28.2 
25.6 
13.3 
26.4 
30.4 
26.0 
26.6 

19.9 
25.7 
25.8 

16.3 
20.7 
18.3 

29.1 
27.2 
22.7 
2] .• 3 
19.6 

1976 

34.8% 

32.2 

25.6 
16.9 

40.3 
20.0 

25.5 
35.5 
15.9 

31.9 
10.4 
27.7 

37.1 
1&.4 

16.7 
11.5 

19.9 
6.1 

21.9 
15.2 
16.6 

20.3 
29.0 
31.8 
23.S 
36.3 

21.5 
3-1.6 
27.7 
20.5 
S.7 

20.0 
23".3 
28.3 
22.6 

20.0 
21.6 
57.9 

23.9 
20.2 
14.3 

12.3 
19.2 
12.6 
21.4 
13.9 



JUROR UTILIZATION CHECK SHEET 

This check sheet is the end ~esult of much study of the various juror utilization 

problems ertcountered by district courts and is made possible by the steady commL~ication 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 cour"ts has variations in its local rules 

and practices, this listing is not meant to represen"t all possible factors affe.cting a dis

trict's juror 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 jurol' usage 

statistical profilewhil~ 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 its 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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o 
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CHECK SHEET ON JUROR UTILIZATION FACTORS THAT MAY HAVE AN EFFECT ON THE 
JUROR USAGE INDEX 

POSITIVE FACTORS 

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

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

Use of a jury pool system, where the 
number of judges and trials perm ts • 

The s'i:aggering of trial starts where 
the number of judges and trials per
mits. 

Use of multiple voir dires in the jury 
selection process. 

Reduction in voir dire panel size. 

Use of civil juries of less than twelve 
members. 

Reduction in the number of challenges 
allowed. 

Established deadlines for settlements 
or pleas. 

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

A predominantly civil trial calendar -
7~1o or more of all jury trials. 

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

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

No highly publicized trials and few 
multiple defendant criminal cases. 

1 

I 
2 
i 
3 
I 

4-

I 
5 

6 

I 
7 

J 
I 
9 

I 
10 

I 
11 

I 
12 

13 

I 
14 

ADVERSE FACTORS 

Poor cooperation and co®~unication be
tween judges and court personnel. 

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

Each judge using his own, separate jury 
panel or pool. 

All judges beginning jury selection at 
the same tim0 and on the same day. 

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

D 
o 
o 
o 
D 

Use of voir dire panels larger than r==l 
recommended. 

Use of civil juries of twelve or more 0 
members. 

Excessive use of peremptory challenges. 0 

Allowing settlements or pleas to be 0-· 
entered up to and-duriT!g trials. 

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

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

No back up trials set so that a jury 
panel for a case is sent home unused 0 
i£ this case does not go forward. . 

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

One or more highly publjcized trials 
or multiple defendant criminal case~ 

c ..... y 
requiring extra-large panels for -
jury seleCtion. 

D 

o 
NOTE: Factors are randomly listed with no order as to significance. 
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SECTION II 

JUROR COSTS 

Payments to petit and grand jurors during fiscal year 1976 totalled $20,2~7,000, 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 77.096, 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 minor impact on the national cost statistics but in a few 

HOW JUROR DOLLARS WERE SPENT 

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

Attendance - 59.5% 

$20,257,000 
4,662,200 

15,594,800 

IN FISCAL YEAR 1976 

Attendance - 17.7% 

Mileage - 4.2% 

Other- 2.5% 
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Fiscal 
Grand Juror Year 

payments 1973 

Total Pa"ments ..... ~ $3,445,200 

Attendance., •..... _ 2,645,000 

Nileage. """"'" 624,800 

Subsistence •......• 175,400 

Eat. Total Percentage 
Expenditure Expend! turs 

nbtriet: Attendance 

'rotll·········.···.· , .b. /200 76.7 

nistdct of Colwwia •• ~ •• 1~6.500 93.9 

tti('st: C!rc1.1!t 

1>1:\inQ •••• " ••••••••••••••• .0.900 70.9 
J.lasattchuactts,. .................... 112.0()O 82.9 
llaw Hampshirc. _." ......... J,901) 'l8.3 
Rhoda Isljjnd ••••••••••••• 19(900 89.':; 
Puorto Rico ... " ............ 31.800 65.9 

Gecond C!r£mit 

connecticut ........................ 34,400 86.0 
New Yor"k* 

liortharJl_ .. _ ~~ ~~~ .. ~ .... ~ ~ 40.300 8Z.7 
etlutern~ ........ ~"" •••• 27$,500 81.6 
Southern ................. " .... 464.2£10 8$.5 
Wes,t:ern .................. lOl.[)OD 84 .. 1 

Vermunt. _ .................. 23,100 -90.0 

Tllh'd C'ircuit 

Delaware ••••••••••••••••• 2<1.400 17.7 
llcW' Jersey ...................... 127,900 aJ.4. 
F~nnsylvanj,a! 

Eas!:ern."' •••••••• ~ ••••• 125.80Q SO.5 
Middle •••• ~" ~ ........... 33,700 76.3 
Western .............. '" 59.400 73.1 

Virgin Isloncls ••••••••••• 0.0 

FOI.I,::-th Circuit 

Marylllnp .................. 83,400 77.7 
Nor\:h CArolina: 

I.:astet'n ...... " ........... ~ ... 19,700 Sa.1 
.Mlddle; •• ~ •••••• o- ••••• , 4 t 900 71.6 
Wenl:orn •••••• " •••••• ~ •• 'S/SOO 12.6 

South Cal;"ol..inill ... ~ ••• ~ •••• ,10,400 Sa~3 
Virginia: 

'l;'astern ............ '> ••• ~. 71.900 79.9 
Wostarn •• ~ .......... .,." .. 10,,500 76.4 

lies\: Virginia: 
Northern ................. 5,400 75~a 
Southern. ~ ~ ~ ., ••••••• ,. 113,100 '10.Q 

Fifth <;1rc:alil: 

Jl.labama; 
Not'thern ••••• # ••••• t ••• 21,aaO 64.6 
Middle •••••• " ....... ~~ ... ll.tO/! 49 ... '3 
.t:Q"thcrn ••••••••••••••• 10,000 75.2 

rl,adda~ 

Northern., ... " •••••••••• lQ.:;!OO ~0.1 
:".ittd!.e .................. ~~; ij" Ba, ~oo 70.1 
Southet'n ••• "' ......... ~ •• 128.900 Bo.' 

Georl1i.n: 
Northern ••••••• ' ••••••• 97.900 67.5 
Middle ••••••••••••••••• 60.:2.00 4~.1 
Sou thorn. " ........... , •• 34,300 55.5 

Lor.liaianll: 
l:;asttlrn •••••••••••••••• 63,600 19.5 
.Middle ••••••••••••• " ..... 15,000 a6.1 

Y Western ••• ~ •••••••••••• 5D,900 .6.1 
Mississippi; 

Northern •••• ~ •••••• ~ •• , 7,100 56.J 
Southern ................ 13.-700 48~8 

Te;xas: 
Horthat:n ......... ..- ••• ,.. ....... 11.20Q 1S.S: 
Easte:r;n •••••••••••••••• 9,300 64.6 
Sou~C:rfl .............. ~ •••• 43.000 S4..4 

W Western •• , ••••••••••••• 56,600r. 13.B· 
C;anal ZOne .......... ~ ......... ~ a.o 

:;1 

Table 10 
Grand Juror Payments 

F.Y. 1973 - 1976 
united States District Courts 

piscal E'iscal 
Year Year 
1974 1975 

$3,649,900 $3,971,400 

2,830,600 3,054,100 

636,400 702,900 

182,900 214,400 

l'able1.1 
Grand Juror Expendituro Breakdown 

United States Distdc:t Olurt.R. 
fiSCi'll Year 1S-7& 

of I!st:iltllted TOtal 
fon 

Subtlistenco Mileage Dist1;'ict. 

5.1 la.2 Sixth Circuit: 

0.0 6.1 Kantucky; 
Easl:.ern ................. o. 

Wester-n •••• ~ ....... .,~ ••• 

3.' 25.7 
Michiqan; 

Eastern ............. _ ... 
0.0 11.1 Weatern .......................... 
0.0 31.7 
0.0 U .. O Ohi.Ot 

19.5 14.$ Northern ...... -<' ••••• 0 .... 

BOUithern ............. ~ .......... 
Tonnossee: 

'Eaatcrn ........... ~,. ... _., 
0.0 14.0 Middle .................... 

Western •• 0,0 ............ ~ •• 

O.S 115..9-
0.0 12;,4 seventh Circuit 
0.0 14.5 
0.0 15.9 Utf.nohi 
0.0 10,,0 l'Iort:l1c;rn ••••• " .... ~" ... 

East:.Q.rn .. ~ ............... 
Southct'n ...... ~ ........... 

tnd1.ana.~ 
0.0 22.3 Nortbern •••••••••••• ". 
0.0 l.6.6 so~'thern .. ~ ..... ~ .. "" .•• 

WisC'onsin~ 
0.0 19.5 E"'st~rn ••••• ~ ••• ~ ••••• 
0.1 2.3.0 i)'estorn ••••••••• , •••• 0-

11.9 tS.1 
0.0 O.a .Eighl:.h clrt:t.lit 

Ark;l.nsa~; 

East~s:n ••••• " ••••••• ~. 
2.' 1.9.-;i WElsl:e'cl1 .................. ~ 

Iowa~ 

15.1 26 .. $ udrl:hern .............. ", .. 
0.0 28-.4. Squt:h~rn.~ .......... , ... 
0.0 :n.4 Minnesota ....... ~ •••••••• 
4.3 3.7.4 Mis£!Our1.~ 

Eastern •• " •••••••••••• 0.' 19~Z W-egtert\~ ...... ~. ~ ~ •••• " 
0.0 23.6 lfebraska •••••• ,,~ ......... 

~Or\;.l\ DdkQta ••• , .... P •••• 

7.1 17.1 south pakotll •• "", ••• ~ •••• 
.,l 21.9 

rtlnth ClrcuU: 

Alas}c:a ••••••••••• , ... ~~ 
12 .. s 22.3 

Arir.ona •• \ ••••••••• ,. ••• ~ 
Clllitornia: 

32.,' 13·8 No,;l;.hett'l •••••••• ~., ••• 
5.1 19.7 EagJoern •••• ,. ~ •••••••• 

CQl1tra1. ............ _ •• ; 
l~'.l 21.2 SOtJ1!]n.rnl. ~ •• "" ~ ....... 
,'.3 2.1.6 ne...,nti ••••• ~ ••••••••• ~ ... 
).3 12.2 .Ida.lto .................... 

Montr.na.~ ..... ~ •••••••••• 
14.4 lB.l Nevada •••••••••••••••••• 
30.0' 20.9 Q:s:~go,n ............. ~ w •••••• 

2S.3 19.2 WashingtQn: 

0.0 20 .. 5 
~llIatern ••••• ~., ••••••• 
Westtlrn ••••••• " ........ 

'0.0 U.9 Guam •••••••••••••••• .,. ••• 
1.9.3 22.6 

Tenth Cb;c~it. 
IB.4 25.3 
29.0 22.~2 <:o1.ora13.o ••••••••••• ~ ..... 

Kansas •••••••••••••••••• 
1.1 '2.'2..8 New Mt!~ic¢ •••••••••••••• ••• 28.5 Oklahoma: 
1.3 14.3- Northern •••••••••••••• 
5.+ 21.0 .E38t::ern~ •••••••••• ~ ••• 
0.0 0.0 Hee\:ern ••••••••.••••••• 

ut:ah ••••• " •••••••••••••• 
'riyPm1no; .................. 

21 

1976 over 1975 
Fiscal 

I Year Percent 
197~ Increase Inccease 

$4,662,200 $690,800 17.4 

3,578,200 524,100 17.2 

846,600 143,700 20.4 

237,500 23,100 10.8 

~t. 'l.'Otal Per~ehtl)f;fe 'Of "E2ititl'lat~d 'rota\ 
Exl'cnd t ture }ixpendUure tOrt 

AHt'lndlU1C~ Suhs!$ter1.cQ Milea9° 

n.600 84.3 O.l 1~.!:1 
32,600 e~.2 O.S tT.4 

161.600 81.2 0.3 10.$ 
10.1300 65.0 l(hl 24.g 

82.000 7.l.1 2.B 24.1 
36.800 '2.9 4.1 i2 .. '3-

-6,900 90..2 1).S \<).3 
8,700 73.2 0.7 26.0 

29,lQO sa.; 0.0 11.') 

235.60£1 84.8 0.0 15.2 
35.100 Sf). 1 21.9 :l2.0 
30.900 72.S 3.B 21.7 

49,7QO 55.6 S •• 15.5 
1313.900 69.0 '.1 11.' 

45-.5'00 69.1 11.3 lS • .q. 
17,700 55,B 19.0 25 • .2 

23,9~0 Sl.7 2:1)~l 22.2 
13.400 45.-9 2B.4 25.0 

16.200 7B.1 3,a la.4 
13.-4Q1) '11.3 >.S lO.l 
:;10,300 74.5 6.3 Ul.l 

62,200 79.0 3.7 l8.4 
:30.600 12 .. 5 B.' '1:8.6-
14,100 55.9 20.9 2'3.3 
1.0,'300 42.4 28 .. '2 29.4 
43~ 100 45,3 3l.9 ~2 .. B 

25.400 4$,B 30.c) 23. '!. 
SS.2~O 61.6 O.~ 1'5:.5 

a4.400 13.'& >.4 '2:4.2 
16~61)O 63.5 10.S 2S~ 7 

~_nL1J'9 jB~l f).-S <\.4 
8l~4do p6.1 0.0 1:1.9 
·IS.~OO 8S.0 0.2 \0.8 
35,300 46".3 26-.3 21.4 
12,100 51.5 2:l.6 25.0 
52,600 75.4 9 •• 15.3 
43,1:.00 51.0 19.'9 13.0 

16,400 .. 7.) 29.1. 23.6 
3:'1 1 000 70.6 6.3 23.1 
3,200 91.'9 0.0 ..1 

26,400 ~··~,·~.t:; 1).:5- 1.5.3 
18,600 (.( 9 •• L8.J 
31.100 bO.b lB.9 20.6 

Us, 000 '92.4 0.0 7 •• 
9.200 5'2.7 L6.5 30.9 
8,900 6].2 12~O 20.8 

~3. 909 79.1 4.6'/ 16.3 
),900 56." 23.9 J.9.3 



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 jurol: 

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 table, "Grand Juror P~:rJlleiits - r. ~L-. 1973-1976", identifies the national totals of the grand 

juror expenditure breakdown for those fiscal years while the accompanying table, "Grand Juror Expendi-

tlire 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 Juror 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 

Fiscal 
Petit Juror Year 

Payments 1973 

Total Pavments ••••• $14,168,600 

Attendance .•.••••.• 11,125,900 

Mileage .•.•.••••••• 2,366,800 

Subsistence •••••••• 391,800 

Other ...•••. " ••••• 284,100 

Table 12 

Petit Juror Payments 
F.Y. 1973 - 1976 

United States District Courts 

Fiscal pis cal 
Year Year 
1974 1975 

$13,704,000 $13,853,200 

10,658,000 10,716,000 

2,243,300 2,294,9-00 

311,900 330,000 

490,800 512,300 

1976 over 1975 
]i'isca1 

I Year Percent 
1976 Increase Increase 

$15,594,800 $1,741,600 12.6 

12,057,700 1,341,700 12.5 

2,623,100 328,200 14.3 

398,200 68,200 20.7 

515,700 3,400 0.7 

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

following districts: North Carolina, Middle; South Carolina; West Virginia, Northern; Mississippi, 

No~thern; Texas, Eastern; Nebraska; North Dakota; Oregon; Guam; and Oklahoma, Western. 
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District 

~ ............... 
District of Columbia ••• " 

First Circuit 

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

Second Circuit 

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

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

Vermont .•.• " " •••••.• , .• 

Third Circuit 

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

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

Virgin Islands ••••••••••• 

Fourth Circuit 

Haryland ••...••••.••.••.• 
North Carolina: 

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

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

Eastern •••••••••.••.•. , 
Western ••••••••••••••• " 

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

Fifth C;.r;;::uit 

Alabama: 
Northern ••.•••••••••••• 
Middle., .••••••.•••••••• 
Southe'Z'I'l ............... 

F+orida: 
Northern ••••••••••••••• 
Middle ••••••••••••••••• 
Southern ............... 

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

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

~ississippi: 

Northern ••••••••••••••• 
Southern' ••••••••••••••• 

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

Canal Zone ••••••••••••••• 

<" 

Table 13 

Petit Juror Expenditure Breakdown 
United States District courts 

Fiscal Year 1976 

Percentage of Estimated 
Est. Total 

Tr.\tal 

Expenditure Attendance Subsistence 

$15,594,800 77.3 2.6 

169,900 91. 7 0.0 

27,200 65.4 6.4 
281,400 78.7 0.0 
54,200 68.4 1.5 
52,300 86.2 1.5 

182,700 60.6 19.4 

127,300 82.0 0.0 

50,800 80.6 0.3 
645,400 85.0 0.2 

1,085,700 84.3 0.0 
150,000 84.1 0.3 

56,000 83.9 0.0 

51,900 58.0 0.0 
457,900 78.1 0.0 

809,900 76.9 0.8 
139,100 74.1 1.4 
390,100 76.1 8.5 
108,200 81.6 0.0 

231,700 75.3 0.6 

68,000 77.9 0.6 
35,300 82.4 0.3 
75,300 83.7 0.0 

274,800 60.4 U.6 

137,400 81.4 0.1 
37,600 69.4 1.4 

13,700 69.4 7.5 
78,000 77.9 3.9 

222,000 60.6 16.6 
88,900 58.6 16.4 

110,000 64.6 10.4 

66,400 76.2 1.4 
309,300 73.7 1.3 
365,700 86.0 1.2 

296,800 8LO 1.1 
77,000 76.8 2.8 

104,200 77.9 3.5 

218,400 78.3 1.1 
16,600 83.0 0.0 
90,600 74.5 0.4 

122,900 57.5 11.8 
86,000 75.5 1.8 

,~47,600 83.2 0.5 
99,900 74.6 0.8 

373,100 78.5 0.6 c 

1!\,4,900 81.8 1.0 
1,700 99.1 0.0 
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Expenditures for: 

Mileage Other'" 

16.8 3.3 

5.9 2.4 

26.0 2.2 
17.1 4.2 
26.9 3.2 
9.8 2.6 

14.7 5.3 

16.0 2.0 

17.0 2.1 
12.0 2.8 
12.8 2.9 
13.6 2.0 
14.4 1.6 

9.5 32.5 
13.:1 8.6 

\\ 
18.7 3.6 
23.7 0.8 
13.6 1.8 
2.1 16.4 

22.3 1.9 

21.0 0.5 
17.3 0.0 
16.3 0.0 
26.5 1.5 

16.8 1.7 
21.2 8.0 

23.1 0.0 
16.5 1.8 

22.1 0.7 
24.9 0.2 
17.5 7.5 

18.1 4.4 
19.0 6.0 
11.9 

f/ 
0.9 

17.9 '~ 0.1 
19.6 ,.---' 

0.8 
15.3 3.3 

18.2 2.4 
16.8 0.2 
19.7 5.4 

" 29.2 1.4 
21.6 1.1 

16.3 0.0 
24.6 0.0 " 
14.3 6.6 
15.6 1.7 
0.9 0.0 



Ii 

District 

Sixth Circuit 

Kentucky: 
Eastern .•.••.••.••..••• 
We!::tern .............................. .. 

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

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

Tsnnessee: 
Eastern ••.•••••.•..•.•• 
Middle ••••.••••.•.••.•• 
Western •.•..••••••••••• 

Seventh Circuit 

Illinois: 
Northern ••....•.••••••• 
Eastern ............................. .. 
Southern .•......•••.••• 

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

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

Eigh th Circuit 

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

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

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

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

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

Ninth Circuit 

Alaska .•••..•..••••.•..•. 
Ari~ona ................................. .. 
California: 

Northern •..•••.•••••.•• 
Eastern ••.••••••••••••. 
CentraL ...•.•••.••.••• 
Southern ••...•..•••..•. 

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

Eastern .••• '" •••••.••• 
Western .•...••••...•••• 

Guam ..•.••.••.••••••.•••• 

Tenth Circuit 

Colorado .•..•••.••••••.•• 
K?nsas .................................... .. 
~t.::J Mexico ............................ .. 
Oklahoma: 

Northern ••••••••••..••• 
Eastern •.....•••••••••• 
Western. ~::: "l''''' ........ " .......... 

Utah •••.•••••••.••••..••• 
wyoming ••.••••••••••••••• 

Table 13 

Petit Juror Expenditure Breakdown 
United States District Courts 

Fiscal Year 1976 (concluded) 

Percentage of Estima.ted Total Expenditures for: 
Est. Total 
Expenditure 

199,700 
69,600 

622,900 
71,600 

233,300 
153,200 

91,200 
77,0(10 

138,500 

506,900 
67,000 
56,700 

173,200 
109,000 

125,900 
22,200 

121,100 
71,500 

40,300 
Sl,100 

176,100 

135,900 
117,100 
115,800 

74,100 
136,700 

55,800 
203,000 

350,900 
208,300 
505,200 
327,800 
33,000 
65,700 
43,000 

111,300 
81,600 

48,600 
124,300 

20,200 

122,100 
162,800 
167,400 

46;200 
42,200 
87,600 

108,700 
28,600 

Attendance 

75.5 
79.0 

80.6 
64.9 

75.7 
71.5 

78.6 
79.2 
85.0 

81.9 
69.5 
78.6 

77.6 
76.4 

73.7 
76.1 

79.3 
77.1 

74.9 
73.0 
83.3 

82.1 
79.1 
69.7 
59.0 
62.8 

79.5 
84.3 

73.8 
63.9 
76.7 
81.2 
81.4 
12.6 
72.7 
75.4 
78.2 

73.: 
80.9 
83.5 

76.0 
78.7 
63.9 

82.1 
65.8 
80.8 
74.0 
86.9 

Subsistence Mileage 

2.5 21.7 0.3 
0.3 19.9 0.8 

0.1 16.5 2.8 
5.3 28.8 0.9 

1.0 21.3 2.0 
3.4 15.7 9.4 

0.0 20.7 0.7 
0.0 16.5 4.3 
0.4 14.7 0.0 

0.0 14.1 4.0 
2.1 25.8 2.5 
0.1 18.3 3.0 

1.2 14.2 7.0 
0.0 21.8 1.8 

0.0 11.6 14.7 
2.4 20.1 1.4 

0.8 18.8 1.1 
0.9 20.9 1.1 

1.5 17.0 6.6 
2.3 22.5 2.2 
2.8 12.9 1.0 

0.4 17.0 0.6 
0.1 15.1 5.8 

10.1 19.4 0.8 
19.5 21.0 0.5 
10.1 25.9 1.3 

5.4 11.2 4.0 
1.3 13.4 0.9 

0.5 15.7 10.0 
3.6 18.5 14.0 
1.6 20.3 1.4 
0.2 17.4 1.2 
1.8 10.6 6.2 
7.9 18.7 0.8 

10.1 16.0 1.1 
8.8 14.3 1.4 
2.3 15.5 4.0 

6.7 17.8 2.1 
0.4 15.4 3.2 
1.0 9.2 6.4 

7.1 14.7 2.2 
2.2 19.1 0.0 

16.4 18.9 0.8 

0.5 15.3 2.0 
1.7 32.4 0.1 
1.4 17.1 0.7 
7.1 17.0 1.9 
2.3 9.0 1.8 

~Includes meals .c",d lodging for seguestered jurors, transportation of juries for views and 
miscellaneouf!.;>expenses 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 expended 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.)'. 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 year. 
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SECTION III 

JUROR USAGE PROFILES 

EXPLANATION OF ENTRIES THAT APPEAR ON DISTRICT JUROR USAGE PROFILES 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

8 Percentage of petit jurors who were challenged. 

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

10 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. 

11 Total estimated expenditure for all petit jurors' expenses. Included are attendance, subsistence, 
mileage anl toll costs, and miscellaneous costs. 

12 Estimated cost per jury trial per day. 

13 Estimated cost per petit juror per day. 

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

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

16 Total number of ~ivil jury trials. 

17 Percentage of civil jury trials (based on box It l6). 

18 Total number of criminal jury trials. 

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

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

21 Total number of civil jury trial days. 

22 Percentage of civil jury trial days (based on pox It 21). 

23 Total number of criminal jury trial days. 

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

25 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) 

26 Total number of grand juries in existence at the start of the fiscal year 
from fiscal year 1975. 

those 

27 Total number of grand juries impaneled or brought into existence at some time between 
July 1, 1975 and June 30, 1976. 

27 
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28 

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

Total number of grand juries which either were discharged by the court or which had served the 
l8-month statutory period and ceased to exist at some time between July 1, 1975 and June 30, 1976. 

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

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

31 Number ox grand jurors in convened sessions. Grand jurQrs are included in this category only 
when they participate in a convened session. Travel days, prospective jurors reporting only 

32 

33 

for impanelment, or jurors reporting when no session is convened are not included in this figure. 

Number of hours in session. Thi~ category includes all time from the start of a convened 
session to the close of that session on a given dar. 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 It 31) by the number of sessions 
convened (Box It 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. 

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

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

36 Estimated cost for each grand jury session convened. 

37 Estimated cost per grand juror per day. 

38 A comparison of selected petit juror utilization data for fiscal years 1972 thru 1976. 

39 A compari'son of selected grand juror data for fiscal years 1975 and 1976. 

COMMENT: A statement is provided fo:r those districts reporting various occurrences in the operation of 
their jury sY'6tem which have had an effect on their utilization statistics. This information is derived 
from the J5-11 monthly reports. 
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.\t.~~·\" ~>;:;t/:J.t ... ;3 

;!.~;;rfi:-.:';r 
~'~; j\J1,)'t 

C" •. , I ... ,..._~_; 

,:';g );,!t':,f 

T'~'!C~~; 

U<1;'l'Y:'-.-.1:'<l.-l.r 

St;l ving ()f 

15 33. 3 8.2 

1~Y;3 23 30.4 8.3 

'W7.(. 17 52 9 3.9 

W7b 30 53. 3 

WIG 20 80.0 

MAINE 

,,:, s::;!c:;~·~;j .lar.y· 
er UCSfi'] 

~~~;,rv!nC! ~nda;', 

76. 8 11 3J. 

73. 5 10. 28 

82 . 7 12 20 

15 .67 

17 69 

{-,~;;r:~~;~·.~ ","·t 

2 11 

2 14 

8,900 

~'JaU;U[DmlU P!i'EYfu~o 
~'C;o~q:lOll.B;: 

68 

83 

6. 

5. 

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 p~eviously 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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MASSACH USETTS 

JUROR USAGE PROFilE 

L2-t PLACES OF HOLDING COURT \witil jury trial activity) 

I' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 1"---

I Sr:;tGf;i{;(i I 

t 
htot Sc:izct·:::d .. USAGE 

rf:~tat , 
(;'h:!!,:;nJed !:,crvi<1(lor INDE)( 

~~t~;.~ii~~t'4t!8' or I 
I C J~t'!:!.n r Chnilm\!i!;::/ ,-" ~ .. ~ '--ct 5,263 I 770 1,662 

_ 100~. !-, '~B: 4 %1 10.0 VI 21.6 0 1 IB.54 10 Ja 

-
415 

_!'OTi':tL 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

13 7 658 

210 I 4,172 I 1,055 1 19.9 I 5.02 

Jt!n;;'G in I'h,t~r$ in i Avg. c1tl~urs I ,~\!g, I-loura 
SS!;S~O;~ S~:;.siQn I pJr Sc;~S!r;ll ~ per S,]:3::;iCi~ 

USAGE STATISTICS 

62.6 15.B7 -
66.0 17.62 10 -
6B.4 IB.54 13 

Z2 

II 
J! 

FiSCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TO"li\L Trilll Juror 
Dav Oav 

~ I; 281,400 678 37 

B4 

Not Selected, Serving 60, BOO 
or Challenm::d 

20. 2 ~ 331 79.B 

CIVIL v· I! CRIMIN,~L 0' 
.0 r. N 

JUAY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

I----------------------~, 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTP,L I Per I J~;~r 

?t...' _1_1_2_,_o_0_o_---"'--:c_:5_~Q_n_J_! :~ j 
-~ 

For i\latio!1lai Pmfile "" 
Op~m foRdou~ / 
At Bacie Cover 
'-----l,r/ 

- - ~. 
" " 

'"' 
274 1~411' 5.1S 

I.: 

" 
210 1,055 5.-02 ./ 
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NEW HAMPSHIRE 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

L2J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/" 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

Total Selected Not Selected, 
Available or Challenoed Servingcr 

Servili'9;}' Challeooed 

1,932' 1,318 284 330 

100% 68.2 ~{, 14.7 01 
10 17 . .1 % 

51 i 41 80.4 10 19.6 

n 
, 

1-0TAL CIVIL 9; CRiMINPIL tj~ 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

lotal 
i 

No. On i No. Impaneled Nlj.ms(;hanr~d 
FY 1910 I Julv 1,1975 ' 1"'1 %176 FY'1916 

2 1 1 1 

7 136 I 35 19.4 

Scs~ion5 I \jUT01S in 

J 
liours in Avg. Jurors 

Conveliecl SeS~~Qn Session i f)er SeSSion 

" 
USAGE STATISTICS 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

14.75 

131 

TOTAL 

No. On 
July 1, '!g!n 

1 

5.00 

Avg. Hours 
per SlOss/en 

105 

! CHilL 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTAL 

54,200 

180.2 26 19.8 
--

I "X: 2 CRln!1H\Jto\f..r ~y 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIM/HED COSTS 

TOiAl J. Fe:)' .1 
Se"s;nu . - ~ 

I 

~ 3,900 I 557 

for National Profile 
Open FoldolJt 
At Bacle Cover 

'"'\ 

Per 
.Juror 
Oil\! 

29 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

,jURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTlLlZAlioH1N 
FISCAL ~ ...... ........--.~r-""'."---

NUmber t % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror 'Ictal • t Num~r of !\lumber of ! A\1~a9S ~ YEAR Selected, of Jury Jury or Usage NU~ob"Q' ~S"""'" . "Q~i" I Num<" 0'1 Y_:_f... -. _. ~ Serving or Serving Index l.irarrd f Conl/ened Se's'ol1 HQur~ per .. \ "t"lgl'l;lo j {T,ats Challenged 
" 

Juries . • I SessIOn 

1972 -2.~3 24.7 55.6 17.03 I ~-=T- - I -
,~ --.---" t,) ___ .- ~-:j 1973 23. 39.1 16.0 69.2 13.87 - ,--

1974 29 27.6 12.7 72.2 13.12 

1975 36 .' 11.1 14.4 72 .2 13.22 2 5 33 6.66- ] 
~...--- - .-"""fr-~ 

~~ , I 
7 J 35 I 5,,00 } 1976 '51, 19.6 17.1 68.2 14.75 2 i 
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RHODE ISLAND 

JUROR USAGE PROF) lE 

5 .. 30 --

t,St\GE STATlSTICS 

!'If1CAL 

·"lLJ~r1 

1fJl2 

34 73.5 

37.0 

' .... - ......... -. ,-' . 

f~oi: 
S£Jiectcd, 

34.2 

31.4 

10.5 

16.3 

19.5 

~':) Sr:!G~~0d .juror 
Ui' USll!jG 

S!!~~~-~nfj fnt\.1" 

58.4 15.80 

62.2 18.43 

80.8 11.31 

12.54 4 

15.68 4 

34 

fiSCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

Per 
.Jun3f 
D:J" 

I fIlot Selected, Serving (~ 10 2 00 
or Cf}"llcngad '0, , 

flOi' f'Jn;]:ioU'ul:)i P~'I!lri'iI8 
OJ'.ic;if] lFoi[kmt 

Bl:)lGc~ CUV~II 

212 

59.3 

5.47 

5.30 

J 



44 860 

. , 

32 i 59.4 

42 64.3 

45 60.0 
• ~ ", ••• ,' ".., > ~ 

60 31. 7 

58.9 

270 

33.5 

49.0 

PUERTO RICO 

ESTIM,,,,TED COSTS 

31.32 

f'·"··· .. · .. , ~ ... -~.'.-.~..", •. '-.~ -.-.. -.'-C"-,--....... " .. '~""." .. ~ .. . 
168 

29 185 

270 

"'- . 

6.38 

6.14 

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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'l!J72 

1973 

1974 

1975 

'8976 

JUROR USAGE rPlOfHllE 

5,016 

76 

66 

hlUM8EFi OF ,JUROr. DtWS 

1,323 

j; ; .<' ~t. 

::",r;'=}1 '; ~ I' 

57 

(;c ii1rG::: 
Sc:eGtud; 
Sar\.'i~t~ or 

17.3 

13.7 

12.0 

CONNECTICUT 

70.8 

71.4 

73.6 

71.8 

75.3 

~RH-10E 
lJ[~/\(j!0 
~tJuLj( 

17.55 

16.0.6 

14.70 

16.70 

127,300 

34,400 

8 

5 66 

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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NEW YORK NORTHERN 

JUROR USAGE PROFi LE 

LA-! PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/" 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR - ! St:!fe(;tcd I Not Selected, " USAGE Total I. or Challenged Serving or INDEX AvaH"I)io I Ser'1lil1Q Cl1alh.m~d 

~ 

1,871 1,236 205 430 

10iJ% 66.1 0' /0 11.0 01 
,0 23.0 01 

1O 18.17 

18 i 3 16.7 15 183 . 3 103 
, ~~ :.I~ 

'ff:;';"!;".!.. J c~~nL {;'; J CmM;NAI. ! c· 
,;) "mTAI... 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

TOld 
J 

~;!('/ .. On 
f 

No. Impaflflled !~Jo.DiSChJrg(,dl' No. On . 
r- '{ IH7G Julv 1 .. 197G I~V1976 I flY 1916 'July I, 1976 

7 I 1 6 5 2 

. 

72 I 1 468 I 281 20.4 I 3.90 
~ 

! 
.< 

I r~(;:;SiDf;f!- - ju~b:'S hl 
I !-laurq ill t\ vg~ Juror:.; i\vO, Hours I 

ConvcncH:] t E~e$.cion I SCS:aiGH i por S"ssicJI1 per Session 
I 

"- USAGE STAflSTICS 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHIPS L1.....J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAI~ Trial Juror 

Dav Dav 

,~ 50,800 493 27 

11,700 

~ 27 26.2 76 73.8 

~ CIVil «I 
,'0 CRIMINI-\L IV ,,) 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Fer 

r:~~AL SE~sion 

560 ;( 40,300 

For National Profile 
0iJsn Foldout 
At Back Cover 

" 
Per 

Juror 
Da'L 

27 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
~-------r----'---------------r--------------------------~--------------~----------.--------~ 

PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

...,.. -
20.80 ,.- - - ' .... 

- ':,\ 

1B.26 - - "- --- --" 

17.56 6 57 
---"'-

IB.17 7 72 

233 -H7o-. . '--
281 3.90 

./ 
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NEW YORK EASTERN 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

t!..-1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury triql activity) 

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Salected, USAGE 

Avoiiab\e or Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Serving ChalleIiged 

26,659 15,894 3,549 7,216 

100% 59.6 9'0 13.3 % 27.1 % 22.09 
'---

213 55 25.8 158 74.2 1,207 

TOTAL CIVIL 0' ,0 CFlIMINAL 9G TOTAL. 

"- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No. On No. impaneled INo.Oiscnarsed No,On 
FY 1976 JulV 1. 1975 FY 1976 FY 1970 July 1,1916 

33 13 R 20 14 19 

538 10,640 2,546 I 19.8 4.73 

SCS'Si':)HS Jmorsin Hours in f t'N(j. J;;WfS I AVfj.Hours 
Convened I Se:;;j~on SGz~,ht)n per$es$ion 

I 
perSe,s:cn -

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 
FISCAL 

YEAR I--N-um-~~r . ~ Cri~1inal S:~~~:d. 
of Jury "JUlo/ 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

Juror 
Usage 
Index "'2"~!_ .. _ '._ .. • Servina or ., '''''' 1 HIll:: I Challel~qed 

1972 175 74.9 50.6 39.1 35.22 

1973 221 81.0 38.4 48.8 27.82 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTAL 
o 

645,400 

"' 
252 20.9 955 

--
CIVil. ~~ CR!MINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

i"ar 1lqTAL Session 
-~ 

~~ 

1~ 
275,500 512 

For !\lation31 Profile 
Open \Foldout 
At Baclc Covell' 

GRANOhJUROR UTlL!ZAT10N 

,) -
.... 

79.1 

% 

;d 
.~~r i 

26 i 

_." C1 
-j .. ,.~, . 

" 1----+----t-----1-----I------I------t-------t----''''--j'----...I---. .,.' '> 
1974 196 70.4 29.4 57.S 23.62 
~ ____ -J~-,--__ --~~--____ +_----__ +_------~------~------~--_____ +.--__ --~~c----~ 

1975 196 64.3 23.9 60.9 20.62 458 2,108 4.~0 
I-----+ ..... --~~+-----+_---_+------r_----_I_.---~~r-~---~~--.--~--------~ 

1976 
\.. 

213 74.2 . 27.1 59.6 22.09 33 538 2,546 4.73 
./ 

COMMENT: New York, Eastern's predominately criminal jury trial case10ad increased £rom 
64,3% criminal jury trials in F.Y. 1975 to 74.2% in F. Y. 1976. Many of these cases 
involve multiple defendants and require larger panels for the selection of the juries due 
to the number of peremptory challenges a~lowed. 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 JUl 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. 

41 



'\ 'I 

Wli': 340 66.8 

448 67.4 

55.6 

51.3 34.9 

59.8 31.1 

NEW YORK SOUTHERN 

27.23 

27.85 

48.7 23.60 

52.6 22.88 

r-~set1.t VEtUi u!916 

484,200 

27 
L:.~".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 
rppeated reporting for service of these large panels. The occurrence of such cases 
generally has an adverse effect on the utilization data and s;lOuld be kept in mind when 
reviewing this district's profile. 
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NEW YORK WESTERN 

cyU~iO~;; US.r?\GE i]PaOr-iLtr: 
2 

L_. J PI.f.\Cr:.[} or:: ~'iOUJE\\IG cour:T 1\'''Ji~i~ naw! ~?Qoi CGl:1viW~ 

~3~JP~f ·rn~~·),~t~S 
"'-"_~'~'~""'T" .... ,.~"'~.,_''''_,.,..-''' '.A ~ .nO _ _ ~ __ '_''''-'U'''.,"_",_~,""~_.''''''''''''_'-><_" .... ",,,," 

185 3,645 894 

20.16 

75.0 26.9 64.7 21.62 

56.4 70.8 18.30 

65.5 19.3 .6 20. 

8 

9 

101,900 

COMMENT: New York, Western does not have a local rule providing for the use of smaller 
civil juriesj howevei.'. 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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VERMONT 
JUROR USAGE PROfilE 

2---1 PLACES Of HOLDING COURT {with jwy trial activity) 

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR , 

T ~~')~Qctcd g Not S!1IB~tcdl USAGE Tot£)l 
t~Vt],jf0brn m I Ci1nl!:Jfltiod Scr\1~ng Gr INDE" 

! ~(lrVH1::'"j Choll'.'j1t:\'ld 
"'-"-... -.., ........ ~,"'-

1.3~~. I 2,349 

I 293 723 
'---'~ 

.S6;~_ 'Ji 12. 5 100% J_ 01 31. 2 0' 16.78 10 Ii' 
~",-"-~.--",, 

140 

TOTAL 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHIPS t2...J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per P~r 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dov Da" 

f 56,000 400 24 

Not Selected, SelVing $17 500 
or Challenaed "'i ' 

~, 89 63.6 I 51 \36.4 
Ii 

II C;'J4L o.~ 
,.;~ ! CRHc?H>J"' .. i ':b 

JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

FISCAL 

YEAR 

-~-..:= 

1972 

-
1973 _._---
HJj'4 

t 1975 --
\.. 1976 

, 

42 I 831 I 220 I 19.8 IS. 24 

GC':i~Jtns I 
eOf;!Jcncd t 

JlWGY5 in 
Sr~0!\Jn 

I' ~. I rlflUrG in ! AWl . .!'.lmr~ (\11(3. !iou.z 
~ SB::sio::~ I per SosGion r;:er SC5~;on 
! I 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
~. 

.JthW Tfll/\lS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION -"- .. --·-----1--------
I\J~01l'll" ~; Crir.1ifW! 

%Not % Selected Juror Total 
Selected, Usage Number of c; Jury Jury Serving or O~ Grund T; K~b 1 T8':n~a Serving Index 

,',' =":":c:;.';'~""""");'''''=-=-=:;. Challenged J.uri8s 

r 
" 

27 3.7 " 34.3 61.1 15.80 ----1;--
87 9.2 30.3 62.3 19.32 

"";"-_""fM·~"'_"'''''''-__ c''''''~ . __ ~ ___ -
31. 9 54.7 15.46 ---... ~:-...... -,....." ' . .....,., ....... ".-, 

67 17.9 29.8 55.0 15.94 4 

. 63 j~.2 
. ~....."..---, ]'-'-, ... _--'-,..- -"-
,,42 131.0 31. 2 56.4 16.73 4 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
""'\ 

TOTAL P,:r . juror ,per 
SC~$ton _-- ·D8\1 

~? 23,100 550 28 

For National Profiie 
OIP~11l !Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

I Number of Number of 
S0ssions Hou\'sin 

Convened S::::sion 

- -
- ...... 

" 

.... -

44 157 

42 220 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Se~'Sion 

,"'-. 

-
~ 

-
3.57 

5.24 

-: 

./ 

COMMENT: Vermont conducts orientation days for prospective jurors at the start of each 
term of service. Such a practice often results in many jurors present at the courthouse 
and paid but not utilized for jury trials. The occurrence of such orientation days tends 
to have an adVerse effect on a district's.utilization performance. 
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DELAWARE 

JU 

1,510 

22 

3 1 1 2 24,400 

49 929 198 19.0 4.04 

--\ . 

" j. 

62.2 29.6 

6.1 

70.0 8.1 62.7 

68.2 15.2 60.5 17.76 

COMMENT: Delaware reported the occurrence of a case involving a notorious defendant and 
requlrlng 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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A 
N 
D 

NEW JERSEY 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
3 

L-' Pl~ACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury triClI actillitv) 

I 
r 

7(j~~!1 i 
/;\'.!Dfk.bi;} I 

N UMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
[;:\;i,;t~~/.;~J I (;1' (;'-'~'l"r'cn-' ! H •.. l,,. ......... u 

SCiV!F~n ! 

13,473 2,094 

JUROR 
NOt 'SettJGtGdL' USAGE 

Sprvin!j or INDEX 
C~'Kl~h;10O:8d 

3,020 18'587~t ___ ,""w_"~"''''''''''''_ .... 
~-

100 % 72.5 0' 
/0 11. 3 9tJ 16.2 % 18.55 

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

1,002 

TOT{~.L 

JURY TRIALS 

'-"--~---'-----------------'"'"l 

-

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

6 

4,457 

~~ij;-'vrG in 
f5Qs~jiG;) 

5 

1,186 

BOtH"S ~n 
Session 

5 6 

4.88 

I 
, t\l./g~ Jurors ~~'lJg. Hours 
~ pGf SOJsiurl PD~' Rcsejcn 
B 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 
SeAL ., .,~-.-.- --'11-" • _'._~"<o .. .-

%Not 1'otol 

I 

I) 

FiSCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHIPS U 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

'\ 

Per Per 
TOTl·\L Trial Juror 

Dav Dav 

457,900 457 25 

NotSelected,Serving $74. 200 
or Challen!1ed .., 

317 3l.6 II 685 68.4 

eli/H. e' ~::;r II CRIMiNAL N 
n) 

JURY TRIAL DAYS j 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

I Per I TOTAL t Session 

r 127,900 526 

For Nai'i:iol1lai Prome 
Open Folclout 
At Back Cover 

GB;:;WD JUROR UTII..IZATION 
. - I 

...., 

Pc. 
Jltroy 
DaV 

29 

PI 
Y 

l "',e.,- "",,C' 
[,AR r Jt:'),u", I ~;, Ct'i,.n,;~;)1 I ~'l .... " ':.:'" \:" ........ ~', i F~' .. ; :i 

% Selected Selected, or 
Numher of ' Numo::;r-;;ferage Juror 

Usage Nuri1bGJ~ ot I Sossions HOUfS in Number of 
Serving or Gr,llld Convened Ses'iion HOI.I~ per -=T' "':'~~~:'~1"""'~~~=' Challenged Serving Indt:J( 

lurles . SeS~Jorl 
" - -

72 172! 50.6 18.1 69.9 16.28 - - - -
." , .'-'" --.. " ~.-.~ ."'.--~- J 

'l3 147 I 66.0 15.2 74.8 17.07 - - - -
-- :--."----,,, .... --1-......... ----. 1--14 . 2 74 147! 63.3 74.3 16.18 - - - -

19 

19 

19 "" ,,- .. -. _ ... ..J--_ .. ,,- "" --
75 184 ! 58',·2- , 14.3 73.6 17.97 12 267 1,392 5.21 

~·--· .. ·~··-- .. -·l ... ··-·-~··-··-" 
16.2 72.5 18.55 11 243 1,186 4.88 16 198 t 59.6 

..I 

'B19 
19 -

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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PENNSYLVANIA EASTERN 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

3 
L.::.-.l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial acthtity) 

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

Total $ele<.:teci 
Challcll\lcd J Not Selected, 

Avail<lble or Snruingnr 
Scrvinq Challen'1£d 

',' .. ".; :'~ 

31,406 16,397 4~991 10,018 
--

100% 52.2 ~'o 1:). d ~b 31. 9 0' 
10 

335 
!I 

234 69.9 Il 101 130 . 1 

TOTAL fi CIVIL r! 11 CFlIMlfllAL r-;--II ! /~1 

JURY TRIALS 

I' 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

i 

Total I [110. On I f~o. Ir{lpnnclcd 
! I' 
1,:\IIJ.OiGCila;·~2dl 

FV 1976 JuiV 1~ 197£5 FY 1976 ! t:y -1970 

11 5 6 3 

260 I 5,157 1 1,390 I 19.8 
1-,.-.-----

I ~ 

1 
SCGBiOflf; i Ju;ow in Hours in I AI/g. Jurers 

Gcovcnt:;u i Se~sian ! Session ! per Session 
j 

\. USAGE STATISTICS 

I JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

19. 'L}. 

1,635 

'lOTi'lL 

No. On 
~:~v 'j, ,916 

8 

5.35 

Av\). Hours 
per SessIon 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

809,900 

1'e!' 
'lria; 
f);\y 

495 

Not Selected, Serving ~~258, 400 
or Challef;(1cd _:1': 

11,17l I 71. 61 464 28.4 

~ CIVil.,. ~~I~W'Aj ~ ,:J ,', ""-~., ,Ii 1'; ,r-. ! 
~- ' 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

i\ TOT;.I. t ~ P,>r I 
! $('tist£IlJ 

(", 

Y 
125,800 484 

For Natiorruai Profile 
OP::Jii1 Fo!dout 
At Bacl{ Cover 

~\:) 
---~ 

/ , 
_..J 

Plir 
Juror 
Dav 

24 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ' 
~-------.~~--------------~--------------------------r-~------------~------~----~~---

JUHY iAli\LS ___ .• ___ P_E_TI_T-.J,...U_R_O_R_U_T_'_L.I...,Z,-A_T_'O_N._---t' GHANi) JUROr. UTltlZATIO!\l 

FISCAL "'-,- % Not --T;';~-: . r:,\- -f~- -#r--;:;-;;-l 
YEAR Numbsr % Criminal Selected, % Selected Juror Number of . '''iJm~er Ofl·url1,-,e~ of Numb!!!, of 

of JUI'V Jury Serving or or Usane Grand SeSSions Htlu!}, In Hours per 
Trials i'rials Challen!led Serving Index Juries Convened Se5.J!o(, Sass/tin _ _ _ . -- _=. ",,_,l:;;;==:_=. ri:::ii:~= 

1 __ 19_7_2_+-_3_2_1_-1 __ 3_70_1_-+_2_8_. _2 _+-_56_._7_-+-_1_8_. _63_+-_.=-~J .. - -r--=--
191j 338 32.8 32.2 52.7 19.89 

, .. +-----i----+--~-+~----f~----;f__---.-I 
1974 328 36.9 33.4 51. 5 20.15 

r-------~-------+--------+_------_r--------r_------_r-------4--------;---------1~O~------
1975 335 33.7 26.8 56.2 18.83 9 178 789 4.43 

~------4-------_+--------+_-------+--------~------_r--,-----4~.--~--+.------~f__------~ 

1,390 5.35 
...J 

30.1 31. 9 52.2 19.21 11 260 1976 335 

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. This type of case tends to have an adverse effect on a district's juror 
utilization data. 
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ltn 

/0, 
li:,' 
['I 

" 

1 
I 
I. 

1 r 
I 

,,! " 

5,040 

6 

60 

102 

119 

102 

121 

104 

3,629 

72.0 

76 

2 

1,215 

26.5 

23.5 

30.4 

29.8 

26.9 

PENNSYLVANIA MIDDLE 

~--

930 481 139,100 

18.5 9.5 17.68 

28 : 26.9 285 90 ;31. 6 : 
",-' <-~ ••• --,-.~ • 

. ', . 

4 2 4 33,700 562 28 

308 20.2 
• 

5.13 
> , 

.I ~ \ •• 

) ~. 

22.1 61. 5 21.12 

9.6 76.3 14.27 

8.2 : 78.2 

8.9 3 24 
!". 

128 5.33 

6 60 308 5.13 

COlvfMENT: This district continues. to make effective use of the multiple jury selection 
process to fully utilize each jurorts 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. 

Pennsylva.:da, 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 

~ PLACES Of HOLDING COURT (with jl.ltry trial ac'.£i'l1iW) 

{ 

I 

51 

JUROR 
USAGE 
(NDE}{ 

fRSCAl YEp.R 1976 

JUDGESI-Urs ~ 

fi:~'ntl-:[;;~ < 

t __ ~~?~._J_!73 ~_" 
r-r;Jo;S~tected. Serving ~1.37300 ~II L . -- or ChallclJ[t0l- _.' _~, 

b 
681 -~ 37;-155<;T-;~7 r~ 

';:~~~':;;='----'~"''''''''''''''--~'-j=--------~~~ ~.~...--.~~ 

\~'JT :\~."" II G£\i'~l. ~ ~:.\,:., ;J (~~ 1~:~!l,::\·',~t\~L ~ '\" 
.------ ----~~ ..... ~ .............. 

L-___ JUR.y TRIA~.DAYS ~ w_ 



P 
E 
T 
J 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

VIRGIN ISLANDS 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
2 

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

/" 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
. 

Tot::.!1 I £olected Not Selected, 

AW.liidl!e or ClmllenS2d Serving or 
Servin!! Challenced -

5,769 3,121 1,219 1,429 

100% 54.1 % 21.1 % 24.8 9b 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

30.85 
'"--.-~,~--. '-'-_.,- .. ,.',----, ----'--------

lOCI: 42 3S.5 67 61.5 

TOTAL ~ ClVIL ,d CFlIMINAL 0' ,J .a 

187 

TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
,....------

iNODiCCh:Jrt!9<'l "fowl No. On l\lo.lmpancI2d No. On 
i~\' '1976 ,JuIV I, 1973 FY 1976 FY 1976 July 1. 1976 

N/A - - - -

- I - - - -

SC;)3iOHS I JuronJ in Hour~ in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hour5 
Cmwcln€u Secsion Session p~r Seszion per Session 

'\.. USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JUBV TFliALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

%Not Tote! 

:~ 

77 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

2 
JUDGESHIPS '---l 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day D<l'l 

10S,200 579 19 

Not delected, Serving $ 26, 800 
or Challenged 

41. 2 110 58.8 

CIVIL ~~ CRIMINAL 90 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

b r 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TO'/\1.. Session 

N/A -

For National Profile 
O!l~m Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

./ 

"'I 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

-

AV!?r"Jge "ISCAl ---J -
YEAR Numbor % Crimil1<l1 % Selected Juror Number of Number of 

\)T Jury JUiY Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 
Trlalo Tli3ls Serving or Serving Indel( Grand Convened Ses~ion 

Hours per 
Challenged Juries Session 

~~-~-T -,- -"- " 

1972 58 86.2 34.8 40.3 32.07 - - - -

-:::: Z~~=E;~_ __ 37.7 29.7 41.43 - - - -
21.4 49.4 30.08 - - - -

1975 77 71.4 26.6 49.8 29.38 N/A - - -
-'~-----.. ~ 

" 1976 109 61.5 24.8 54.1 30.85 - - - --,- f) 

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. This accounts for the lack of any grand jury statistical 
profile. 
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MARYLAND 

JUROR USAGE PROfILE 

U PLACES Or- t-lOlDING COURT (with jUlY triol CJCiiuitv) 

I"" 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

Qit 

8ofvin~ 

10,4l~ 7,062 _J 
1..--_1_OO_%..-l 67.8 %\ 

FISCAL 

YEAR 

l7l 

Se:;'siCflG 
~:;~:H)\,ll:li:Ccl 

43:: J 36.41 _~~~~ 
Cl\'H., i .~~~ t\ r;r:H~t~gJt~\L ~ 'r, tz

JUBY TRIALS 

---.; 

JurGr~ in 
SOGri:;)B r r4~,')tJ!rG in 

f'::r):~s1G-·:·~ 

USAGE STATISTICS 

JUROR 
USAGE 
I[\JDEX 

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. CAROUNA EASTERN 

JUROR USAGE PROfiLE 

~_-.J PLACES OF HOtDfiNG COURT (wi~h jmy ~riQi acfduitv) 

-----_ ... -----------------_._-,,------, 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

137 JI 
"t()'i'l~L -)1 

I· 

I 
12 

FISCAL YEAR 1916 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

For Por 
TOTiU. Trial Juror 

Dav £lov 

68,000 496 25 
, 

Not S(~!ected. Serving ~4, 500 
or Challen[1ecl " 

t8.8 J 125 91. 2 
---r 

CIVIL I <~ CR!MINP,L ~,; 

JURY TRIAL DAYS .J 

G 
A 
A 
N 
D 

50 

ESTIMATE:D COSTS 
t---- i 

TOTAL I pc~· 
I :c:!:;sion 

e 
Y 19,700 821 

Fer Na-n:icma! Pi'ofile 
OflJ311 foldout 
At Back Cover 

i 
I 

"" 
i.'e, 

JUfCf 
On\( 
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i\I 
D 

NO. CAROLINA MIDDLE 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

6 
L..J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial actilfity) 

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

Total Selected I IIJot $e!e!;ted, 

Available or Challeng~d ScrvinUor 
Servinn Challemmd 

1,354 943 249 162 

100% 69.6 
01 
.0 18.4 % 12.0 

01 
10 

31 7 22.6 ~ 24 77.4 

TOTAL I CIVIL 
,,, li CRiMiNAL f ~:J tCl 

C JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Totul No. On 
i 

\Ilo.lmp.:mcicti !~'lo.fJiGCili.lr:jEdl 
I~V ~91G JLlIV 1, 1975 I FV 1970 , r~"'l ,9:6 

2 1 1 1 

9 I 177 54 I 19.7 I 
8Cl;Sion& I JUfOS't; in BOUf~~ in I {woo Jmms 

! 
Convened ECSSf071 Se:'~~:Gn Fer-S[l,Si!lfi I 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

17~ 
77 

TOT/\L 

\\Jo.On 
Ju!'1 } ,197(3 

1 

6.00 

{wfl. i"lours 
per Se:inion 

Jl 
't) 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

2 
.IUDGESHIPS I.-=--.l 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TorAt. 
In'; P,"r I f't'O' i Trial j Jure)! 

f 35,300 1 :':~t 2~~ 
:==:======:;:= 

NotSetectcd,Servin{l ~ 4 200 I 
or Challenr<ed ~ ,_--, 

J 20.8 
! 

16 61 ~.2 
'.!);'VIL I ':.1-

-t-"";::= 
,r-'fiVJ1"J'LI'! t ,'I-

; ." .. , \.~ l ~ ti,·.{;'~\" j. <"---. -
JURY TRiAL DAYS .J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

T(JYt:·,t.~ 

4,900 

FOi" Nattiomlli Profile 
Opan f-o!dOlJit 
At. Back Couer 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
r-------~~--------------.-------------------------_r------------------~----.------------

FISCAL 

YEA!=! 
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NO. CAROLINA WESTERN 

FiSCAI~ YEAR 1976 

JUDGlEm-iiPS L!.J 

I-~ TO~:IMAy~~~~TSI J~~:? 
f flo\! ~\l 

~f 75,3=0=0=1_'369~~L 25-' 

Nt.ltSelected.servlhg ~~ 10 900 J 
. or Challengad "( , . __ ~_ .... 

r 20~~42 _L~_2.0.4 h. - __ ~""" ___ "'''_'''''''~''''-''' __ I>'''_~''' __ ~_'_'~_ 

t~_TG·.;'t\L ~._!_i _'::~..:'!l J.~:_..JLC(~F':;~l'!':;'.:' _ 

L .. ____ . JUfiY TRIAL DAYS .. __ -____ '"'" 

~:0lu' NcTi:uoli1lai rl'1::rfi'i~o 
OeJ(]Dl foi«:1oVl'i: 
f.{~ Bac!t C0l'J:::J~' 

~_ ~._. _"_~'.' __ '_" .• _< __ •• ~ _______ .. --_ .. _._ .... .0_ •.. -_ .• __ .• __ •.• __ ._--_ ........ __ •.•. _ .• _ .. -_ .. ____ . __ • ___ ~_~'_, 

(-~, .. ,,= ... ., 

;li 1'1::.;,\1" 
V[Y"n 

L ... ____ .. 

r:.'f';~ 
I W7:1 

r 'W/4 
I 

56.3 

55.7 

57.1 
., '-<"" •• ', .... ,." ~ • 

40.6 

I'Jot 
t-:n~t:;~~tt-:,(Jl 

Sf,~~'.;·jnq or 

25.4 

21. 6 

15.5 
,,- -.'.--'--~-~-" 

16.3 

14.5 

~:~, S~~~O·._~t8::-1 

or 
t~l:?rvh tei 

67.9 

70.1 

74.7 

74.7 

78.6 

Ju;'or 
USGg:; 
~nd::::< 

16.50 

15.78 

15.49 

15.53 

14.61 

T,:,~:;jl 
f~JUtj,I):~r ,(~~: 

4 

4 96 6.86 

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 jUTors who could not be contacted, as well as the cost of long 
distance p~one.calls made to other members of the jury' panel who were contacted not to 
report. 
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SOUTH CAROLINA 

JUROR USAGE PROFilE 

6 
L-J PLACES Of NOP-DUNG COURT (with j!Jijf ~G'ial 8Cti1JiW) 

T(KC~ 
AV'lilc:)ll:' 

8,436 

100 % 

2 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

f S~i0.;~S~ 
cr 

( Si.'n~{rt~~ 

5,846 1,376 1,214 

16.3 % 14.4 % 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

JUROH 
USAGE 
INDE)( 

-15 ____ -' 107 ~2(r.8 T 7.13 

£ 10,4~0 T ~93--' 33 

L- I 

For NatioiUal PmiffRe 
OPSU1l FolcloU"i: 
At Back Cover 

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

FISCAL 

YEAR 

1974 

1975 

123 53.7 
... ,...,.,,. ..... ' 

-
2 

., -
12 86 

-185 I 43.2' 
I----+---,.J.I------l---- ---f-----J-----+-----+----___ r--

1976 

" 
218 44.0 

59 

2 15 107 

-
7 .-

. .,,;~ 

7.17 

, '7.13 
c 
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VIRGINIA EASTERN 

JUROR USAGE PROFilE 
4 

L..J P1.ACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial aC'i:illity) 

FISCAl. YEAR 1976 

6 
JUDGES!-iiPS L-J 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/ 

NUMBER OFJUROR DAYS 

cr 

6,754 3,642 2,285 

100% 53.9 % 33.8 <ih 

N{~t S~l!lCt(.,J1 
SGt'''JtfZ:-; or 
Ct12!r~~n~sd 

827 

12.2 01 
,0 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

17.68 
L-_____ , ____ L-__ ~. ____ ~ _________ ~ __ ~ _____ ._k __ '___ ____ ~ 

382 

TtJl"J~L 

NUMRFR OF GRAND JURIES 
----------~~----,.--;JR~-." .. --- .-------71~i-:~~-.r-~~-cf-/~-.-!y-.,-",TI'--(-.~,-~-.~-.~--1 

, -, "~",,),,~~' .... ,~:~~ '....... ~'..a.J~ ~'"'.fl 

~ !~)I / 6 ~ P\{ 197G
U 

II ~!t,!V '::> !~'J~:':G, 

L---1-4~~_: ___ 7 ____ ~ ___ 7 _____ ~1 ___ S __ ~ ___ 9 ___ ~ 

._~,~~:~I~3,06:4 995 I 20.0 

C~:~-jCi~;" ~ ~;:~f(~r:; ~n {'k:~H'S in ! ?\lfC, Jt!H::fS 
G'on:;l;~,fd S:·~:J:20:Qn 8:::-:;;sion i P0f t:2:'si;};1 , 

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

USAGE STATISTICS 

..... _..-

I 6.50 

r :J\~~l. r: Ollr5 
I p:r Session 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
; 

jUf-l"y~ "rfi~f\L~ PETIT JURON UTILIZATION 

ESTIMATED COSTS " .. -j /' \ Per Pcr 
TOTAl. \'1)!~ .Juror 

Dav 

§:Q,., 

~ 137,400 I 360 20 

Not Selected, SelVing $ 
or ChalienAed ,. 

16,800 

II 182 I 47. 6 ~ 200 I 52.4 

~ CP.:ltL i ~ Gf,-11!\,1if~PJ. 
! 

";. I '..1.1 i 
JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

!' Pl;r ~l 'Wi t\t I r'''''"i'''l I y ..... " ... ·)u. 

t 71,900 470 

FOIl" Nar~ioi1ai PrOlyiie 
Opan FokloaJIt 
At Back COVElli 

, 
P"r 

Juror-
C~)\r' 

23 

" 
[";""" . ~-. ...,...... -f'lSCAL 

%Not 7ota! I . .' ~ eO. • f < Avereg~; 
YEAR ';'~~ Selected, % Selected Juror 

uf Serving or or Usage S""nd S,\)"llC.,,, Hou~~ ,n He" p 
'fdt:b Serving Index 

?"AND J~T"=:':'£"-----
"mnbce.' I N':m.b~?' N" .... ?~O. I N"",."o' 

'\.:1". f'Oi'V" ""<3 S~""!OP 1 u': er 
Chollenned ,,,,,,, .'~ " .. :. :' r c ' .', s,"~ .::;;===-::~ "" ",,,~. ~~ 

~-"'.~ 

1972 179 59.2 24.5 47,9 25.44 I . - - - +--...... ,~" ._, '_.","'.AAL. __ ""." _ ••. ~~_, -~-'-----~--- . -
18S, 157.8 ' 1973 22.6 43.4 21.95 - - -~ -

;'~'W"_' __ ~""'~'I ~.~-.--,,",--~ .• -",'~-"'" ~ 

1974 171 Cr I 64.9 23.4 43.7 23.32 - - ,. - ..... 

EfB' 1~~~~~~:~1=5~:C~: 18.8 48.4 19.36 11 98 660 6.73 
_to-.... 

12.2 53.9 17.68 14 153 995 6.50 1976 • 220 51. ~ 
. . COMMENT: Juror costs for 2 jury se1ect1on panels were assessed 1n civ11 cases which 

settled just prior to trial. 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 
in F.Y. 1976. 
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VIRGINIA WESTERN 

JUROR USAGE PROfiLE 

6 
L-l PLACES OIF HOlOiNG COURT (with juvy 'trial activity) 

C NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS I 
JUROR 
USAGI: 
INDE){ ,\>;;~;:;,,! S"~~lcd CI,,'m,,"," I "~;;l;:;~:;;" l 

r=-~ ,25 ;-- . -iF. ==G=':=t:,;:;:i~=q=*==c;..;4~3-'3~-4! ==1:1=:=:=:::::'::=:"::1:=' -"""-::f.======1 

100 % I' 52.3 % 34.6 % 13.1 

/ 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

USAGE STATISTICS 

18.69 

67 

TnT/\L 
-'"' .... -.-.......---........ 

/\':9 .. HOr.HC 
~:K;~ So~~s~(?n 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

FiSCAL YEAR 1976 

10,500 1656 31 

I for Natiol1Sli Profiie 
Open FoMoa.at 
A-& BClCf, CQveJr 

FISCAL 

YEAR 

JURY TFlai\l.S PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION J ___ .~ __ G~::--:rJf) J~~~.TII..~~r~~~ __ ,, __ _ 

.-~---~----- % Not I Tot,,' I Avorag!J 
Number I % Crimina! Selected, % Selected Juror ~1;.'ly;ber of i Num~er of Numb~~ of !'lumbar of 
Or Jurv ',' JL~ry Serving or or Usage Gr"lnd ?!lsslons Hours In Houl'iJ per 

F=======~.~_~=Tr=ia~lS~·~' ~==~~ri~af=S~F=C~h=a=lle=n~ge=d9===S=e=rV=in=g=9===I=nd=e=x==~~~,!u~r·=les~=*=c~.o=n=~=n~e,~~.~==s=eS=SI=()n=.~~~s~e=~~io:n==9 
1972 24 37.5 15.4 55.8 18.40 

1973 32 28.1 16.8 53.8 17.31 

~------~--------4~-------+--------+--------~------~------~--------~-------'-~------~ 
1974 31 25.8 13.4 48.6 18.83 ,) -

~-----4-------~-------~------+-~----~-----4'--~---+~-----~-------r----~ 
1975 35 28.6 14.3 51.3 16.62 11 26 110 6.54 

\.. 1976 32 37.5 l3.1 52.3 18.69 18 16 85 5.31 ..I 
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T 
i 

T 

w. VIRGINIA NORTHERN 

JUROR USAGE PROFilE 

5 
L-I PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jUi'\' tria! activity) 

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

, I 
$(!lcct"d 

, 
Not Se!!'Ic!ed, TO!1,t I °Avail<llll<" cr Challeng::d Serving or 

Sc-rvinq Challenned 

428 167 92 169 

100% 39.0 % 21. 5 % 39.5 ~6 
1..--. 

I 6 II 2 33. 3~ 4 166 .7 , to; ;:::'::;;';U 

~ CRI!\;lINA.!:.1 'FYI/·,l.. I! CIViL <" ~~. 

" 10 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

23.78 

18 

TOTAL, 

E~ 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

1 
JU[I';GESHIPS tl.2.J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Da'! Dav 

13,700 761 32 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challe~ed .' 

5,400 

12 66.71 6 33.3 

CIVIL ~.j i CR1MIIIJAL ~o ~ 
" 

JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS --" 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS 
'---"' ~ ~ Per I Per T01"AL Juror 

Session t='Wll
C' 

I N':).Dn I l\Jo.lmp:')[lcled t~n.DiolChar()ed No.On 
JulV 1. 181;} \ FY 'l97() roy 1976 JulV 1, 1976 

G 
R 
A 

D 

,-' 

• OJ'." 

2 

8 

Sessions 
COnllf)fi8d -

1 

I 182 
!--
; JUf"OrB in 

! Snssioo 

, 

I 1 I 1 1 

I 47 I 228 5.88 

I I 
t'!our~ in I Avo.. Jurors Avg. Hours 
Session fJQl:-Session per Se~sion 

"- USAGE STATISTICS --
/ 

HiSTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TljiAL"> PE'TIT JUROR UTILIZATION 
FISCAL --~:::;l~-~:~:i- %Not % Selected Juror Total 
YEAR 

of Jt ~ry Jury Selected. Usage Number of 
Serving or or Grand Tri.ais I Trio!s Serving Index 

!"""""=~""'''''~'''''i~'~ -_ . Challenged JL!ries 
.,.~ 

1972 30 tSOoO 34.9 48.3 26.95 -
~--..".,-~.' ... ""'~'"""""- ,~",""+,--."",,, 

1973 23 60.9 28.9 47.2 25.83 -_._-- ,-""""-.....--

1974 23 39.1 21. 0 59.3 19.83 -----f.'.'-'~--"~~' ,-"- r'--"'-"'---
1976 .) 20 60.0 14.2 63.1 18.32 2 

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

~ 6 66.7 39.5 39.0 23.78 2 

Dav 

f 5,400 675 30 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATlmJ , 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 

Convened. Session 

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

~ - \:1 

16 123 

8 47 

Average 
Number of 
Hours par 
Sessi.9n 

-
-

.-==-.-::0:' -
7.69 

5.88 

COMMENT: The number of jury trials ~onducted 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 
5 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

L..J PL.ACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 
1 

JUDGES~'UPS t!2J 

P 
E 
T 

R 
A 
N 
D 

"-

\,. 

"-

FISCAL. 

YEAR 

1972 

1973 

1974 

1975 

1976 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

Total Selected Not Selected, 
Available or Challenged Serving or 

Serving Ch<lllenQod 

2,587 1,330 602 655 

100 % 51.4 % 23.3 01 
1O 25.3 erG 

52 24 46.2 28 53.8 

TOTAL CIVIL IJ' ,0 CRIMINAL c' ,i) 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On No. Impaneled No.Discharoed 
FY 1916 July 1, 1975 FY 1976 FY 197(i 

4 3 1 2 

32 639 218 20.0 

Ses~ions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors 
Convened Session SGssion per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

21. 74 

119 

TOTAL 

No. On 
July 1,1976 

2 

6.81 

AI/g. Hours 
per Sassi on 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
! Per o P~r 

TOTAL Trial Juror d 
D",'I Dav , 78,000 655 30 

Not Selected, serving-, 19 700 
or Challenqed ' 

46 38.7 73 61.3 

CIVil C' CHrM!NAL 'j~ ,J , 
JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

TOTAL Per 
Session 

~~ 18,100 566 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

-) ~ r~lr 
. Jlirm 
_Dgy 

28 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
~ 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION I GRAND JURO!~ UT;LI2ATier ____ .', . 
%Not Juror Total Average Number % Criminal Selected, % Selected Number of Numl?er of Numbe~ {If , Number of 

of Jury Jury Serving or or Usage Grand SessIOns Hou~s l\~ Hours per 
Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index .!uries Convened Session Session 

"" c:t: 
! 

49 57.1 34.8 48.3 26.04 ,', ! 
- ..... - 1 -
~' ,----.- ---r----~ 

57 61.4 25.2 50.8 24.32 - - - ---
55 47.3 23.6 55.6 20.42 - -

304 t:~-r' 

41 68.3 31. 8 44.3 24.95 5 41 

52 53~'8 25.3 51.4 21. 74 4 32 '218 6.81 
I p 

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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R 
A 
N 

ALABAMA NORTHERN 

JUROR USAGE PROFHlE 

8 
L..J PLACES Olr- 1'~OlIDU\lG COURT (with jmy trial activity) 

/' 

~~~: 

FISCAL 

VE,;R 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

T,,,a! Sek:t;tu;J I I !1Jf;;~~ji;:ft~d ~)-:--~ ,., ... ~ '.~ " 

VA ChDi~aaut:J • or 
I~V<lilobl() ~(~_fvin~) t I e}K}lH;~r:·:d -
7,052 3,969 1,378 I 1,705 

100 % 56.3 e' 19.5 0', 24.2 /0 ,0 

,--~-

162 
II 

109 167 • i II 53 132 . 7 
PH 11 -, 

rOTA I. II CiVIL 0' li Gri.tr.~·itr~,~{\i M ,,' :.) 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

30 I 672 227 

t~c:;~ians 
C(jrH.,',]nf.~t I 

i . , 
JU~·f.)f;3 in 
S.:::.~i')n 

H(:;.l}~'¢ !n 
S~D:;::jor'J 

USAGE STATISTICS 

67 

[l' 
10 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDE>( 

16.99 

415 

T(fl;[\t. 

ESTIMATED COSTS 



G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

I'mCAL 
Y[,An 

W12 

1970 

79 
',,,,"' '""'_ ..... .,. 

60 

22.9 
..... H ••• ~", •• _._,,- ... __ ,_,," 

8.4 

63.3 13.4 
"'"' '"",-. ~''"''''~''"-~"' 

70.0 15.4 

ALABAMA MIDDLE 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

i 

~ 

FiSCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMA TED COSTS '\ 

I I\)r ! Pet 
TOii'IL Triol Juror 

. DilY DilY. 

88,900 I 668 I 36 

L Not Selected, Serving ~ 13 7 a 0 I 
or Challenged X _~'. __ --l. 

~L __ .• _~~_,:_~_~;_!.:-.~:~_1---.-=-~:;5_:V_H_" __ ~_!,-.~_3~_~_'_'}_'=8_~~"-I_C_7'_!~1 __ ~~_J{_.\'t_~.LG]_~_~_"'-=J2 
'..... JURY TRIAL DAYS, ______ _ 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

t~:J S~ I~ctcrj 

or 
Serving 

55.4 

59.9 

81.9 

78.2 

73.7 

68 

Juror 
US8gs 
Inde}( 

18. 

18 • 

12. 

15.84 2 

1 

fjl!T;(1~:,9~· 0;' rJuf;:t:2i' 01 
$v'";s1enn i~Icur:: in 

eOBusnf';V Snr:;k:-i1 

11 64 

14 92 

:J 
F'Cf 

.!uror 
fJnv 

!-\,:2m,1V 
Of 

5.82 

6.57 



ALABAMA SOUTHERN 

JUROR USAGE PROfDlE 

NUMBF.R OF JUIiOFi DlWS 

3,288 2,796 

85.0 i'l 

20 43 68, 

" ;'fC<i r :: 
'¥" .-.'"-.. ~~,,::~-,-~--, -! 

_ ...... .. -!Y DXJ!i i ;:~.~~" . ~> ~'''' __ ' __ ''_.H ____ ..• _J 
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FLORIDA NORTHERN 

JUROR USAGE PROfiLE 

4 
L-J PlACES Or- HOlDnNG colJt;:rr (with jua-y trial activity) 

3 

Fj£d';/:\.L 

v '::,P,H \ ! ~ '( i ~~ i 
" , 

" 

\.. ~ . , 
'-

lOn 73 
,.-~. 

o~ 

1973 u'" 

1m'i} 38 

W75 26 

1910 56 

NUiVlBEB OF JUROR DAYS 

r 
; 

lk':~;~;: 

86.3 
j 

,,' . -- _.- ...• _ .... ,-
80.0 

94.7 

76.9 

83.9 

74 

~":.~_,;.!;'~; n~ 

;\;,,~jo:: 

USt\GE ~)rAT!STiCS 

peTiT JUROR UT!UZATIO;~ 

Not 
S~-;h;:..!'{?d JUf0r }\; l('ctcrl, 

(.f Usag8 SOl"Jing os' Ser'Jill[J imb)! 

33.0 50.9 23.97 

16.7 68.1 14.92 

20.6 68.3 18.24 

17.4 68.6 19.38 

20.0 68.2 19.69 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

y 

f~sr AL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHIPS L2..J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
....... 

I 'Per 

J 

(lor 
TO'l','\L ! Trill! Juror 

DilV Dav ' -
66,400 I 572 r 29 

-

COMMENT: There was a considerable increase in jury activity in this district during the 
past fiscal year. Jury trials increased from 26 in F.Y. 1975 to 56 in F.Y. 1976, with 
an accompanying increase in the number of jurors available. The additional 1,102 jurors 
available in 1976 contributed significant~y to the increase in overall petit juror costs 
which rose from $31,200 in 1975 to $66,400 in 1976, F1~rida, Northern continues to employ 
the multiple voir dire technique to maximize the use of each juror's tim.e in court and 
was able to maintain its JUI under 20.00 in F.Y. 1976. . 
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T 

FLORIDA MIDDLE 

JUROR USAGE PROF I LE 
5 

L-J P'lACt2S Of &10lDiNG COURT (with jury tril1l <lctilliM 

~~UMBEROFJURORDA:;S~ _ JUROR 

• . A ~~,~li' SQ!~~tcd I Ci;;::!!GIl:;s,j Ii r\;3';l~({:lS::~~d, ~J~~l~ 
-1.V"~ht:; ... J.C ~ ServinrJ f GLsHGn,r:-d . 

1:~:,8 l 7::~:_~_~;~: _~:~J~-~.8: J 

r-WC{,L 

'tEl\F! 

1912 

148 

125 

2,814 

76.8 32.7 

32.7 

19.2 

21.1 

17.9 

(:,'j Szlcctcd 
Ot' 

Sllrving 

52.4 23.35 

54.0 21.84 

69 17.74 

66.0 20.00 

18.81 11 

FUSCAl YEAR 197~ 

6 
JUDGESl-lIPS L~-l 

88 5 900 601 32 

914 

COMMENT: Unusually large panels of prospective jurors were called for jury selections in 
two notoriety criminal cases as additional challenges and excuses were anticipated. Al
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, serving or challenged. 
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FLORIDA SOUTHERN 

JUROR ~J§AGE ~'))ROFllE 
5 

L_.J EtAeG§ Or- g'~OILDlr\lG courrr (t~litrh jQtlfY ~Vi81 uc~llJiwl 

14,633 

;'; ~ll ~'" 
'ii :._, 

192 

219 

221 

t- :::~ 
208 

229 
,---.~., .... 

NUMBE~i OF ,iUROf~ DAYS 

26.0 

. .~. -, : 
- .-... ---"-"~- ". ~-""-.-- - .-"·""·-~-.-.~~_I 

TR~i\Li:) 
,.,,- ~.-.. -"-... .,, ,...- .. '"' .... ""-"~ ....... - .. ~.-."-,,""'~-- ... "".,,~~.-'" 

, 't·~ 1 

1,'-

72.9 

1.463 

.. , .... 

...;, . -""-

77 .2 32.2 54.1 20.82 

74.7 23.8 59.4 19.02 
''''''' ~-~ .. 
64.4 28.5 56.8 18.78 

. "",,_. "," .. '~~ .. 
75.1 26.0 58.0 20.61 

.HJFlOR 
USAC;E 
H~D;;;;: 

20.61 

22 

19 

;::iSCAL VEA~ 19113 

7 
JUD{3ES£"m'''S '--l 

365,700 

COMMENT: Florid.a, 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. III addition, this district reported a substantial number of last minute 
occurrences - changes of pleas, continual,1ces, 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 ShOl11d be kept in mind when reviewing 
this district's usage profile. 
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GEORGIA NORTHERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFilE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jUF'1 trial activity) 

r 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Tf/tal I Selected 
f 

P.Jct S6IeGt~~l" USAGE 

i\VDi~ou!c 
or C!mllcnt~i:d S::!,,,ingOf INDEX 

St::S'1,i.nn l Chall(m<;,<>d 

12,018 6,942 2,601 2,475 

100% 57.8 % 21.6 % 20.6 % 17.83 
- -

JURY TRIALS 

~}~ ... ! ;~f:,r. 7~ 
r ~"'nl:;v~;y;~j 
I~-'-

\." . 

73 

FISCAL YEAR 1916 

JUDGESHiPS ~ 

r- ESTIMATED COSTS 

G'~-r'~~~~"'l~ 
ff; l\!a~i~D1t1l! PU'(»fiiO 
o ji:l3ll,] Fo UirlOllllil: . 

. c'},({, B@c~( Cover 



\-\--~ 

P 
E 
T 
fi 

T 

FISC/U. 

1912 

1073 

Wi4 

1cr,!' ,,:;j 

i076 

70 

98 

88 

~7.: 
I~ 

84 

78 

GEORGIA MIDDLE 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

I 
-

(~I I 21.06 ,0 

«~--

NUf:JIBER OF GRAND ,1UH!ES 

1,439 498 

.;; ~:,e..,./~; ~: i 

~>? 

67.3 

59.1 

56.2 

52.4 

47.4 

r\!ot 
~')Gi2t:.:t0d; 

80rvintj Of 

18.6 

20.9 

16.5 

10.4 

13.5 

!-mnm: ICP,.L COfL1PNliSONS 

':~, S;Jh2Ct.:d Juror 
IT'(;::~~~ 

(Jr Uca~p 
S(;'fi}in~J tnde)( 

58.3 20.68 

57.4 22.02 

57.2 22.06 

65.6 19.32 

60.4 21. 06 

74 

f!SCAl VEAR 1916 

2 
JUDGES!-UPS L--1 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
---~-

! I Pdr f\:~ 

I 
T~-bt , ..illW'-
D~;v t)JV 

I __ '(O'T;'\L 

~ __ 7~~00 1 ~Li6 I 

I Not Sel;;ted, Serving <31 O~ 400 I 
or Clmf!cmqccl "', .< .. _~ ____ .. 

~m' ij\l<:l¥imaai ri'(]j'ii~0 
Orr!3flY F{l)UID1@l..~t 

Ba(;~:{ CO~Grt 

45 323 

70 498 



T 

GEORGIA SOUTHERN 

JUROR USAGE PROFilE 

6 
L-..J PIl.ACI.:S OF liOlDU\lG COURT (wi~h jUl'Y t~iai actil1iWI 

NUMBER OF GRAND .JURIES 
t--·--------,---~-------,----_y--

3 1 2 1 

, 75 

2 

---- --------

FiSCAL VEAR 1978 

JU[)GESI'II~S L2.J 
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LOUISIANA EASTERN 

JUROR USAGE t ROfllE 

~ Pl,(vCES OF R-IOlDING eOUAl' (with jurry trial <Jc~\1itv) 

114 

~\lUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

USAGE ST/.\TISTICS 

rErli .lU!lf)f1l.rnLl:~ATior\l 
f~--"'-'" ,~~,- ,,~-

"I} r,!ot 

,~ 

39.1 23.2 

25.8 18.3 

30.9 

33.8 

39.6 

i 19.4 

17.7 " 

,'-"" 

Juror 
()~ U!:ap; 

S{::I'\}in~l !n(;e;~ 

53.3 16.96 

56.5 15.35 

56.4 16.10 

59.6 16.31 

58.9 16.88 

76 

J 
I, 
lL 

9 

9 

_. 

FiSCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per I P0r 
TOT.~L Trial ! jurt~r 

Dav Day -
) 218,400 455 I 27 

Not Se.lected, Serving ~ 
or Challenged 37,10ol 

292 160.8 J 188 139.2 

G~vn, i 

f"Jurnbt::~' {y'; 
s: .. t;S~c)rl~ 

C(:,n!L-J;'(~~ 

ll5 

h4 

.v 
" 

II 
h Gn!rv1~rt,ll~L 

! 
I ~;:. 

r.lumfj~r r';T 
Hours tn 

661 

627 

, ;C"lmr 1";3 
r\ltHnt.~Gr '0';: 
HCH •. w:; nnr 
:~";;3Il·n 

5.7S 



LOUISIANA MIDDLE 

JUROR USAGE PROrrUlE 

1 

fiSCAL VE,£\R 1~76 

l--.-J PILACIES or-: ~"dOLDHNG com;rr kJith jQ.Wl ',fr!8i Glc~i\!if:V) 1 I t_._._~ 

fIJUMEJEFi, OF JUROFI DAYS 

4 

I\)ot 
";~ f~Dkc·2.:2.c1 

or 
Son;in!2 

28.8 

H373 35.8 

1974 30.6 

28.2 

45.2 

.jUHOl::1 
US!\IS!O 
jNDE:;~ 

22.50 

1 

30.74 

21.57 

31.22 

28.33 

ESTlfuUHED COSTS 

15,000 

G,!(!W ru~iiijO&a8ij ~'r(j)'ti~BHG 

Oii3Gl:ril F@MolB"i: 
l~~t 8E]G~{ C0>~~Gu 

27 

COMMENT: This district has improved its JUI for the second consecutive year, recording 
a JUI 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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LOUISIANA WESTERN 

JUROR USAGE PROfiLE 

6 
L._J PtACES OF HOLDH\IG COURY (Wj~~l jury trial <lctillity) 

NUMBER Of GliAND JURIES 

42.9 

44.3 

38.6 30.6 

37.2 20.9 

78 

fISCAL VEAR 1916 

JUDGESHiPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per 

J 
707l\L "UfOr 

_===i=~~Da~lI'l 
?)) 
! 

90,600 27 

Not Selected, Sent. ins (",,2= 19, 500 
or Challenged ~ _. __ -' 

FIH;~:;~=£:':"~"~7~ 
L_~___ JUFlY TRi!~L DAYS , __ ,~ . 

r-'-'--;STIM~~ COSTS. . ,~ ~ 
t ",' "S'\ l Fe:; ; ,':2~. 1 

E ~-~~',~~~t~~'l~ i;~'lcl 
L ____ ~. __ , __ ._L __ .. ___ ,._~; 
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MISSISSIPPI NORTHERN 

JUROR USAGE PROFilE 
4 

L-J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial actil1ity) 

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

J S&l~ctGcl T , PSG< 
-~ USAGE Toto! ("- Ci~ai{Gn2,3d I G0iVi:1g 0~ INDE)( /-\v:Ji!ablc: " l S,~rvin~'j i I Glm!i6111;,,;J 

I 
-. ---

l 
3,163 2,326 513 324 

100% 73.5 0' 16.2 0' 10.2 9J 18.39 J ,0 ,0 

, ____ I ~_.~ ___ . 

f\WI\;1BEPo OF GRAND JUFHES 

9 

:;: ;:: ~, ;. 
~ : :?; ~·<!t; ,''";.~, ! 

USl.l,.GE S'T'/-\T!SnCS 

V [PJ).R 

51. 2 26.79 

59.7 21. 70 

71. 5 12.71 

50 64.0 9.2 71.0 18.92 

71 52.1 10.2 73.5 18.39 

79 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

7,700 

OC!2iltl ~fG~~J0: ,; 
At 1r:(J~;O~' 
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! {",;i 

~nl1'~, 

HJiC 

WlG 

MISSISSIPPI SOUTHERN 

5 
l"-"'1,j Ptf~(~f-;:;3 B;)~ t}-Jfpt.Dar~(3 {].O~JB1' (t-J~-e,;o ]i.3U''l! 1G"et.~,~ (jGta~J~'~V9 

3,296 

59 

1 

44 20.5 

48 39.6 

48 25.0 

65 1 3?3 
.\.. 

59 32.2 
"~~ .. --- ., .. "'~-'-'. ~:, .. ,-, .. '''~ -~~"' ,-

; . \' ,'~ 

1 

79 20.9 

80 

Jur~(H':1 

U~)i\CE: 
nl~Ii": 

24.97 

5.27 

, 
.~ .... ~~_~~_" ___ , _ .• ,~.,l 

r-!SCAl VEAR 1976 

.3 • l __ ,_...! 

6.36 

5.27 
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE 

7 

TEXAS NORTHERN 

L-l PLACES OF HOlDiNG COURT (with jury trial activity) 
.-

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Tota! Sciect():J ! r~nt S{HCc:t(d: USAGE 

{W<lild:lfo or CilGlienfl';d I D8rv~nD Uf INDEX 
S(-:rv~fip Ci'nllC'tl'1::d 

10,074 6,380 1,562 2'1321~ 
100% 63.3 O! 15.5 (\1 21.2 _ %L 19.49 10 ,0 

- -

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

"'-
.iUDGES~HPS ~ 

---------

ESTiMAn:D COSTS 

t :::: 1-~;-1-4-;;:4-" 21~ ~- 19.49 1'-'13-"-h;~l-'-7;'-r;:~:;-
COMMENT: Texas, Northern has a practice of calling in large panels of prospective jurors 
for orientation and impanelment at the beginning 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. This practice has a harmful effect on a district's utilization 
statistics. 

The occurrence of two notoriety cases Tequlrlng 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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N 
0 

1916 

JUROA USf-\GE rJli:~m:iIL.E 

6 

4 2 

14 

8.0 

10.2 

13.1 

15.0 

19.0 

TEXAS EASTE RN 

£3t;~:::Wd 
t)r 

76.7 

75.8 

72.1 

66.1 

62.9 

.Juror 
U:';lgB 
im1:;); 

15.43 

15.65 

13.42 

JUR(::Vi 
USAGE 
I~mr;:" 

19.80 

2 

4 

-- --------------

fiSCAL VEAR 1916 

3 
JUDGES5-1i~S ~ 

9,300 

f;©r i\j6'iGtJ)iU@~ rli'u¥u~e 
iQl~.:;Z1fili f©MmJi': 
,t:\1{ B<:J(f;!! Cover 

14 82 5.86 

14 79 5.64 

COMMENT: Texas, Eastern noted several occasions when twelve member civil juries were 
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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FISCAl.. 

YEAR 

197.2 

1973 

1974 

181 

171 

TEXAS SOUTHERN 

FiSCAL YEAR 1976 

373,100 

75.1 

71.9 

COMMENT: A large number of notoriety cases were reported by this district in F.Y. 1976. 
Because of pretrial publicity which surrounds such cases, the jury selection process is 
lengthened and larger panels of prospective jurors are necessary to insure an adequate 
array of unbiased jurors. 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 

~ PLACES OF HOLDiNG COURY (with jury trial activity) 

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR - Selecte:;! Not Selected, USAGE TotSl or Chilacng30 Serving or INDEX 

1'I\'ail"bio SCfIlIOIl_ Challenued 

6,906 4,260 1,338 1,308 

I 100% 61. 7 0' 19.4 g6 18.9 9b 22.87 ,0 

'" ----
302 

TOTAL 

r=;O':;-~N~U~BER IO:':~:P:,~~Ri,~:'o;,"""", No. On 
r-v 1076 J JulV 1, 1075 i FV 1975 I r-V 1916 JUIV~, 1970 _.- -
17 10 7 7 10 

101 2,045 407 I 20.2 I 4.03 
:---- I 

J 
S0:dons Jurors in Hour" ill I, Allo. JUrors Avg. Hours 

GnoliellGd S~s5ioo SG5sion ' pm:-Session parSessicn 
~ ~- . 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
~ 

JlJflV Ti'IIAI.S PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 
FISCAL 

%Not Tot<li 

I 

~~ 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
, 

, i/ Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dav OilY 

154,900 513 22 

Not Selected, Serving $ 29 300 
or Chai!el}Jled ' 

98 32.4 204 67.5 

CIVIL ". .J CR1MINAL c' ,0 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTl'lL 
Sessirm 

~ C 8,600 580 

For National Profile 
Open lFoldout 
At Back Covsr 

GSAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

'" 
Per 

Juror 
Onv 

29 

'" 

Averago '-'-Num~:;~T~~;:i:~ 
YEAR Selected, % Selected Juror Number of Number of Number of Number of of Jur\! Jurv or Usage Sessions Hours in Serving or Grand HourS per "(rials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session "-. '--';=",:~ '"""'='~~ 

1972 157 43.9 28.0 52.5 17.78 ...-;, - - -
",r-- -,.....---...... 
'~C::::O~,.;.Q 62.7 24.9 55.8 17.89 " 

1973 J:~=,c::., -- - - -
... ~....-,-- - <-

1G74 151 :. 59.6 13.7 69.1 14.20 - - - -" --
1975 113 77 .0 16.4 63.3 21. 92 17 113 600 5.31 

'. -""-r-~~ 
\,. 1976 124 69.4 18.9 61. 7 22.87 17 101 407 4.03, 

./ '. CJ 

COMMENT: This district utilizes the multiple voir dire selection process to maximize the 
use of e.ach juror's time in court. Texas, Western conducts orientation days at the start 
of each term of service with large numbers of jurors reporting. Although some of these 
jurors are used for the selection of juri.es, often many .r;.re 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 PROF~lE 

1 
L-J PLACES OF i-IOlr,iN~ r:.aUfrr (with jlJl'Y "i:rial zcthfi~y) 

/' 
.. - ... ~ 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
~~" .'--;--

Total I SeiC'i.:tod !\JOt SebGiOd, 

f.\\}QiI~bk 'Or Ch:::;H(mged I OQf\:jI19 0, 

-- L Sorvinq I Chollen'1!lr1 

186 

I 

86 46 L~ 54 

I 100% 46.2 ~b 24.7 %1 29.0 ~o 

3 I - 0.OIL3 .100.0 

TOTt,L r CiVIl.. c'o 11 CR!MlfJAL ! :0 ._-- -

JUROR 
L'SI\GE 
INDEX 

26.57 

~ '~:',L ,i 

FiSCAL VEAR 1976 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Not Sekcted, Serving ,,:) 500 i 
or Challenged -L, ____ -i 

- 0.0 J 7 100.0 
-j'-- ~ ... =~-

ctvl!. ~J;:. II CDlM!N{},t. I 
t' 
" 

\. JURY TRIALS I JURY TRIAL DAYS 

~ 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES c-- r I INoJJln'llil8f58d! I'Jo. On .. dote)! No .. fJn No.lmpimclc,/ 
i=Y 19713 .jtl~v 'I, 1975 I FY'!976 I FY 1976 ~;IV 'I. ,::)70 

~, . 

N/A - - - -

- - - - -
~. 

Sessions Jurors in ' HOl'fS in Ava. Jurors AI/g. Hours 
Convened Sos5io~t Session ~ psr Sns~ion per Sns;:iion 

, USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PET!T JUROR UTILIZATION 
FiSCAL 1---- .- -~ 

NUmber I:6Cl'lmil1ai %Not % Selected Juror Total 
YEAR Selected, . Numbarof of Jury JurY S&rving or or Usage Grand Tri"ls Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries 

1972 5 100.0 41.4 38.2 25.33 ..... 

1913 7 100.0 37.0 41. 2 29.11 ...... 
0 u 

1974 7 100.0 35.2 43.6 27.54 -
" 

" 
1975 7 100.0 29.2 54.8 21. 79 N/A 

1976 3 100.0 29.0 46.2 26.57 ... 

N/A 

For Natiol1~1 Profile 
O~en foldout 
At Back CfQlVE,'H' 

-

--.., 

GRAND JUROR UTILiZATION 
.,. .. , ..... ,....,--- f~-W'''-'-'.ii'> 

Number of Number of I Average' 
N~lmberl)f $essiotl5 Hours in Hcurs per Convenecl SeS-'iion 

Sesslon..;= -- .... j 

- - -: 

- ~ 
..., 

" 
'.' 

- - -fe- ~ --- - ... 
i) 

v 

- - ... (! 
~ 

COMMENT: The Canal, Zone reported no jury trial activity for eight months of last year. 
All three jury tria1~ 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 Rul~ 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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KENTUCKY EASTERN 

JUROR USAGE PROFI lE 

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

/ 
NUMBER OF.HIROR DAYS 

Selected - Not Selected, , TotElI 
Available or ChaHengad Servit'lgar 

Senrinfj Challeng{1d 

7:288 4,127 626 2,535 

100% 56.6 % 8.6 % 34.8 '" ,0 

118 I 24 120. 3 ~ 94 79.7 

IOTAL fi ~ Clvn. f 'Sj ~ CRiMINAL. <" ,,> 

\.. JURY TRIALS 

/' 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No. On No. Impaneled Na.Discha\lJ(Jd 
FV 1~76 July 1, 1975 PV 1976 FV 1976 

6 3 3 3 

"'2, 458 126 20.8 
---;/1':( 

" f, .. -s~,q JUfors"ifl Hours in AvO. Jurors 
l:':f}\I fid Session Session per Session 

---.l ." 
USAGE STATISTICS -

JUROR 
USAGE 
INOEX 

23.51 

-
310 

IOTAL 

No. On 
July 1, 19',16 

3 

5.73 

Avg. Hours 
per Session 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS -
JURYTRfAtS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

FISCAL 
%Not Total 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 
1 

JUDGESHIPS I 2 12J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
""'\ 

Pf;!f Pm' 
iOTAL 'feillt JUt or 

DilV
b 

0.m:_ 
:t~ 199,700 644 27 -

Not Selected, Serving $ 6Q 500 
or Challell!led b , 

SS 17~7 255 

CIViL t,", 
«II CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS --, 
TOTAL Per 

Session 

~ 11,600 527 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

82.3 
,,, 
ill 

.,I 

" 
Fer 

JlJror 
Oav 

25 

" 
'GRAND JUROR UTllJZATIO~_ 

A"araw Number % Criminal % Selected .Juror Numbe,l:or 

N6~~}r VEAR 
of Jury Jury Selected, Usage Number of Sess!oiis Hours Numbetof or Serving or Grand Hours per , Trials ':. ,Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Sassio S!;l5Sion 

;ti-

" 1972 85 ~7.1 28.7 61.3 21.96 '\ - .,.. - -
" 

1973 135 (j 92.6 41.4 48.7 27.43 - ..... ~ .... 

1974 123 75.6 39.4 51. 3 22.36 
! "~l - ...... ' - .-

" -
107 89.7 35.8 54.5 27.05 6 29 " 177 6.10 1975 " ,\ .. ~ ~ 

c' ,~ 
c ",," 

1976 118 79.7 34.8 56.6 23.51 6 22 126" .. '5,.13 
" j \) " 

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 

4 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

L-J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 
1 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

P 
E 
T 
i 
T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

I' 

"-

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

40 ~ 18 145 . 0 22 155 . 0 

1t 
, 

Cn!r;J1H\~AL t rOTc\!.. C!VIl.. I ~~ 0' 
f ~l 

~ 

.. 

,IUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

19.11 

141 

TOTAL 

~ 
R 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
""\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dnv Day 

t 69,600 494 26 

Not Selected. Serving $ 22,400 
or Challenged :'l 

69 48.9 72 51.1 

CIVil ij(1 I CRIMINAt r;,) 

" JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS / 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

!\.'f). On I h!o. hnt::,m()i;~d Ir'loJJiS!!ll;lfiJi.'tll No. 011 
Ju!v 1, ,975 I FY 1976 1 FY 1976 Julv '1, !D7G 

6 4 2 3 3 

67 I 1,342 333 20.0 4.97 

Se:j:';iOll!# .1 Jl.m~rJ in I Hours in Allfi. Jurorc .. A\lg.l-!our~ 
C"!:I<lilGl1ed I S€q5~On Sessicn pe; Session per Session j--._-_. 

\.. USAGE STATiSTICS .-
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TR!l\LS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 
FISCAl.. r---'''---- -- ---.-....l. .1;1'1 

Number ~t)Crlmina! 
~~Not % Selected Juror Total 

YEAR Selected, Number of of Jurv Jury or Usage 
Trials Tri<,l~ 

Serving or Serving !ndex Grand 
Challenged Juries --- ~--- - .. 

1972 68 44.1 42.4 41. 0 25.38 -
""'--- .-

1973 '69 55.1 28.9 54.3 20.88 -
""-~,"'''''. 

1974 57 50 •. 9 36.2 45.7 20.60 .... 
-

1975 52 59.6 40.2 44.4 23.37 7 
-

1976 40 55.0 32.2 53.3 19.11 6 

ESTIMATED COSTS " " P(~r 
TOTAL t Per 

Session 
Juror 
Dal! 

) 32,600 487 24 

For Nationai Profile 
Open FoUdout 
At Back Covei' 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Numberoi 
Sessions Hours in 

Convened Session 

- -
- -

- -
51 280 

'----'. 

67 333 

"'" --
Average 

NumberQf 
Hours per 
Session 

-

-
-

5.49. 

4.97 
;J 

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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MICHIGAN EASTERN 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
3 
L-l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

Total Selected Not Selected, 
Available or Ch3l!cl'lncd Servinnor 

Servin(1 Challenged 

23,456 15,297 2,151 6,008 

100% 65.2 9'0 9.2 % 25.6 % 

200 48 24.0 ~ 152 176 . 0 

TOTAL 1 CIVIL (1; 
,.0 I! CBltJ"NP,L I 0' ,(J 

\. JURY TRIALS 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

20.40 

1,150 

~:) 
I 

FiSCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per ! Per TOTAL Tnat , Juror 

,Pal! I Da~ 

622,900 ~42 I 27 
~ 

Not Selectect, Serving $ 159 SOO 
or Chailen!lf)d ' 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

4.:)~}r 

8e'";do~1 

80.6 

I 

~t __ l_6_1_,60,_0 __ ~5_4~_,_1_26 

COMMENT: Michigan, Eastern t'eported 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.priorto 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 utilization statistics for this district during 
the past fiscal year. 
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MICHIGAN WESTERN 

JUROR USAGE PROFilE 

4 
L-I PLACES Or: HOlDiNG COUrrr (with jl.lI1; ~~isl activity) 

'~·r:z<:;l. 

/;""J,:;~t/;:::: 

2,049 

16 

NUMBER or- JUROR DAYS 

322 

":~~i:;:'!L.; ~n 
s~~~~:~<:~:~ 

USI~GE STATISTICS 

92 

JUROR 
USAGE 
tNDE;< 

17.51 

FRSCAl YEAR 1976 

JUDGESl-liPS ~ 

L ESTIMATED COSTS 

~'C"" I t\.~r ! f\.:j" 
.. _.' ~ 1-\". I Tr~i:~~ Juror 

,--- -- Dt:./ ! ~D:;::v 

~ 7:':,~ i 612 35J 

10,900 681 34 
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OHIO NORTHERN 

JUROR USAGE PROfiLE 

~ PLACES Of HOLDiNG COUtiT (with jUlY ~riai actMtv) 

NUMBER OF GF:AND JURIES 

12 6 6 6 

124 i? 46.0 40.3 51. 3 21.12 12 

FISCAL YEAR 1916 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

82,000 

141 J 782· 5.55 J 

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 paid for jury duty but sent home unused. The 
negative effect of such occurrences 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 
3 

OHIO SOUTHERN 

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

f 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected I Not Sslected, USAGE 

AViliiiible or I Ch21Hfmged Sorving or INDEX 
€Wr1J;r!'1 ChollenQ8d 

5,243 3,545 6S0 1,048 

100% 67.6 9tJ 12.4 {J/ 
10 20.0 ~1r 19.00 

'----.. _---_._---'---.. 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
.,..., 

Por Per 
TOTAL Triol Juror 

Dav Day 

~ 
<:~S3,200 SSS 29 

Not Selected, Serving ~ 30 600 
or ChalleMed ' 

T 276~ 148 .6 142 lS1.4 

[ CIVIL 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

66 

:;;t)~,~1~1n~> 
e;- ;::,j;'I"";,:~ ;i,~:j 

1, 393 

H(~ur:: til 
r~:::!l,;iO'fl 

USAGE STATISTICS 

1-. TOT,'\L I ~;(i ;\ 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

,,/'''''-~""''''''''---~'--~' .---<!+-...... P,---.--.-------.-----"".,,----,~ 

CHll,1IN/\t. - I t:) 

..I 

H!STOnICAL COMPARISONS 
--~--.~ .. ~ - .... ---, _._.-." ...... ., .. --.. ...---.. --~--.-. ...:...:....:...:.....:...:.;...:.:;~;;,...:....:...~.~_;:.:..;.;:;...::........:.........-.-.---.--~_;_.-.-.- ··-------·----l 

PETIT ,IUROR UTIUZiHlm>l 
FISC/H. 

.h]1~ 

i==="'''''';;:..-.. ;;Jf., ..... ; .. ::. r,id; t 
77 

!-.--.-,-.... ~' ........... , ...... ~ .... . 
40.3 

1973 82 35.4 
j 

1974 70 50.0 
I--~~~--__ -l: ..• __ .... ". "e .... 

1976 89 48.3 

1976 9S 51. 

21. 6 

22.8 

20.8 

19.5 

o 

COMMENT: Ohio, Southern reported a 
in the court orderi:r1g each counsel 
made available for selection. 

18.84 7 I 59 

67.6 19.00 7 66 

last minute settlement of a civil 
to pay one quarter of the expenses 

94 

403 6.83 

393 5.95 
..I 

case which resulted 
of the 19 jurors 



P 
E 
l' 
i 

T 

TENNESSEE EASTERN 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
4 

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

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

Tota! Selected Not Selactc:d, 
IWailabfe or ChnllcHlCi1d Serving or 

Servinrl ChallenllfJd 

3,645 2,233 481 931 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDE)( 

100% 61. 3 0' 13.2 0.1 25.5 ~15.38 It) 10 

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

13 

~;('_\'.:; (;1 ~:-, 
r: c rrJ!,::f;,,;d 

248 81 

H':·' .. H;,til 
D:_:::::~~:~ : 

USf!,GE ST.?\TISTICS 

HISTOFHCAL 

PETiT .Jur-lOR UTiUZt-","fiOfll 
FISCt\L 

','SNot 

·fri~;i:; 

1972 160 50.6 

1973 160 ,38.1 

149 38.3 

.,975 143 39.2 

1976 128 36.7 

24.0 

27.5 

24.7 

23.3 

25.5 

or 
$c~rv1ng 

63.7 

.1 

61. 3 

Juwr 
lJS8gC 
Ind9)~ 

17.88 

16.43 

16.92 

15.38 5 

~ 

FlSCAl YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
...... 

p';-'l Pi'! 
TOTAL T~131 '! ·Juroi' 

DoV • D~jv 

91,200 385 I 25 

Not Selected, servifl!J$ 23 300--' 
or Chnilcn!1ed __ ' __ 

8 45 5.62 

13' 81 6.23 

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 paj.'tially accounts for the reduction of its JUI in F. Y. 1976. 
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TENNESSEE MIDDLE 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

3 
1.--' PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury ferial activity) 

/" 
NUMBER OFJUROR DAYS 

Total Selected Not Selected, 

AII"ilabl(} or Challenged Serving or 
Ser\lil1!T . Challenged 

3,129 1,664 354 1,111 

100% 53.2 01 
/0 11. 3 % 35.5 % 

78 36 46.2 42 53.8 
r--

T01'i11~ CIVIL e .4 CfllM!NAL f~S 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

19.43 

161 

TOTl:t.l 

~~ 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

2 
JUDGESHIPS L-J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

TOTAL 
Per Per 

Trial Juror 
Day Dav 

77,000 478 25 

Not Selected, Serving $ 27, 300 
or ChalJemled .. I 

83 51. 6 78 48.4 
-

CIVIL ~,j CRIMINAL (V 
~ Ct 

\.. JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
l---- , 

Tot,:;!,' No. On 'No. impaneled No.Di5charijsd No. On 
FY 1916 JulV 1, 1975 FY 1976 FY'Hl76 Jell! 1, 191(; 

1 1 - - 1 

16 320 92 20.0 5.75 

Sf1csk)nt; Jumm in 

1. 

I"lours in AvO. jurors Avg. Hours 
COflvtlrH:d 

I 
S0~sion Session per Session perScosion 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

,JURY iRlM,S PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 
FISCAL :....-----,--,....-~-.,.,. -. 

Numb:?!' %Crimi"lu! %.Not % Selected Juror . Total 
YEAR 

of Jury .II.!!".' Selected, Usage N\lmberof 
Serving or or Jirand Trials Trials Challenged Serving lnde)( 

.Juries . . .. 

1972 75 69.3 36.4 54.7 24.10 -, '.,-
.;.;.............;,;.;;;'; .. ~~ ~...c....:......_*' , 

1973 63 69.8 45.1 46.8 23.08 -. 
-~-

->-.--

1974 79 48.1 33.6 53.4 18.43 -
-~ 

1975 83 54.2 31. 7 53.8 19.75 2 
~ .. --- _. -

p 78 53.8 35.5 53.2 19.43 1 1976 

96 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

PDf TOTAL 
$es;;iol1 

r 8,700 544 

for National Pro file 
Open Foldout 
.o.t Back Cover 

.. 

...." 

P(lf 
Juror 
Oalf 

27 

'\ 

GRAND JUROR~~';UZATiON 

Number.of NumbClfof Avera~ 

Sessions'" Hours in Number of 
Hours per ConvenOd Session Session (j 

, 

I .. ! - - -
- - - " 

- -~ -
t ,,' 

15 .87 5.80 

, 16 .. 92 5. 7S ~ 
./ 
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TENNESSEE WESTERN 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

r 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

Total &Jf,ectEld Not S~I~ted, 
AvaHable or Challenged Serving or 

"...---
S~rvlflg Challetlood 

5,922 4,147 833 942 

100% 70.0% 14.1 % 15.9 96 -
78 38 48.7 40 51. 3 

TOTAl;. CIVIL, % CRIMINAL ~i1 

"- JURY TRIALS 

r 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Tot3t NO'. On No.lmp;mela;"j No.Dlscharged 
FY 1976 .July 1, 1975 FY 1976 FY 1976 

3 2 1 2 

56 1,174 353 21. 0 
" " 

SessIons Jurors in 'Hours in Avn. Jl-lrors 
Coovenl;i[j Session Session per Session 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

17.07 

347 

--I9!AL 

,No.On 
July 1, 1976 

1 

6.30 

Allg.Hour:; 
parSessh:m 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

3 
JUDGESHIPS L-l 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

J Pel Per 
TOTAL Tflill J~uQr 

O.!iy " Pay 
~ . 
f 138,500 I 399 23 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or ChallenQed 

22,000 

125 36.0 222 

CIVIL' % CRIMINA.L 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

~~ 29,100 520 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

64.0 

% 

'"\ 

pe;:-
Juror 
D-~y_ 

25 

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

FISCAL 

YEAR 

1972 

1973 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURYTRI~~' ~ ___ P_E_TI_T~JrU_A_O_R_U_T_I_U~Z_A_T_~_N _____ ~~ ____ ~G_A_A_N_D_J_U_R_O~R_U_T_iL_I_ZA_T_i_O+~~~~~ 
kvflr~gS 

Numberr>f 
HOISl'S'p9r 
Sei,lSJM 

Number 
Qflury 
Trials 

91t 

lOS 

% Criminal 
Jury 

TrIals 

72.4 

%Not 
Selected, 
Sei~ing or 
Challenged 

13.2 

12.2 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

72.5 

71. 8 

juror 
Usage 
Index 

16.85 

15.86 

Total 
Number of 

Grand 
JurIes 

Number of 
Sessions 

Convened 

l! 11 

Number of 
HO,UfS In 
Sesslon 

- 0 

~_74 __ -+ __ V'~~~'r-_6_1_._7~ ___ 1_1_._8-+ ___ 7_1_.5 __ r-_l_5_.7_9-4 ___ -_' __ -+ __ ~7_,,_',~~ __ -__ ~_o __ ~_---"'~' 
1975 104 60.6 13.5 66.3 16.82 4 ~ S9 /),,~ 412 6.98 

" 1976 78 15.9 70.0 17.07 3 S6 353 6.30 
; ".J 

COMMENT: This district experienced several highly publicized cases during the past fiscal 
year which required extra large panels for the jury selection process. Such occurrences 

'I tend to adversely effect juror utilization st'atistics and at least partial1y "account for 
the slight increase in the JUI in F.Y. 1976. 
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ILLINOIS NORTHERN 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

r 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

Total Selected Not Selected, 
Available or Challenged Serving or 

Serving Challenged 

18,831 10,979 1,843 6,009 

100% 58.3 % 9.8 % 31. 9 96 

135 29 21. 5 106 78.5 

TOTAL 1 CIVfL. CJG CRIMlr~AL ~. ,,' 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDE)( 

19.86 

948 

'rOTAL 

~~ 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

13 
JUDGESHIPS L--J 

ESTIMATED COSTS "' 
t:.f.',!l' Per 

TOTAL " - ,tlill Juror 
Dav Dav 

506,900 535 27 

NotSelected,Servlng $ 161, 706l 
or ChallenQed I 

353 37.2 595 I 62.8 

CIVIL, "' .0 CR!MINAL I ~b 
, 

"- JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS J 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/' 

( 

\.. 

FISCAL 

YEAR 

1972 

1973 

1974 

1975 

"- 1976 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Totd No. On I No. Impaneled NO.DiSChargf.d( No. On 
FY 1976 JulV 1,1915 ! F11£176 FY 1976 Juiy 1, 1916 

21 7 14 13 8 

451 9,126 2,729 I 20.2 6.05 

Ses~ions Jurors in Hours in i 10.'19. JUfOrG 

1 
Avg. Hour:; 

Convened Secsiol1 Sozf;icm per Session gerS~ssiol'l 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JUftY TRiALS i PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION - '-.-....... - . 
Numn3r %Crirninol % Not % Selected Juror Total 

Selected, Number'3t Qf JurY Jury or Usage 
Trials Tri<l!$ Serving or Serving Index Grand 

Challenged Juries 

,174 54.0 32.8 58.3 17.77 ..... 

·205 51. 7 34.4 54.9 18.41 -
182 53.3 25.4 64.5 16.75 -
165 60.0 25.2 63.6 16.87 24 

135 78.5 31.9 58.3 19.86 21 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
-..., 

TOTAL t P~r ! ;~;~r 
Sc~slcn i Dav 

f 235,600 522 26 

for NatioKilai ProfiDe 
Open foldout 
At Bacl, Cover 

'" 
GRt,NO JUROR U'i'lliZATION -----r------

Number of Number of Average 
Numbarof Sessions Hours in 

Convened Ses~lon 
Hours per 

.. . ...... _ . Session - -p - --~ 

"-' 

fL - L_--' - - -
- - -

330 1,686 5.11 .' 
'-

n 

- --
451 2,729 6.05 

./ 
COMMENT: Two notoriety trials last year required extraordinary large juror panels for 
selection due to the anticipated large number of excuses and challenges for cause charac
teristic of highly publicized trials. The two trials required 263 and 1,151 prospective 
jurors, respectively, for the selection of the juries. 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 estimated JUI 
of 18.41 and better performance figures in the categories of percent selected or serving 
and percent not selected, serving or challenged. 
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ILLINOIS EASTERN 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
3 

L-J PLACES OF HOlDRNG COURT (wii:h jury trial activity) 

r 
NGMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Totol Snlr.cted ~ Ch<lllengad I Not Selected, USAGE 
Avail"b!c m Serving nr INDE)( 

- ~ 
. StJfuino C!mllc!lt\~d 

2,127 1,413 492 222 

100% 1 66.4 % 23.1 (>1 10.4 SOO 18.18 10 

-.~-.. _,,--.--,-'-----_. 

~JUMBEii Or- GRA~\!D JURIES 

1 

6.15 

W12 

19/~j 
71.4 25.9 51. 2 22.22 

1!JM 82.8 32.8 48.3 25.03 

56.9 22.73 

53 66.4 18.18 

3 

2 

I 

",. ? 

'.\ 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

2 
JUDGESHIPS L..:::.J 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Pur 

TOTAL Trial .Iuror 
Dav Dav 

67,000 573 31 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 7,000 

ESTIMATED 

TOThL 

35,100 1,032 53 

243 6.75 

209 6.15 

COMMENT: Illinois, Eastern's juror utilization performance in the past fiscal year has 
shown improvement with the JU! 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 or 
serving and percent not selected, serving or challenged. 
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ILLINOIS SOUTHERN 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

4 
L-J PLACES Of I-!OLDBNG COURT (with jury trial activity) 

I' 
NUMBER OF: JUROR DAYS 

Total Selected Not Selected, 
Available or ClJalleng!Od ' Serving or 

Sorvin!< ChailengDd 

1,868 1,099 252 517 

100% 58.8 9c 13.5 ~o 27.7 ~'o 

~ 32 

~--~----J-U-R-Y~T-R-I-A-L~S--------~--~1--l 

53.1 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

17.96 

r: ___ -----____ -e _____ N_u_M_B_E_R~O-F-.-G-R-A-N-D-J-U,-R,I-ES~----,_ ______ ~ 
I I PJo. On I !iIlQ.Di~l:hOriJ3al \',l;). On ' 

t,;v '~JUtV' 'i" 1915 I I r-:V'h{?rl8 I Ju~V 1~ 1B!{} 

,---'~4_ =1 ~" <=FT==-J.=i~r 1 l 3 -I 

s:m" J
,i
,= J:,~o~s7i: -II 

(:'n:l~tencd S:-;SSi!(!n __ -________ ~ ___________ IL_ ________ ~ ________ ~ _______ ~ 

329 5.98 

USAGE STATISTICS 

FiSCAL YEAR 1976 

2 
JUDGESHIPS L......J 

1_ ESTIMA ~ED COSTS ~_ 

i Pel' I Pel' 
,~_T(lt'AL ! T~ill! II Juror ,__ ,-__ .L Dav ~Y..._ 

y 56,700 I 545 1_3 
-.. ~~ 

15,700 1 
~~~~~ __ ~______J 

JURY TRJAL DAYS 

.. -""'..--......-... 

4;~ 
.---l-·-~~-~~T-"~-·-'"---""·~' .. 

57.6 49.6 25.08 ~ I -- - I ,,-

1974 41 t 82.9\ 31. 7 54.5 22.88 '--'::'-r-=-'-~'t~---::-~-l 
~ ___ "W __ .""_ 

I 

! 69.7 31. 0 55.2 22.05 
I 

1975 33 --'1---76 -r~9;-r 
'---;--1 ----ss-j--3~;;t r-'~;:~'-' 27.7 58.8 17.96 

J 
r--"~ .. ;~·-(,1976 
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INDIANA NORTHERN 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

~ PLACES OF HOLOrNG COURT (with jury trial activity) 

F 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 
"< 

Selected Not Selected, USAGE Total or Challenged Serving or INDEX Availablo Serving Challenged 

6,096 2,610 1,222 2,264 

100 % 42.8 9b 20.0% 37.1 96 31.26 

83 7 8.4 76 91. 6 195 

;~ 

16 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dav Day' 

173,200 888 28 

Not Selected, servi~Og $ 
or Challenaed 

64,300 

8.2 179 91.8 

T01'AL CiVIl. "' ,~ CRIMINAL t}6 TOYAl CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

"-

/ 

\. 

FISCAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No. On No.lmpaneied No.Dischnl'(l?d filo.On 
FY'l!376 July 1, 1~J75 FY 1976 FY 1976 ,July 1, 1976 

4 2 2 1 3 

59 1,185 340 20.1 5.76 

Sessions Jurors in Hours in Ava. Jurors Avg. Hours 
Convened Ses~ion Session por Session porSession 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

,JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION -- %Not Total 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
T 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Pcr TOTAL 
Session 

49,700 842 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILlZATI(')N 

" 
Per 

Juror 
Dav 

42 

'" 
Average Nurnberof. Number of YEAR Number %Crlminal Selected, % Selected Juror Number lYf Number of of Jury Jury or Usage Sessions HOUfllin Hours per Serving or Grand Convened Session Triels ... Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Session 

... ""----
i972 81 45.7 25.0 54.4 17.34 - - - ~ 

-~--
r-

1973 77 67.5 34.0 49.3 22.89 - - - -f--_ ... _-

45.6 23.53 1974 96 66.7 34.7 - - - -
f------ .. 

1975 96' 71.9 32.0 49.2 25.73 4 40 273 '\~, 6.82 
.. -

1976 83 91.6 37.1 42.8 31.26 4 59 340 5.76 
"- ./ 

COMMENT: A large number of notoriety trials requlrlng exceptionally large jury panels for 
selection were reported during the last fiscal year. This district also reported many 
last minute pleas and settlements which resulted in the non-use of jury panels already 
present in the courthouse. These two occurrences account, at least in part, for the 
increase in the JUI from 25.73 in F.Y. 1975 to 31.26 in 1976. 
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INDIANA SOUTHERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/" 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total f:" Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available <Jr ChaHengf)d Serving 01" INDEX 
Serllirm Challenged 

3,309 2,108 659 542 

100% 63.7 01 
10 19.9 96 16.4 ~h 14.97 

57 28 49.1 29 50.9 221 

TOTAL CIVIL ~i CRIMINAL % TOTA!.. 

\.. JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 1 
Total No. On No.lmpj;lneled Na.Dlscharol'jjl,,~~<?c. On 

fY 1976 July 1, 1975 FY 1976 FY 1978 " Jul y~. i976 
r 

5 2 3 4 1 

" 

89 1,769 615 19.9 I 6.91 

Jurors in Jif 
Sessions Hou,$in Avg. Jurors ,jlAv;;. Hours 

Convened Session Session per Session I! per SH~$ion 

USAGE STATISTICS -
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY JRIA!-S PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 
FISCAL. 

% Not Tpte! 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

4 
JUDGESHIPS L.:..-1 

ESTIMATED COSTS "'\ 

" Pilr Per 
IOTAL 1§.i<\t Jurilt 

~ Oav 

~~ 109,000 493 33 

Not Selected, Serving $17 900 
or Challenqed ' 

139 62.9 82 

CIVH. 'JI> CfllMII''\AI. 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

,I P~r '/} 
iOTAI- SeS$1of) 

~~ 58,900 662 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

QRANO JUROH UTILlZATtGN --

37.1 

% 

..I 

'\ 

"1 Per ';; Juror 
Dav 

33 

'\ 

I 
AI/era~ Number % Criminal % Selected .Jufor Number'af l\Ilimberof' YEAR 

of Jury .jury Selected. Usage Nurnberof Sessions Hours!n Numbarof or Serving or Grand cHalJl'Spitr Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened ~eS$jon 
c, c~sslon 

'i 

1972 70 51.4 17.8 66.6 16.75 -- c '- -'-
1973 75 50.7 21. 5 61. 2 15.18 .- - , - ~ 

" --
1974 60."3 16.24 '0 ',. 63 22.5 63.1 .... .... ~ ~'< , , 

\ 0' 
, 

,.: ,,~i~p~:.: 1975 71 43.7 18.1 60.6 15.83 4 70 4~1 . " '\61~~4:"j 1976 57 50.9 16.4 63.7 14.97 5 89 J 615 " 
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WISCONSIN EASTERN 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
1 

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

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

-
Selected I Not SCi/ected, T{lt;lt 

AlIailablG or Challenged SerJingor 
Servin" ChaUenp!)d 

4,423 3,058 627 738 

100% 69.1 <Jb 14.2 % 16.7 ~b 

38 11 28.911 27 I 71.1 

TOTAL 
I 

Cl,\!H. 'JS H CRIMil'lAL I ~, 

,J --
JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND .JUR1ES 
r---' 

~ I ~l~f: D:oc''''I1'''ll i~.)t~! tiJo .. un I No. Im:':,J"e!ct.! 
FV I';)1G llllV 1, l!;7tl I'V HJ71) 1 ~y'~9?6'"~' 

3 2 1 I II 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDE){ 

17.69 

250 

TOTtA.l 

~Jo. On 

J"'V1~19J 

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

I 
! 

,~ 
d 
I 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

3 
JUDGESHIPS L-=-t 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

,I Per Per 
TOl'AL Trial ,; '~!.!fOf 

Dov I D,lI' 

125,900 504- 28 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challena<:d 

21,000 i 
77 J 30.8 173 169.2 

I r -elV!l c' f CRIMINAL nl 
'J ~'J 

JURY TRIAL DtW3 ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '"" I Per 
f 

POi 
nJi"l"L ~ .1lmJr 

I 8~t;zivn DZlV 

~) 45,500 746 37 
I 

....... --------"------.-._---------------
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
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WISCONSIN WESTERN 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not S!lJectecl, USAGE 
Allailable or Challenged Serving or INDEX 

Sorviog C'lallenr,od 

736 500 151 85 

100% 67.9 'l6 20.5 % 11.5 % 17.95 

17 7 I 41. 2 ~ 10 58.8 41 
t I ij CRIMINAL TOTAt CIVIL 0' ~b ,[; !'OTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Towl No.On No. Impaneled 'NO.Discharged i'Jo.On 
f'V 1376 JulV 1, 1975 fV 1976 FV 1916 JulV 1,1976 

1 - 1 - 1 

21 I 420 105 20.0 5.00 

Sessions I Jumrsin H(),J\'s in Avg, Jurors Avg. Hours 
Convened Session Session I per S!:ls~ion per Session 

\.. USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURVTR1ALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 
FISCAL 

%Not Total 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHIPS tl..-l 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dov DaY 

!~ 22,200 541 30 

Not Se!ectecl, serving, 
or Chai!en!1ed 2,600 

17 141.5 24 -GiVIL J <;S CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session . 

i~ 17,700 843 

For National Profile 
Open foldout 
At Saclt Cover 

GRAND JUHOR UTILIZATION 

58.5 

'" '0 

./ 

'\ 
... !"&'~ 

Jui'or 
Dav 

42 

"\ 

Average Number I YEAR % Criminal Sel~cted. 
% Selected juror Number of Number of Num.\:ler of Number of of Jurv I JUI"} or Usage Sessions Hours itl Serving or Grand Hours per Tria!s Trials Ch6ilsnged Serving Index Juries ConveMd Session Session 

1972 17 47.1 16.9 63.7 19.43 - - - -
1973 13 84.6 28.4 47.1 26.72 - - " - -

0 

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 17.9,5 1 ," 21 105 5.00...1 
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AR.KANSAS EASTERN 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

/ 

\.. 

( 

L 

"-

FISCAL 

YEAR 

1972 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Tota! Selected 

t 
I Not Selected, USAGE 

Availllb1e or Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Servin" ~tl 

4,716 2,637 1,139 940 

100% 55.9 0' 10 24.2% 19.9 % 21. 73 

88 ~ 24 27. 3 ~ 64 72.7 217 

TOTAL I! CIVIL ~& [CRIMINAL 0' ,~ 

JURY TRIALS 

TOTAL 

1-
." 

NUM13ER OF GRAND JURIES' 

'fota! No. On I ~.jo.lrl;p:meted No,Oiscnal\led No. On 
FY 1976 JulV t 1975 FY 1976 FY 1916 Jr,lly 1, 197$ 

2 1 1 - 2 
-----

I 
" 

I 21 457 115 21.8 5.48 
- I 

Sessions Jurors ill Hour;; in i Alig •• Iufors 

I 
AIJg. !iours 

Convened Snssion Session J psr Session perSc;;sIcn -
USAGE STATISTICS . 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TFlJALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

NumlJer 
of Jury 
Trials 

73 

%Crimina\ 
Jury 

Trials 

37.0 

%Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

16.6 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

59.8 

Juror 
Usage 
Ind,J){ 

19.99 

F~SCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
--.:;,-, .. _-, 

Par Par 
TOTAl. Trial Juror'" 

~ ...QID:..... Day . 

t22~,100 558 26 

Not Selected, ServIng ~$ 
or Challeilll?d 24,100 

56 25.8 161 

;UR~IV~~!A~ D~ YS::r.HIM1N:~, 
_ .. - .. _." ...... ... ·c 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
. 

IOTAL Per 
Scssiori 

T 23,900 1,138 

for National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back ClOver 

74.2 
Of 
'U 

..,) 

....... 

PEl!' 
Juror 
D~. 

52 

1 _________ 4-______ -4~'~ __ ---4--------+--------+_------_+------~·------·--~-------+--~n~'---1 

1973 19.69 " 65 43.1 16.2 62.3 

1974 58 75.9 19.2 55.3 22.17 

1975 68 61.8 18.7 54.7 21.90 16 . 119 7.44 

2 1976 21.73 21 115 5.4! 
c ..,) 

72.7 88 19.9 55.9 

\\ 

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. 

111 



P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
l\! 
o 

, 

"-

ARKANSAS WESTERN 

JUROR USAGE PROFilE 
5 

L....J PLACES OF HOLDiNG COURT (with julY tri~ ~vity) 

, 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

Tot~l selL'C'tsti Not Seleet~, 
AYailliblc Of Cllallenged Sarvll'l~or 

Servlmr Challenged 

2,631 1,678 793 160 

100% 63.8 % 30.1 'lb 6.1 9h 

47 i 29 61. 7 18 38.3 

TOrAf~ j GIVU .. % CRIMINAL U' 
,~ 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

22.11 

119 

TOTAL 

, 

~i~ 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

2 
JUDGESHIPS L-.J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"\ 

P~r ",Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dav Dav 

71,500 601 27 

Not Selected, serving ~ 4,400 
or ChallenQed "f' 

70 58.8 49 41.2 

CIVIL 0' ,{>J CRIMINAL 0' ," 
....... JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS ~ 

/ 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES :---. 

Tot'" No.D" "'No. impaneled No,Disc!1al'9iid No.On 
PY 1916 July 1, 1975 FY 1976 I=Y't976 July 1, 197G 

1 1 I - 1 -

10 228 44 22.8 4.40 
" 

Sf!S.iO!f(i I Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours 
Gonvenoo SS'ldcn S!!:J!iion per Session per SessIon 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPAPlSONS 
, ~ ; 

JIJR.Y'I"RIAI..3 PETIT JUROR UTiliZATION ~~./ 

FISCAL -
Nl,fll1ber % Crimina! %Not % Selected Juror TotaL, 

YEAR Selected, Nutnber"of of JUfV Jury or Usage 
'Trialll Tril:lls Serving or Serving Index Grand 

Challenged Juries 
~ 

1972 41 34.1 17.8 52.2 25.19 I~-
~i~' 

'.-
1973 26 34.6 20.4 60.3 22.33 -" 

I 
" 0 

1974 34 44.1 18.7 53.7 25.27 -i " 

, " ~ 
1975 51 'Q: 25.5 21.4 53.1 25.26 2 

1976 47 I 38.3 6.1 63.8 22.11 1 
'tl -' 

112 

ESTIMATED COSTS ""'" 
Por Per 

TOTAL. Jurel' 
Session DllV 

t 13,400 1,340 59 

For National PlI'Olfiie 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRANpJUROR UTiliZATION 

Number'of Num~rQf 
$esslons Hoursln 

Convened: Session 

" 

- -
- - !, 

", 

" - '-\, 
:) 42 

t" 

10 44 

" I:,> 

Average '. 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

-
-
-

" 
c 

6.00 " 

4.40 
,/ 
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IOWA NORTHERN 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1976 

3 1 
L-.J PLACES OF I-lOLDING COURT (with jury trial act(;\/ity) JUDGESHIPS t!..l.~ 

I'" 
NUMBER OFJUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

'''otal Selected 
Chalilll'lf,!f!d . 

Not Sall')Gtljd, USAGE 
AvaHllole " or Serving O! INDEX 

Servlilg Challenged 

ESTIM,Il,TED COSTS 
'\ 

'tl~~ 1'01"AL. Trial, 'Jur(/!" ',' 
Os ~. 

1,404 809 287 308 ~~ 40,300 510 I 29 

100% 57.6 01 
10 20.4 9b 21.9 % 17.77 Not Selected. servin9 $ 

or ChallllnQed 8,8~ 

22 11 50.0 11 50.0 T l 79 
======¥=====*===~====*= 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/ 

"-

( 
l 

\.. 

FISCAL 

YEAR 

i972 

1973 

1976 
\.. 

.......,. 
TOTAL CIVH~ c' CR1M1NM~ G' 

'" ., 
JURY TRiALS 

t TOi,l\l 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No. Oil I'Jo. impaneled No.Dis(;hef\1ed No. On 
F .... 1976 July 1, 1975 FY'I976 FY 19713 July 1. 19'78 

4 2 2 2 2 

32 629 211 19.7 6.59 

, Si!s~lo!\s Jurotli in Hours in AV{l.JUtOfS Avg. Hours 
ConveneG Session Sllssion per Session perSimion 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HiSTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

NumOOr 
of Jury 
Trials 

" % Criminal 
Jury 

iri!lls 

%Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

18.8 

10.0 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

66.1 

79.3 

juror 
Usage 
Index 

18.34 

14.71 -

ESTIMATED COS~ 
f'~ Per 

ToTAL S,'" JUror 
ess)on "OI:lV 

!~ 16,200 506 

for National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back COver 

( GRAND JUROR UtU .. IZATlQN-

26 

21 ~7.1 
"' 

21.9 57.6 17.77 4 

COMMENT: This district reported one capital offense ctise last year which required two days 
for jury selection. Such a case tends to have an adverse effect on utilization statistics 
because it requires an unusually large number Qf prospective jurors du6-to thenumber'o?-=o",~~,,,,=c, 
challeng6s-anticipated. Such an occurrence should be kept in mind when reviewing Iowa, 
Northern's F.Y. 1976 statistics. 
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IOWA SOUTHERN 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

3 

FiSCAL YEAR 1976 

L....J PL.ACES Of HOlOiNG COURT {with jury trial iiliC~i'\fity} 
1 

JUDGESHIPS L.!.12J 

JUROR I 
,-

'" 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

I Selected J • 1'10t SSlflcted, TOf~il 
(,!' Challenged I Serving or fwailoble Sarvioq __ I Challem,,:d 

3,159 2,130 548 481 

100% 67.4 pI 
,0 17.3 ~'6 15.2 

~ 

~ ___ , ________ ~JU~I~RY~T~R~IA~L~S~ ________ ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

USAGE I INDEX 

Jl~ 
I Per Per 

TOT,,'.!.. Trial Juror 
, 1 Dall Dav ,,' 

y 91,100 1 503 29 

Not Selected, Serving -$ 13,800 or ChallenQed " 

181 68.0 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATE::> COSTS 
..", 

I t---
Per ! u i<JO,DiSChOffjedl 7'ota\ \\iO.CIl I No,lmp8:1olcol N"".On 

FV'tilin J"ly 1, W75 FY 1976 fV 1976 July 1, 1976 
TCTAl Per Juror 

Session Oell! 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

3 1 
J. 2 1 2 ? 23,400 571 29 

41.~ 820 T 301 20.0 I 7.34 

I I 
- -=--=--

Ses~!on::, l Jumra in HO!J"s in I /=\\11]. Jurors Allg. I'lours 
Convened Sesdon Session I p:?r Ses5lon p(>rSe3dcfJ 

-
" 

USAGE STATISTICS 

/' -
, HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

~~_!::!er:.Vl!~!ll\lS __ ,_C~TI2:. J~OR UTILl;ATION 
FISCAL -

Numbor ~:'Cl'iminal 
% Not % Selected Juror Tota! 

YEAR Selected, ~Jumber of of Jury Jury Serving or or Usage Grand 'l"ria!g Trials Challenged Serving lndme 
Jurtes 

-'''''''=:'~''''';:::.~'''';;:-''= :-=.:::--- '" 

1972 33 69.7 19.1 74.6 20.33 ---, -
1973 53 64.2 12.9 70.2 15.88 ~,. 

-
1974 43 58.1 9.5 74.1 14.93 -
1975 30 56.7 31. 3 49.9 21.84 2 

-' -----'..,.. 
1976 53 67.9 15.2 67.4 17.45 3 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Bscl( Cover 

.-
GI:1.~l\lD JUROR UTlUZAl'IOI-J 

I " 
NUi'{,ber 0';: 1 f.jumberof 
S3ssions Hours in 

Conve;ned Session 

- -

AViJrag~ 
l\lumberof 
H!)um per 
Session 

-
..... r=--+-=-I - . -

. .. -
--

18 122 6.78 

41 301 7.34 

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 PROFI LE 
4 

L-l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jwy tri~l activity) 

r .-
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

To!ni Selectee! I I Not SOioct!)d, USAGE 
,'1,lIl.lilob!c; or CUISIlOl1:;cd I $cfvin[lor INDEX 

Servioq ! . ~CllClEG!1fPd 

7,117 4,820 1,119 1,178 ··r" 
[ 100% 67.7 Oi 

10 15.7% 16.6 ~-& 16.32 

436 

T0Tl~tJ" 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ] 
ni\lO.Di3C!·,a,-sci No"C~n ~.jo. impZll'Is!ctl i'Jo. On ! 

J!ilV ~:, ~97~:; FY'I97(; ~'V If)1ti (." .JuIV 1. 1976 

2 1 1 1 1 

52 I 1,048 ,- 261 I 20.2 I 5.02 

S"::nion!J 1
1
< J!!n':.H''') in t H(lur:; in ! t~v-j, ,Jurors ~ AvO. H(~hr$ 

COr.V0r.c:t/ Sc:don I i:%:'dcn I ",." $cGf.ion ~ ner Se,sit'l~ 
,----_. -----" --------, ...... , -------'.'--_........... . -

USAGE 81 ATISTICS 
'~-"--------.---------------------------------------~ 

II 
ir'"' .. 

H 
'I 

~.~ 

~ 

FiSCAL YEAR 1916 

4 
JUDGESHIPS L-.J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL. Trial Juror 

-- l)au £lay 

176,100 I 404 25 

Not Sc;!ected, SalVing $ 
or Chalien!led 29~ 

279 I 64'1 157 36.0 

f H ')§~. CIVIL '" enIMINi'\l. , 
JURY TRIAL DAYS ..I 

! ESTIMATED CQSTS 
"'\ 

I- - }~rel:-• P{:r JUfcr I TOTAL 1 Ser,SlOfl [)31l 

)~ L 30 ,300 583 29 

FlOr NatioU'lal ProfUe 
Open Foldout 
At Bac~-< Cover 

COMMENT: The trial Qf a multi-district litigatiQn case. which began in NQvemb~r 1974 
cQntinued thrQugh fiscal year 1976. This case invQ1ved the use Qf tWQ juries, at times 
sitting together; hQwever, the dQuble jury was cQmbined into one jury Qf 20 members in 
September 1975. The jury was further reduced tQ 10 members in May 1976. 

This district recorded a large number Qf last minute pleas, settlements and continuances 
which resulted in the nQn-use Qf available jurQrs. Further, MinnesQta has>apractice of 
calling new jurQrs in fQr a separate QrientatiQn at the beginning of their term of service. 
This results in large grQups Qf prQspective jurQrs present at the courthQuse with only a 
small number Qf them selected for jury duty. These tWQ factors cQmbine tQ adversely effect 
the utilizatiQn performance Qf MinnesQta; nevertheless ~', this district recQrded a reduction 
in itsJUI in FaY. 1976. 115 
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MISSOURI EASTERN 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/' -
NUMBEROF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

T<Jta! ! Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available .or ChallengiJd Serving or INDEX 
$erviof( Challenged 

5,379 2,968 1,318 1,093 

100 % 55.2 % 24.5 % 20.3 ~b 17.08 

121 58 47.91 63 52.1 315 
- 161 CRIMINAL TOTAL. CIVIl.. '% TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

/' 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Tot.1I I No. On No. Impaneled No.Dischal1Jed No. On 
FY'I97S July 1, 19"5 FY 1976 FY 197$ July 1, 1976 

6 2 4 2 4 

111 2,187 585 19.7 5.27 

Ses!;iom; Jurorsio HOUfS io Avg •• furors AlIg. Hours 
Convened Session " Session per Session per Session 

~-. 

'\. USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 
FISCAL ""-'< 

% Not Totel 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

4 
JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
T01'Al, Trial Juror 

Pay Da\!_ 

~~ 135)900 431 25 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challen<led 

27,600 

155 49.2 160 

CIVIL 'ib CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

{,. 

7'D 62,200 560 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

50.8 
0' .0 

./ 

....... 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

28 

"" 

Average Number %Crimiflc.t % Selected JUror Number of Number of YEAR Selected. NUmber of Number of of :lury Jury or Usage Sessions Hours in 
Trif;lls T .. islS! Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened Session Hours per 

Challenged JUries " Session - . 
1972 107 56.1 15.5 60.5 19.75 

n - - - -
.-.,.--~ :---""'4 .... ~ 

1973 119 57.1 18.2 56.1 20.42 - - - "'-

1974 115 53.9 24.7 50.6 18.58 - - - ..,.. 

-
1976 108 .~~ ~"'-·~S3. 7 19.0 59.4 17.17 4 71 401 5.65 

p ... -
1976 121 52.1 20.3 55.2 17.08 6 111 585 5.27 

./ 
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MISSOURI WESTERN 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

4 
L.:.J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

Total Selected G' Not Selected, 

Available or Challenged Serving 1>1" 
Swing Challenged 

4,600 2,141 1,126 1,333 

100 % 46.5 % 24.5 9f, 29.0 0' /0 

70 23 32.9 47 67.1 

TOTAl. CIVIL ~& CRIMINAL ~-6 

"- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

TQtal No.On No. Impaneled No.Discharged 
10'1-' 1976 July 1, 1975 FY 1976 FY 1976 

6 3 3 3 

46 I 892 290 19.4 

Sessions 'f Jurors in Hours in! Avg. Jurol'S 
Convenec)" t Session Session per Sessiol1 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

24.60 

187 

1'OTAL 

Nel.On 
July 'I, 197$ 

3 

-
6. :30 

Avg. Hours 
,per Session -

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 
FISCAL 

% Not 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

n(r~l I'i1r 
TOTAL" .Iurpr 

I·Oav Day· 

~~ 117,100 626 25 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or ChallenQed 

34,000 I 
56 29.9 131 

CIVIl. % CR!MlNAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
I 

Pet TOTfL Session 

[;600 665 

For National Profile 
Opr,m Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

70.1 

% 

" ,11m:-
Juror 
DaY' 

34 

'\ 

Tot<J1 I 'c~verage 
YEAR Number % Criminal Selected, % Selected Juror Number of Number¢f Number of r\!urttber of . 

tlf Jury Jury or Usage Sessions HourSjn Serving or ."Grand Houl'Spar Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries ConverilJd Session Session 

1972 
,~ 65 ,63.1 30.2 47.9 25.25 - - - -

1973 101 72.3 33.0 45.3 25.51 - - - "I -' 0 
0 " 

'I ~ " 

1974 88 
" 

79.5 27.1 47.2 24.76 - - '- -., 

1975 68 72~1 31. 7 45.5 26.67 4 94 627 Q~67 ' , .-,. "'l\ 

" 
" '.' 

70' c 67.1 29.0 46.5 24.60 6 46 290) 6.,3.0 . 1976 0 

'..I 

COMMENT: The jury selection process for a notoriety trial in this district in F.Y. 1976 
lasted two days and required the presence of a large number of prospective jurors. This 
type of trial tends to adversely 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 
sessi.ons in F.Y. 1976 as compared to 94 sessions convened in F.Y. 1975. 
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NEBRASKA 
JUROR USAGE PROFilE 

3 
L-J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (wit~ jury ~l'iaJ activity) 

I' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

" 

I Sn~8t.tcd I Not S?!OC.ttK2t "rOt~J 
Jl",jqj!',ul£; I 1,Jj Chf~nen!Jcd Servinn or 

I. "- Setvint~' . Clm!!!;nijGd 

4,004 1 2,108 621 1,275 . 
100% ] 52.6 )6 15.5 0' I 31. 8 f}o ,0 

"'----- -

118 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

17.04 

235 

TOTAL 

I 

Jl 
II 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHiPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTi"!. 
I Pel' J Trio! 

1 Per 
i ,juror 
I Dn\' 

') 115,800 r::: I 29 

Not Selected, Serving ~ 36 800 
or Challenned , __ ' __ -, 

157 J66.81 7'8 \33.2 

C3ViL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
.,-- I 
I p". I, TOTAL . ~. t ses~:ion 

14,100 940 

-P~r' ' 
jt~rnr 
D:l1I 

43 

.--------.. ~" 
ftOU' National Pm1iHe . '" 
0128n folldol1Dt 
At B<ilc~~ Covei" 
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NORTH DAKOTA 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

Total Selected Not Selected, 
Available or Challenged Bervingor 

Serving Ch,,!lenoed 

2,166 1,295 362 509 

100% 59.8 96 16.7 9'0 23.5 % 

24 10 41. 7 14 58.3 

TOTAL , CiVIl. ~) 
,0 CRIMINAL ~b 

"- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total lIlo.On No, Impaneled No.Dlscharged 
FY 1916 July 1,1015 FY Hl76 FY 1975 

2 1 1 1 

8 168 44 21. 0 
.....--

Sessions Jurors in Hours!n Avg, Jurors 
Convened Session 'S<1ssion per Session 

h, 

USAGE STATISTICS 
-, 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

20.63 

105 

t--;roTAL 

,--
NO,Ort 

Jul'l1, 1918 

1 

5.50 

Allg. Hours 
pr;rSession 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURYTRIAI..s PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 
FISCAL 

%Not Total 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"\ 

~, ,. I 
-~ 

Per Pill' 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

I Dav Dllv 

~~ 74,100 i 706 34 

Not SelectE'd,servin9_t 
or Challerlged 

17,400 

48 45.7 57 

C1V~L ~{} CRIMi!').!\L 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Sf;'ssion 

~ 10,300 1,288 

For National Profile 
OPSI1 Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRANO JUROR Urll...IZATION 

54.3 
.......... 

tt' :C" 

~ 

"'" 
-, p • tlr 
Juror 
Oav 

61 

Awra~ 
YEAR Number %Crimlnill Sele~ted, 

% Selected Juror Number of J\llJmberor NumbE!r of Nurr,ber of of Jury JUl"V' or Usage Sessions Houn,[n S.arvl;.gor Grant! HoufY per Trials Jrir!Js Challenged Serving Index JurJes Convened SeSSion Session' , . 
-.. 

1972 14 78.6 /; '.~ 15.S 61. 7 20.57 - - ~ -
1973 31 64.5 14.2 66.0 18.87 - - - -

>, 

1974 25 60.0 9.0 74.5 16.88 ,; - -' - " -
1975 36 66.7 23.0 57.7 20.60 2 9 51 5.6'7' '. 

" ," 

, 
5~~i~O·.;. 1976 24 58.3 23.5 59.8 20.63 '2 8 ""~ " • (0. ',,~ 

COMMENT: This district reported the occurrence of a notoriety trial requlrlng a large 
panel for the selection of the jury. Further, North Dakota reported a substantial number 
of jurors who must travel to the place of holding court on the day prior to the day of 
service and who are included in J8-11 statistical totals. These two factors tend to have 
an adverse effect on a district's utilization performance. 
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SOUTH DAKOTA 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

Tot<ll Selected Not Selected, 

Available or Challenged Serving or 
Ser~'in" ChaHenoed 

4,160 1,809 841 1,510 

100% 43.5 % 20.2 t}~ 36.3 01 
10 

64 17 26.6 47 73.4 

~·OTl;.t CIVIL N ,0 CRIMINAL 0' ,0 

JURY TRIALS 

/ 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

T~tal No. On No. Impaneled. INo.oischa'l1ed 
1-'l1910 July 1,1915 fY 1976 FY 1976 

2 2 - -

36 659 206 18.3 

~e.$iCnS Jurors in HQllrsln C' Av!). jurors 
oilvened 

! 
Session Session per Session 

\.. USAGE STATISTICS 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

24.62 

r-
169 

TOTA!. 

No. On 
.Iuly 1, 1976 

2 

5.72 

Avg.Hours 
per Session 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JUHYTRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 
FISCAL -- ........ 

%Not 'fotal 

!~ .~ 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

2 
JUDGESHIPS L-J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
""\ 

Per -Per 
TOTAL Trial JUror 

Dav Dav 

136,700 809 33 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Chalhm!]ed 

49,600 

70 41.4 99 

CIVil Of 

'" CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

~ 43,100 1,197 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

58.6 

0' ,(J 

.J 

""'I 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

65 

"" 
Average Number %Crlmin,,! % Selected Juror Nurnberof Number of YEAR 

.of Jury JulY Selected, Usage Numbel'of sessiol1S Hpursin Number of or Serving or Grand Hours per l"rialg 'Trials Challenged Serving Index JUries C.onvened " Session Session 
~'!-~ ~- -

1972 40 67.5 28.6 50.8 24.66 -{l, - ~~ --,---, ' .... -~;::':". ~ -.. ~ 

1973 39 59.0 33.8 46.8 26.70 - - - --. 
1974 38 63.2 28.4 46.3 22.39 - -' - -

.,... , ._-
1976 30 73.3 36.3 42.2 24.18 3 35 221 6.31 _. --- '----

" 1976 
64 ' " 73.4 36.3 43.5 24.62 2 36 206 5.72 

COMMENT: South Dakota recorded 64 jury trials in 1976, more than double the 30 jury trials 
reported in 1975. A5 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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JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
2 

ALASKA 

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

I' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, ... USAGE 

Available or Chef/enged Serving or INDEX 
Serving Challenged 

1,864 1,161 226 477 

100% 62.3 % 12.1 % 25.6 % 20.94 

18 2 11.1 16 88.9 89 
! 

TO'rAL CIVIL ~~ CRIMINAl.. fJ·b TOTAL 

~~ 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHiPS ~ 

ESTIMA TED COSTS 
"\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Triar .Iuror 

fIlLV DlIv 

55,800 627 30 

NotSetected,Serving $ 14 300 
or Challenged ' , 

15 16.9 74 83.1 

CIVil ~d CRIMINAL .~:f_ 

"- JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

\... 

FISCAL. 

YEAR 

1972 

1973 

1974 

1975 

1976 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On No. impaneled jr\\O.OISCharged No. On 
FY 1976 July 1, 1975 FY 1976 FY 1976 July 1,1976 

1 1 - I - 1 

21 410 79 19.5 3.76 

Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours 
Convened SeSSion S;assion per Sesston perSessicn 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS 

Number % Crimina! 
of Jury 
Trials 

Jury 
' Trial~, 

13 92.3 
; {~ 

"16 0 87.5 

12 '75.0 

12 " 83.3 

18 88.9 

PETIT JUROR UTIL.IZATION 

% Not % Selected JUror Selected, Usage Serving or or 

Challenged Serving Index 

24.4 58.6 23.11 

19.2 66.6 20.31 

43.7 51.1 22.77 

36.3 49.5 25.41 

25.6 62.3 20.94 

123 

Total 
Numbllrof 

Granc\ 
JUries 

-

-
.~, .,.-::;:::-

" 

2 

1 
)!;;: .... 

/; 
J( 

/1 
jj 

ESTIMATED COSTS '" 
Per Per TOTAL Juror 

Session Dav 

l~ 25,400 1,210 62 
l 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

,;1-"--

GRAND JUROR UTIl.IZATION 

Ave~ge Number of /iumbllrof 
Sessions Hours in ~UmberOf 

ours pqt Convened Session Session 
,:;--

- - -
~ 

- - ..., 
.. 

_., - -.. 

,> 

17 96 5..,65 

21 76 3:.,76 

""I 

., 
:. 
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ARIZONA 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

3 
I-J PLP,CES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial actillity) 

r 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

Total $::lff.'ctfJd Not Selected, 
Avall<ll:llo .Qr OhaH~lI1ged Serving or 

S~·.~i.iing Challenged 

8,022 3,659 2,400 1,963 

100% 45.6 ~b 29.9 % 24.5 01 
10 

174 8 4.6 166 95.4 

TOTAL CIVIL C' ,.J CRiMINkl~ ~o 

JURY TRIALS 

/ 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

r--
I Tota! No.oi~ Nc.lmp,;lneled No.Discharged 

.FY 1976 July 1. '/975 ! FY 12'76 FV 1970 

7 3 4 3 

105 2,063 664 19.6 

Sa~sions jurors in Hours in , AI/g. Jutors 
Carwen&! 

\\ Session SessIon per Session 

'- USAGE STATISTICS 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

25.88 

310 

TOTAL 

NQ.On 
July 1, 1976 

4 

6.32 

AvrJ. Hours 
.per Session 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 
FISCAL 

~&Not Total 

~~ 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Ttial Juror 

Dalt Dav 

203,000 655 25 

Not Selected, Serving $ 49, 700 
or Challenoed 

24 7.7 286 
~ 

CIVil "' 'l> CRIMINAl. 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

t . TOTAL Per 
Session . 

;'~ 55,200 526 

For I\Jational Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

92.3 

~6 

~ 

"'I 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

27 

Average 
~ :;tRIA~' 
~ r % Criminal % Selected Juror NUmber of Number of YEAH Selected, Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of iifJury Jury or Serving or Grand Hours per Triil!~ Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session -~ 

1972 () 141 90.1 28.6 46.9 23.85 ., - ~ 
>::l (:' - -- .' 

1973 168' 89.3 26.1 47.S 21.52 - - ...,.. - 1\ 
~ -1! 1974 127 94 .• 5 26.3 50.5 23.81 - - -8' 

1975 151 92.1 21. 2 53.9 22.00 6 92 1'584 6.35 
0 

95.4 
1 

\... 1976 174 24.5 45.6 25.88 7 1Q5 664 6.32 
/1 ..J 

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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CALlf.tlRNIANORTHERN: 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

r 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

i-' 
((., Total Selected ,:0 

Ava Hable 0)' Challenged 
Serving 

12,570 8,397 1,470 

JUROR 
Not Selec-'l:ed, USAGE I 

Serjingor INDEX 
Challengfld .' 

2,703 I ; 

/. ,J 1 
2l:_~G·1Q j 

FlSCAI_ 'fl'EAR 1976 

JUDGf.ShU,P$ t-!2.J 

r;STJMATEO COSTS 

, ~-...,.-.'-2--8--! 

\.". 

/ 

"-

100% 66.8 ~·b 11. 7% 

119 I 54 45.4 65 54.6 

TOTA!.. t ,.CIVIL 9:, CRIMINAl,. 0' 
JO 

JURY TRIALS 

Not Selected. ~erllin\l 75, 400 
~~~~~,--~------~ 

~ '778 
..,.'. ECTAL' 

----. 

J. o-
Slo 81 403 375 48.2 

d~ Cl\(/i::. j;~ " J:CRfMINAL % 

.lUt1.Y TRIAL DAYS ..I ','- . -, 
"" 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS 

Total No.On No. Impaneled 
FY 1916 July 1, 1915 FY 1916 

11 5 R 6 

148 2,935 805 

Sessions JUrors in Hours in 
Convened , Session Session 

,[\ 

USAGE STATISTICS 

JURY l;R,IALS 

','ftI-~ 

N6.DjsCharge\'*!:~ No. O;~ , 
FY 1976 'JI,lI~ 19"?,~ 

7 D 
19.8 I S.44 

AVS: ;u~or~.~,.(l;¥9.\1~Yfii I 
per SesSIon 'i~.rl S711~;' 

. ; 

'----" 

'~, <, --
Per Per 

TQ(J'AL '> Juror 

--==-"'''. 
Se!;sior'l Dav 

/, 

~> 84,;460 r 570 29 

-
___ ,_----If' 

J
r?;'rNational p~ofile 
''Ope!' Foldout 

/" lA~~~Ck ~ ___ --. 

FISCAL. 

YEAR NUmber 
Qf Jury 

% CrIminal 
,Jury 

Trials Trial!; 

-
1972 130 76.9 22.0 64.S ,~ 

I 

109 71.6 
" 

~ .~ 
I 

23.8 64'.6'" 
i--'--+~-- ,--+--~, 

1--_19_7_3_-+~-"-~-+~' __ -+ ___ '--I _____ --'-I--_l_8 • 07 L .:,. -_...,.p,-,-" ,1,-.,--.pt'.iJr!:::...' -~~~-""''''''''''''''''-i 
-o~,'~ ~-1ij /:'1'''(, 

101(,;,; 62~4 20.5 67,6 1974 " 16.15 llfjl/',,'l''': 
~----~~--~---4'--~----4--------+----~~------~ :~~~,-+~~,~ 

.~/ ):'"11 

t 
1975 

1976 

1070
G 

119 

58.9 

,.54.6 

21.2 65.8 15 " 9 7 ',~iJ 9, 1 rla*; " .' '5, ',~!8,', ,,1 
;) '~~! ~~,~,\-. '~l~~~'~i~,",:)4'-_~_-,-j' I-'f·t:.:.,r/..,...~,...'~ 

;---t---.--+------r---i,J,"~~'. ,,~ -, 

21 5 " 66.8 16 .16 ~li\;h, """,',, :".:1,:,48''''' "'~:9f~ff} 
• '" J ,""~ "' , '~~~~'r.;j4J 

....... ~ '" ;' '.. t' \'I:_~' _,~.\ 

COMMENT: This district reported one highly publicized case whicillrequired;,af{ e'St.raorc,l~(nar
By large number of prospective juror!'; for a jury selection which took se;~~naa'Ys 't,p ,~om
plete. This situation, in addition to the many cases whh:.h werecont.inue9;~ol;' set~~~ed a1; 
the last minute" had an adverse effE)ct ort the utilization st"at!istics·, and #1: least partially 
accounts for the increase in the JUI in F. Y. 1976.~: ~,' .. <' ,," ~r .:I( '0' 

. ',' " 

I" ~:~", .fr',- "" ti'~ r '~,v·",," , 

R - Revised to more accurately reflect: '(the number ofl-d..ira.iig,"~'uries at (the beginning pf 
F.Y.1976. ",...,./ "'~'\A-"··"'",r'>\ 

/. 
1/ 
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CALIFORNIA EASTERN 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
2 

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

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

3 
JUDGESHIPS L-.J 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS ESTIMATED COSTS 
"'\ 

• Per Per Sa!eet~ Total f 
or I Ch<Jllei1g!io 

c :: Available 
Not selected, 

Serving or " 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX TOTAL -frial Juror, 

P 
E 
T 

6,549 

100% 
---

SCfvlnn 

3,497 

53.4 

Cflallen,ed 

786 2,266 

% 12.0 % 34.6 

':. Dav Dav 

~.~ 208,300 744 32 

23.39 Not Selected, Serving $ 72,100 I or Challenaed . 
~6 

I 
T 57 7 12.3 50 87.7 280 I 58 120.71222 179 . 3J 

TOTAL CIVIL ~, CRIMINAL 0' .J ", - CIVIL I % I CRIMINAL 'I % TOTAL 1 
\.. JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/ 

/ 

\.. 

FISCAL 

YEAR 

1972 

1973 

1974 

1975 
f--o-

\.. 
1976 

" 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

TOlai 
f 

Nfl. On No. Imp:melsd INo.DisCha!1leff No. On 
FY 1970 July 1, 11)75 FY 1~7a FY 19713 July 1. 1976 

3 lR 2 2 1 

50 1,044 182 20.9 3.64 

Sesnjcns ,Iuror:;in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg_ Hours 
Convoned Session Session ?sr Session ,per Se$~ipn 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPAR ISONS 

JURy~fl:l!N~"--
::-) 

PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 
~'-'~-¥-''''-,-~--

% Not Total Numb:'!t I % Crimina! Se!ected, % Selected Juror Number of ~fJUTY t JUty Serving or or IJsa9P. Grand Trio!$ Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries 
-~~~~- '--.. --

43 62.8 23.2 66.8 15.27 -
, ~ -~-~ 

S2 84.6 32.2 57.0 20.79 -" 
-~~ .. -f-::~-~ 

59 81.4 29.2 58.4 18.86 -
-0-

58 81.0 32.7 55.4 20.55 3 
" 

\\ 
57 87.7 34.6 53.4 23.39 3 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTl\t- 1 Per 
I Se3~lon 

~6,600 -, 732 

Foi' National Profile 
Opan Foldout 
At Back Covei' 

GRAND JUROR UTI Ll~7(nO.t.."l 

~"'1 

Per 
Ju;~r 
f):l ! 

35 

" 
,'. r Average Number of !l~mberof 

.[. ~.umb~rpf Sessions Hours In l1ounrpll'r Convened Session Session " 
,! 

- - -
~ 

,~:-'; ',' - -'.=,. 

\l_ '" - ' le:.. -
{".;.j 

50 I 191 3.82 
" 

iT,> 50 182 " 3.64 
'.-/ 

COMMENT: This district reported three highly publicized jury trials involving notorious 
defendants. The selections of the juries for these cases required extraordinarily large 
panels of prospective jurors and each lasted several days. In addition, California, 
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 m~ntioned factors, both of 
which have an adverse effect on juror utilization statistics, 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. 126 



·-~---~-------------- --

CALIFORNIA CENTRAL 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

/ 
NUMB.ER OF JUROR DAYS 

.... 
TOiat $eJeC!ed , Not S;;lected, 

Available or Cnallenged Serving or 
Serving Chalhma.ed 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHiPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTAL 

P 
E 
T 

19,934 

100% 

12,441 1,974 

62.4 96 9.9 

5,519 505,200 

0' 10 27.7 9~ 19.64 

r 
T 206 37 18.0 169 82.0 1,015 I 193 19.0 I 822 81. 0 

TOTAL CIVIL q~ ·"CRlMINAl ~/ ,0 TOTAl.. 1 ciVIL % I CRIMINAL %" .. -

JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS .I 

/' 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSiS " 

! it Total No. On No. Impaneled IN(),Di5Cn8l'Sed l No. On 
FY'19/G July 1, 1975 FY 1976 • FY 1976 July 1. 1976 

Per ?i:f 
T:.0TAL Juror 

Session Dav 

G 
R 

26 11 15 8 18 r 223,200 528 27 

A 
N 
D 

423 8,137 I 
I 

2 1 :226 19.2 5.26 
for National Profile 
Opsn Foldout 

"-

Sessions Jurors in Hours in AJg. Jurors AlIg-. Hours 
Convened Session Session per Session p(jrSes~km 

I:; At. Back Cover 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS " JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILlZf\TION 
FISCAL ! I f '. ~'. ] 

Number % Crllllll1E\!j 
%Not %Selected I Juror I Total... I 1\.'._'----"-. '. U •••• L_. ~." A\I;lra~ -

YEAR 
of JUfY St:iected, Usage ,Wumi)li{of - '7~lo;;"I-H~~~;i:" Number of .Iury Serving or or Hours per Trials -(J'illis Serving Index Gre,nct Convened SellSion 

, Challenged Junes . _ Session 
" 

1972 "229 87.3 24.3 66.3 19.15 - - - -
" 

1973 '248 83.5 27.7 63.2 20.44 - - _. ...... 
, ' ___ .~,\o~~ 

1974 193 83.4 30.0 61. 0 20.08 - - ...:;,. V -.;., I, 
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 5.26 
Ii Jf./ 

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. This problem resulted in large numbers of jurors available to serve, but with no 
opportunity for them to be used. California, Central experienced several notoriety 
trials, as well as a number of 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 nuw.ber of challenges and excuses for cause anticipated. In addition. this 
district continued the practice of summoning all prospective jurors for separate orienta
tion days at the start of their term of service. This practice results in hundreds of 
jurors present for service and paid but not utilized in a voir dire or a trial. 
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CALIFORNIA SOUTHERN 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

/ 
NUMBER Of JUROR DAYS 

Tot;)1 I Selected NotSelectsc1, 
,o~·~~AvaiMjh.l or ~:;alfenged Serving or ' 

SOlvill$! Cliallenged 

11,375 6,917 2,127 2,331 
" 

,100}f~<' ,,60.,8 0: 18.7% 20.5 ~b lil 
" 

~ 

146 14 9.6 132 90.4 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

20.95 

543 

~~ 

100 

FISCAL~VEAR 1976 

5 
JUDGESHIPS L...::.-J 

ESTIMATED COSTS " per per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dav Day 

327,800 I 604 29 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenaed • 

67,200 

18.4 443 81. 6 

T01"AI.. r":IVIL <;G CRIMINAL. o· 
/0 TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

--""'*'" -
\. JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS 

-f--" , --~ - -.---~'-~ - NiJ!I./jBER~dFGRA'f'JD JURiES 

G 
R 

N 
o 

Total i F;( 1976 

14 

".... .... ~. ~ 

177 
0;;-- -

$gssions 
Convened 

No.On 
July 1. 1975 

8 

3,441 

Jurors in 
Session ~,~ 

No.lrnpane{ed !tlJo"DisChi1~ecl No,Ou 
FV 1975 FY 1975 July 1, iSiS 

6 6 8 

796 19.4 450 
-

HOl,lmin Avg. Jurors Avg" HoU(s 
Session perSes,ion per Session 

'\, USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
~-

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 
FISCAL N~Tber .1, % CrIminal %Not iotar 
YEAR Selp.cted. % Seiected JUror [ tlJufnber of Usage .. '-~. '\1r~ury- '~~lUr'{ or 

" iria!s TrialC\ 
Serving or Serving Index (~rand " 
Challenged . JUries . ", 

1972 143 95.1 33.0 46.8 26.98 -= 
'. - Hi 

1973 135 94.8" 35.0 43.0 27.24 \~ -- ~ 

1974 148 93.9 28.3 50.1 24.54 -
f---- -~ ~ 

1975 151 95.4 25.6 53.6 23.66 14 
"", 

" 

'- 1976 
146 90.4 20.5 60.8 20.95 14 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 

f 
Ih~" Per~ TOTAL "f// Juror 

$9z"lon Dav 

f 81,400 460 24 

I For National Profile 
I Open Foldout 
.... 1 A_-_t_B_<ll_C_k_C_v_"_.s_r ___ --:V 

"'I 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Average 1 Number of Number of I\.f ... _t-.... __ ..t.. 

Sessions HOIlTsin 1"' . .\'IUJJ~l VI 

Hours per CQrwened Session Session 

I I 
., 
~ .- -j 

- ~ -

~;2· f866 I J 
-

(; 4.51 

177 796 4.50 ) 
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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HAWAII 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

Tota! Seli!lcted Not Slllected, 
Available " or Challenged Serving or 

Serving ChaHeJ:lged 

1,509 981 397 131 

100% 65.0 % 26.3 % 8.7 % 

20 7 35.0 13 65.0 
TOTAL ';\ CIVIL % CRlMINAL % 

"- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
a 

Total No,On NO . .impaneled No.Discharged 
FY 1976 July 1, 1975 FY 1976 .... FY 1976 

3 1 2 1 

33 645 198 19.5 

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

\.. USAGE STATISTICS 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDE)< 

15.40 

98 
TOTAL 

No. On 
July 1, 197$ 

2 

6.00 

Avg. Hours 
per Session 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURVTRJALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 
FISCAL 

%Not Total 

F!SCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHIPS t2....J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

"f''''r " 
-~ 

'foTAI. 
Per ~, 

Trial' J\lror .'. 
Day »'Dav -

l~ 33,000 337 22 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challei1!ted 2,900 

52 53.1 46 46.9 
CIVIL % CRIM!NAl.- % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS j 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
....., 

.~ 

[} "' 

TOTAL Per 
~: SessIon 

15,900 482 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTIJ..!ZATtON 

. Par 
J~~~r 

25 

=-:'i 

Avara9lr 

, 

I I Number % Criminal % Selected Juror NMmberof Number of YEAR 
-of JUry ., JurY Selected, Usage Number of Sessions Houfl,Tin· ' " NUm'/:Ier t)f or t!iJU.tSpat r· ·1 Serving or Grand 

- Tr-lehi 'Tttn\~ Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened S~ssitm .~ "St$sll)fj',' 

. 
1972 13 69.2 19.1 57.6 15.98 - - 6. .- .... 

.' 
.' 

1973 20 60.;0 37.6 48.2 22.29 - - - .... 
" "-" .. ~~ 

1974 18 83.3:; 35.2 54.4 22.01 - " - - .... 
, " 

1975 21 76.2 13.3 58.2 19.""93. 1 3S 183 ·5.,,2~'· 
0 

~ 

\. 1976 [ 20 r 65.0 8.7 65.0 -15.40 3. 33 198 6.,00.,) 

129 



P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

( 

j 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

3 

IDAHO 

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

r 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

-
Total. Selected, Not Selected, 

Available or Chall!mged Serving Qr 
Serving Chalfel!!lfld 

2,265 1,574 239 452 

100% 69.5 96 10.6 % 20.0 96 

25 8 32.0 17 68.0 

TOTAL CIVIL .' .;3 CRIMINAL 0' IP 

"- JURY TRIALS 

r 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

,......-.;."' ...•. :;c,>.:; .. , ... 'Il!. 
Iota! : No. On No. Hnpaneled No.Discharsed 

FY 1976 :.Jltfy 1, 1975 FY 1976 FY 1976 

3 1 2 1 

29 604 182 20.8 

GOSSiOil$ Jurors in H~~~in Avg. Jurors 
Convened I Session Se ion perSesilion 

, USAGE STATJSTICS 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

15.51 

146 

TOTAL 

No. On 
July 1,1976 

2 

6.28 

Avg,Hours 
psrSession 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JJRYTRJALS 
.. 

PEnT JUROR UTILIZATION 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHIPS ~..J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
""'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dav Dav 

~~ 65,700 450 29 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 

13,100 

97 66.4 49 

C1VIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Ptlf TOTAL 
S~ssiOI1 

~.~ 35,300 1,217 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JOROR UTILIZATION 

33.6 

% 

./ 

" Per 
Juror 
Dav 

58 

FISCAL ~-.. -""':"' ! 
, 

%Not Total l ' YEAR Number % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Averflqe 
S61ected, Number of Num~er of 

of ;/ury Jury or Usage G oct SessIons Hours in Number of 
Trials Trial!l Serving or Serving Index .. fa. r .r.nnvnnoN ' Se~icn 

Hours per 
Challenged Jurres -- ""':"'._- Session 

1972 .--;--~ 17.1 71. 7 17.12 - - - --
16+ 68.8 26.3 61.1 20.65 

(, 

1973 - - - .-

--- -
1974 23 26.1 17.7 70.9 16.05 " - - - -.... --.. --»~~~ ... -

26.4 60.5 15.39 2 .26 170 6.54 ,0 1976 ~ 39.1 

~;;-r .. ,,:5 · --;:~~. 0, 

20.0 69.5 15.51 3 29 182 6.28 
I ,./ 
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MONTANA 

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

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total S,iillcted Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Cl1allenged . Serving or INDEX 
Serving CnaHenqed 

1,370 750 301 319 

100% 54.7 % 22.0 % 23.3 % 20.45 

32 12 37.5 20 62.5 67 
., 

TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % ,'. TOTAt,.. 
, 

0 

I~ 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"\ 

-., 
''''' Per Po.r 

G TOTAL () "~ial ·4UiQ( 
, ~ DSi" " 

43,000 6.42 31 

Not Selected, Serving $ 10 000 
or CnalielliJl;d ' 

32 47.8 35 152.2 

CFllMI~A~~: 1, 
.-S:~-

C1WfL % % 

"- JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS .,) 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/ 

\,. 

l"ISCAL 

YEAR 

1972 

1973 

1974 

1975 

\. 1976 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total .. No.On No. Impaneled No.Disch<ll1led No:'On 
FY 1976 , July 1,1975 FY t~76 PY 1,916 July 1, 1916 

1 1 - 1 -

9 194 66 21.6 7.33 

Sessions Jurors in Hours in AI/g. Jurors Avg.Hours 
Convenild Session Session per$ession per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

% Not 'Iotat Number % Criminal % Selected Juror 
of Jury Jury Selected, Usage Numt;erof 

Serving or or Grond Trials Tria!$ Challenged Serving Index Juries 
v 

3? 56.8 21.4 61.1 17.88 

35 60.0 16.8 66.7 18.52 -
r , 

38.1 ~'-~-?l l 
--.~"=C~ ~"""-_ 30.9 50.0 17.45 , -

'--":~" 

39 41.0 30.4 51. 0 19.73 2 
'" <:'. 

62.5 32 23.3 54.7 20.45 1 

131 

"" ESTIMATED COSTS 

rdrAt Per Per 
Se~slM 

Jutor 
" Pnv 

;~ 12,100 1,344 62 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRANO JUROR UilLIZATION 

AVijf~ Nurnberof NU~r~rQf 
, 

Sessions Hift min' Num\:)er1'.lf 
J-/outs' per ,Convened $ess[on Sessipn .. 

" 

- ...,., ... 
--

c - - -~ 

- - .,.,. _. 
15 95 6,.~~,. 

" 9 66 1.$3 ;;) 
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NEVADA 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

~ PLI'.CES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/ 
NUMBER OFJUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

=Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 
" or Challenged Serving or INDEX Avaifable 
,; 

Serving Challenged 

4,327 2,450 652 1,225 

100% 56.6 % 15.1 96 28.3 9& 22.65 
i 

55 6 10.9 49 89.1 191 

. "(OTA!. CIVil % CRIMINAL % " TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

/ 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

~~otal, No. On No. Impaneled No.Discharged NQ.On 
'. F'i\\ i976 July 1. 1976 FY 1976 FV 197$ July 1,1976 

4 3 1 2 2 

---
89 1,7'04 421 19.1 4.73 

" 0 

Sessions Jurot~ in Hoursln Avg. Jurors Avg.Hours 
COlwlmecJ SeSSil1n Session per Session per Session 

-
\. USAGE STATISTICS 

. 
HISTORICAL COMPAR ISONS 

. JURY irAIALB " PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 
FISCAL " %Not Totlll 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
""\ 

Per Per 
I,OTAL Trial Juror 
,~ " Day Day 

l~ 111,300 583 26 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenfled 31,500 

• » u , . 
13 6.8 178 93.2 

4 

CIVIL % CFlIMINAL U' ,0 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

~ 52,600 591 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

...... 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

31 

'I 

Averagi! 
VEA~ Number % <;!rlmin<li Selected, % Selected JUror Number of Number of Number of 

Number of mJury JUry or Usage Sessions Hours in Serving or Grlmd Hours per Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Conllened ,:!)ession Session - -
1972 40 .L 72.5 25.9 54.2 23.62 - .~ - ',- -, 

~. . 
197;'3 

,.,.;:::':' 

51 88.2 23.1 58.5 21.87 - - - -
" 

0 

1974 61 77~0 19.1 58.4 20.28 ~ - - -- , 
1975 Ii 36 88.9 26.0 59.2 20.99 4 86 351 4.08 

~ " 

\.. 1976 55 89.1 28.3 56.6 22.65 4 89 421 4.73 
..I 
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OREGON 
JUROR USAGE PROFilE 

5 
L-..l PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

I' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

Total Selected Not Selected, 
Available or Challenged Serviogor 

$ervion ChalIeniJ€o 

3,081 1,670 714 697 

100% 54.2 9'0 23.2 t?r, 22.6 % 

83 I 53 63.9 30 36.1 

TOTAL ~ CIVIL $b CRIMINAL c' ,0 

JURY TRIALS 

r 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Tota! No.On No. Impaneled No.Oischarged 
FY 1916 JulV 1, 1976 FY 1976 f'Y 1975 

5 2 3 2 

50 1,037 245 20.7 

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

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

.".= 

15.96 

193 

TOTAL 

No. On 
JulV 1, 1976 

3 

4.90 

J.I.\Ig. Hours 
per Session 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURYTRIAJ..S PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHiPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"\ 

Per Per 
TOTAl.. Triol JurtH' 

Day - . .!2!L 
ri 81,600 423 26 

Not Selected, Salving t 
or ChalJet:l.lled . 18,400 I 

133 68.9 60 -
CIVIL "' 'U CRiMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
SesSion 

t 43,600 872 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTI LlZA1 ION 

31.1 
{l' 
m 

./ 

"\ 

Per 
JurQr 
Dav 

42 

" 
FISCAL 

%Not I FtJ~~~-LL~~:~~ Average Number % Crimina! % Selected Juror Number of YEAR ,o-f Jury· -~ _'0. 
It 't"\.~_ Selected, 

USagD -~uun.-;n~- ._N.umb.eLoL. 
----r-- .... -r-r---~.= Serving or ~. "0':1 TriaJs Trials Serving Index J~~~S Convened Session . . Challenged Session. 

1972 52 34.6 34.1 52.1 16.31 - - -
'9 /, 

- ~. 

1973 68, '.' 33.8 28.0 56.7 14.56 - - - :,-
" " 

,r', 

1974 83 38.6 24.3 56.3 16.05 -- ->, 
.. - -

1975 85 31.'8 26.6 54.5 16.28 3 .54 
. " 
273 $.06 

" , ."" 245 .4.9Q 1976 a3 36.1 22.6 54.2 15.96 5 50 
0 D /' 

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 neg~tive 
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 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total 

1 
Selecwd Not Selected, USAGE 

Available Of Challenged $ervingor INDEX 
ServioQ Challenged 

~ 

1,695 940 416 339 

100% 55.5 ~b 24.5 9'0 20.0 96 20.18 

31 8 25.8 23 74.2 84 
l'OTAt. r CIVIL 

,., 
~,,1 CRIMINAL 0" I;,)' TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

/ 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

K 
No. Impaneled No.Dischal1}cG· fila. On TQWi No.On 

r FV 1916 .MV 1, 'BYIG FY 1976 F'Y 1976 July 1, 1978 

2 1 1 1 1 

~ 13 249 93 19.2 7.15 

St~tsion:;; Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours 
C'unveoer! SG~~fJion Session per Session /Jer Seosion '....,..----- • 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JlJfW T!:HALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 
FISCAL 

%Not Total 

, 
I 28 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

1 
JUDGESHiPS I.l12J 

"" ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dav Dav 

48,600 579 29 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or ChallenQsd 9,700 

33.3 56 66.7 

f"CIVIL ~b CRIMINAL 0' ," 
JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTAL 1 Per I 
Secsion 

t 16,400 1,262 

For National P~'ofile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILiZATION 

~ 

""'" 
Per 

Juror 
Dmf 

66 

" 
I Alierage "~:~::~-l % Crimin~1 I YEAR Selected, % Selected JUror Number of Number of Num!::-;,,,t I N~mberof '!! ~U!V J~I"! or Usage Sessions H~ur~J·t Se!'"'Jingor Grand Hour::. per ~ ~ lninS I 1 rrms Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened ·j:IJ~ssion Session 

,'~.~ ;~-'=r~- 34~ 8~ \'.' 

1972 12.0 63.9 15.17 - - - -
;~<~8 t8~.~ 

;;, •• t --:;}f-

1973 15.5 58.6 19.78 - - - '7~ 

1914 \ ·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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WASHINGTON WESTERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

Total Selected Not Se[ected, 
Available or Challrmglld Serving or 

Serving Challenged 

4,757 2,851 879 1,027 

100% 59.9 9{' 18.5 ~b 21.6 01 
10 

82 8 9.8 74 90.2 
TOTAL ,1 CIViL ~;) CRIMINAL c' ,a 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

19.90 

239 1 
c TOTlU, ft 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHlPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"\ 
--+t Per 

TOTAl. . Trial J!.!ror 
,Dill' - DiJ.Y. 

§<~ 

f 124,300 I 520 26 
-

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or ChalleJn!leti 26,800 

31 13.01 208 87. {1 j 
% 3 ~~~miVllNl\l -----~l CIVIL 'if, .... 

"- JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS ) 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Tot~1 ' No. On No. Impaneled fNO.DiSCh<ll'!)ed No. On 
FY 1976 July 1.1975 fY 1976 FY'I976 July 1,1976 

4 2 2 2 2 

54 1,077 376 19.9 6.96 

Se3sions JUrors in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg, I-lours 
Convened Session Session ptlf Session per Session 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 
FISCAL - --

Number %Criminai %Not % Selected Juror Totol 
YEAR Selected, Number of Ot JurY JUI'V $ervlngor or Usago Grand TriaJ$ Triais Challenged Serving Index Juries 

1972 68 70.6 17.7 69.0 17.72 -
1973 71 71.8 29.0 55.4 18.74 _. 
1974 66 69.7 26.0 53.7 20.45 -
1975 96 83.3 25.7 55.9 19.53 3 

ESTIMATED COSTS "" 
Per Per TOTAL Juror 

:Scssion - -- Dav 

~ 33,000 611 31 

For National PI'ofile 
Open Ifoiclout 
At Bac!< Couer 

GRAND JUROR UTIUZA"rlON -- . ' 

Number of Number of Average 
Number.Qf Sessions Hours in Hours pP.f Convened Session Sessio!1 ---

- - ---'---

- - ~~ 

- - -
,48 °331 6.90 

'- 1976 82 90.2 21. 6 59.9 19.90 4 54 376 6.96 ,I 
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GUAM 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

Total I Sciect!;d Not Selected, 
Available or OhJ3!ieng&d $ervingor 

! Servinn , Challenged 

1,035 339 97 599 

100% 32.8 % 9.4 gb 57.9 ~6 

3 33.3 6 66.7 

CIVIL s:, CRIMH\lAL "' '" 
JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

rowl No.On No. Impaneled No.Di£Chal1led~ 
rrv 1976 July 1, 'HH5 FV 1976 FV 1976 

2 1 1 1 

8 158 30 19.8 
-

Session!: JUicr" in Hours in Avg. Jurors 
Con'Jened Session Sllssiow PSi Session 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INOEX 

34.50 

30 

TOTAl. 

No. On 
July 1, 'lD76 

1 

3.75 

Avg. Hours 
per Session 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS -
JURYTRIAl.S PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

FISCAL 
% Not Tpta! 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "" 
Per·, Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Dav Dav 

~~ 20,200 673 20 

Not Selected, Serving 4; 11 700 
or Challenged , 

7 23.3 23 

CIVIL ~~ CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

'T">"","" 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTAL t Per 
.,( Session 

~'> 3,200 I 400 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILfZAT!ON 

76.7 
0' ,0 

~ 

......, 

Pcr 
Juror 
Dav 

20 

"I 

Average 
YEAR NumbO! %CI'Imin<l1 Selected, % Selected JUror NUmber of Number of Number of NUmber of or Jury JlJry or Usage SeSSions Hours in 

Trials Trlal$ Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened Session Hours per 
Challenged Juries , 

Session 
~ 

1972 191 52.6 39.9 45.6 26.22 - I - - -

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 

, 

'- 1976 9 66.7 57.9 32.8 34.50 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 JUl to increase from 18.94 in 1975 to 34.50 in 1976. 
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COlORAD'O 
\ 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
i 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial ac.tillit\d 
~: '\(I-U 

t,;»' 

, " 
_'-------~---------_iy~-~~r--. -1";-"1' 

. ,1VAOR .. ,.,' 
I' 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

'\, 

r 

\" 

FISCAL.. 

YEAR 

Total 
ji\vllllable 

4,712 

100% 

107 

TOTAL 

Total 
FV 1976 

1 

49 
. 

Sessions 
Convened 

.,.LlS,AGE 
,·INDEX 

Selected Chall~~ge~"L or 
" Serving 

2~701 883 l 
57.3 % 18.7 % 

:. 
--' 

40 37.4 67 
, , 

,.r~ . {~"~ 
CIVIL % CmMINAL 

JURY TRIALS .-
"---;V:--:--'" 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES I-

,;S " . "'-~'l 
No. On - ., 

N~.lm~~:p~d No.Di,Scharsed, N. 
JuiV 1, 1975 ,\,;t:V 19 ,6"\, fY197$ (-July . .......;.,. , ., "t-'r- .~~,'.~ 

1 - - J8>-1~ 
" - ! 

'~ 

1 
/-." 

~r~'" >lj t 
;---" '- -. ~-;""""--?i'-i-t"~ 

''--- . / 
863 334 17.6 6 8":1 ~. 

_,' ::'tlf.J ~ ~ 

, 
~""",. 

Jurors in H ,[J AYfi·;jtJ:rors i'II,A\I~. Hours OU~S /fI- ii) 
Seesian '. 'Se~i(:)'>I" , ," per Session J ptJr Session , f ..... 

, ""-
USAGE STAT!STICS 

I, 
," ' ...• ;,~ .. I .. 

, --.:.,., I" 
..-:.' . ...... 

. FISCAL YEAH 1976 
r •. 

'~ODGESHIPS ~. 
I'· "\ 
t ~§J:J.MATED COSTS 

f) '<~';,<'1.'~~! Par 1,'flr 
,:r;~1AL trial ~rtit 'i~"}J·r,, 11 . Oav "'av' ~"":.r..-..-.t..f 

~~ 
.;' "", 

J·~122 ,:100 428' 26 
.~ : r Nqts?lected~S:'(;J;ng .$ 29 200 

or Chalhmqed .~ '.~) ....-. : 

.<
! 

'{ c 

j;;I,For Na. 'tionaD Profile 
'. Open Foldout 

I ' At Back Cover 
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KANSAS 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

6 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 
/' 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS JUROR 
ESTiMATED COSTS 

USAGE Per Per Tottil Selected Not Selected, 
or ~ ChaHeoged Serving or INDEX 

AVIlHable 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

~! 

/ 

5,287 
.. 

1()0 % 

104 _ .. 
TOrAL. 

SenlinQ 0 '" Challenood 

3,406 813 1,068 

64.4 % 15.4 % 20.2 

42 40.4 62 59.6 

CIVIL ~~ CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Dav Dav 

~; 162,800 543 31 

01 
1O 17.62 Not Selected, serving-$ 32 900 

or ChallenCled ' 

300 140 46.7 160 53.3 

TOTAL CiVIL %. CRIMINAL ~'.~ 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
...... 

Per Per TOTAL Ju;~r Session Da 
Totaf No.On No, lmpa!ll!l~d NO.Discharged No. 0) 

FY 1978· Julv 1, 1fJ75 FY 1976 . f'Y 1976 July t, 1976 

3 2 1 - 3 ~.~ 18,600 564 28 G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

'--" --
33 654 241 

~.;--
S!l$~ions Jllrors in Hours in 

Convened Session ~ession 
'. 

19.8 

Avg. Jurors 
per Session 

7.30 

Avg. Hours 
per Session 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

'\. USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
" 

~. JURVTRIAM,) ., PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZAtION 

FISCAL , -----r-;,:-- %NQt Tot~T I Number of I YEAR .' !'Jumber ,%Cl;iminal Selected, % Selected ,Juror 
Number of ''''te<lOiono 

Number of 
of JurV . ' .• JUfV .' Serving or or Usage Grand . L.,:- .. ,'. HOlJl'Sln 

r-;;2 . b':l~~+ -~:~.;-
Serving Index J"e ,-,onvetled Sassior, Chailenged un s " . 

15.5 67.4 15.10 - - -
- ... ...,..",_i--

1973 141 68"8 22.2 62.8 16.59 - - " -i" " , 

1974 ,·116 76.7 16.5 67.5 15.83 - - a -, ., -.. 
'1915 i, 121· '0 79.3 20.7 63.5 19.85 5 30 " 204 

L 
rG 

1976 104 59.6 20.2 64.4 17.62 3 33 ." 241 
'! ., " 

Average 
Number of 
Hours \Jer 
Session 

-
-"oj 

1.\ -
0 

6.80 

7.30 

COMMENT: The multiple voir dire jury selection technique is used successfully by this 
district when the number of cases set for trial permits. Kansas was able to reduce its 
JUI from the 19.85 reported in F.Y. 1975 to 17.62 in F.Y. 1976. This district also 
~rported the occurrence of two jury selections requiring extra large voir dire panels 
i31d lasting more than one day. This type of occurrence tends to have an adverse effect 
on a district's utilization performance. 
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NEW MEXICO 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
4 

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

r 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

Total I Scltcted 

t 
fIlot Selected, 

Available or Challenged Servingm 
Servin!} Challenged 

4,523 2,928 949 646 

100% 64.7 ~6 21. 0 ~b 14.3 01 
10 

84 40 47.6 44 152 . 4 

TOTAL CIVlt ~£ 1 CRIMIl\l/·\l ! tJt'f 

JURY TRIALS 

r 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

r-'-- . 
TotEli No,On No. Impni'H:lled No.Di5(:r.arsad 

r::y 1976 JulV 1, 1975 FY 1976 FYHm~ 

5 3 2 2 

61 1,237 325 20.3 

Sessions Jurors in HOurs in Allg. Jurors 
Convened S,essiba Session per Session 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

19.25 

235 

"fOTAI. 

NO,On 
JulV 1, 19713 

3 

5.33 

Avg. Hours 
f.):lr Session 

I 
] 

FiSCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHIPS 2-I 
ESTIMATEO COSTS 

, 
i'>(;t f>cr 

TOTAL. Trial Juror 
tlF;L.... ..J2;1Y",., 

f 167,400 712 37 
• 

Not Selected, Serving ~ 
or Chalfeno1ed_ ,_ . 

23,900 ] 
93 I 39.61 142 60.4 

-,..... 
CiVi~ I I,',~ ~r CRlM!NAL. % ! 

JURY ThlAL DAYS :'.c-.:: J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTAl.. 
1 I Pee 
! Session 

• <. 51,100 838 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Bacl< Cover 

"\ 

Per 
.Iufar 
t)av_ 

41 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS " ! -- ;i 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UT1l,.IZATlON 
FISCAL >-----:--r. 

%Not Total , t Number of 
t ·N~rn9f)~oJ J Averafje 

YEAR Number % Criminal Selected, % Selected Juror NumbefJpf of Jury Jury Usag,.., Number qf S--'ons . I Serving or Qr GramiO 1, ", .. 1 ours In Hours per 
Trl!!J~ PTflars 

Challenged Serving Index , Juries' . -Convened Session _ Session 
,. 

1972 66 62.1 19.5 59.6 19.29 - " - ~- .-
65 69.2 25.7 53.4 20.14 

, ,. 
1973 - <? -: - ~: ., 

72" 55.6 18.2 64.7 15.93 0 

1974 '- - ".0.:.. ..... 
'. 

1975 (!, .75 37 •. 3 18.3 59.6 16.69 5 100' 623 ·6,~2.3· 
.. , . .. 

... ',. ~<0 ;)";~"f' , .,. 
o ;...::. .. .:-. 

~~~."::'I:' 1976 84 52.4 14.3 64.7 19.25 ,. 5 61' '~:~ .:., .. "., .; 
~~ 

COMMENT: New Mexico reported instances in which the Gost 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 6f 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 

2:_-, PLACES OF I-lOlDING COURT (with jUlY triai activity) 

ER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

t(~;;t(~d I - I NOt Sf!!ec~9dJ USAGE 
Of 

I Challenged I Sql1Jifl!] or INDEX I ! 
rtinq I ei1n5t€;np,~:d , 

~8-r - 307 219 

~~o 17.2-=- 12.3 f' 16.37 ,0, 

------
(- ·-tU~~-1- fou! I 

A'J3il:b!e I 
="'=~~. _ ;i'~ 

1,784 1,2 
-...--. -..... -------. 

100% 70 
'-'---"""'ry'--"".""'~~~"'~. -~--

109 
TOT~'\L 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

.. ---_. 

J 
11 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

2 
JUDGESHiPS .. 11 15.J 

C- ESTIMATED COSTS 
"'\ 

Per Fer 
'WTAL TriGl Jurur 

Dav Oav 

46,200 424 26 

I. Not Selected, Serving l 
-----!?! Challenged . 5,700 .J 

57 \52.3 J 52 47.7 
; 

P CRIMINAL CIVIL I ~:1 0' "', 
JURY TRIAL DAYS 

.. 

",...,.,.~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOT,:'.! .. t Per 
Session 
. 

,.i; 

L 18,000 450 

for Natiornai Pmfile 
Optm Foldout 
At Baele Covel' 

i 
I 

"'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

23 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS ~ 
--.-. 

~H;BY '\"l1!ALD PETIT .IUROR UTIUZP-.T!ON GRAND. JUROR UTILiZATION 
FISCAl.. r·_·, .. " ---.----.. ~r--- -

NumbGl' I~,.~ Crirr.inal % Not % Selected Juror ,'"'"' "I Nom""o' 
Numbrirof AVilfCfit: 

YEAR 
,,\, JL1fll Jlll'V 

Selected, Usage NU!l1ber. or S"50 ;0'10 Hours in Number of 
Serving or or 

b!'a!ll1 C~n~(l~:d !'loursper Tliol" T&in;0 ChallenglJO Serving Index 
Junes .. ._._, .... 

SessIon Session .- " 

20.31·l I 1972 43 48.8 26.1 60.2 - - ---- ~ 
.-; I 

1973 35 60.0 25.7 57.8 21. 05 ~- - - -.. 
1974 17 58.8 52.3 33.7 27.92 - - - -

I 
20.28 2 7 55 7.86 1975 32 59.4 29.1 52.7 j' -,-.... ~ . . . '--- .... . - " ... ... ~ 

"-
1975 45 53.3 12.3 70.5 16.37 2 40 303 7.58 

n 

COMMENT: This district's effective use of the multiple voir dire technique resulted in 
70.5% of all prospective jurors selected for or serving on trial juries in F.Y. 1976 as 
compai'cc1 tu only 52.7% in F. Y. 1975. Further, the JUI was substantially reduced from 
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. 
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OKLAHOMA EASTERN 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

Total SCf(!cted Not Seiectm:!, 
Available or ChailengGd Serving or 

Servion Ch3liel'!!1l'ld 

1,450 999 173 278 

100 % 63.9 ~& 11.9 9b 19.2 <if> 

48 fI 24 50.0 L24 LsO.O 

Ii CIVil ! % n CRIMINAL I % I 
C ___________ ~JU_R_Y __ T_R_IA~L~S __________ ~ 

r 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURiES 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

14.80 

98 

TOTAl.. 

Total No. A" No.lmpano!.:d No.Dischal1led~ No. On 
FV 1976 J,jly 1. 1975 fY 1976 py 1916 J~llv 1. 197(; 

2 1 1 1 1 

9 194 47 I 21.6 5.22 

Ssss!ons Jurors in Hours in t Avg. Jurms Avg. Hours 
Convened j SClssion SessioR p~r SUSSion arS'lsSlcr. 

, USAGE STATISTICS 

~. 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 
FISCAL 

% Not Tetal 

I 

~S 

i 45 

F!SCAL YEAR 1976 

1
2; 

JUDGESHIPS t:...!..J 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per I Per 
TOT~,L Trial Juror 

O~.Y D.!l.V 

42,200 431 29 

Not Selected, Serving $ 8,100 
or Challel}!led I 

Ii 

45.9 53 54.1 

R CIViL- CRIMII'JAl g; -
JURY TRIAL DAYS 

...... ~h .", ~"'.' ~-,. '" 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
! 

Per TOTAL 
S(J5f,.!On 

.. , 
f 

9,200 1,022 

FOIr National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

I 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATiON ' 

..I 

"\ 

Per. 
Jur& 
09..'L 

47 

~ 

"---~ 
Average 

YEAR NUrnbar % Criminal % Selected Juror Nurnberof NUmO(!fOf 
of Jur¥ Jury Selected, Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of or Serving or Grand H6urs per" Tria!s Trial~ Challenged Serving Inde" Juries Convened Session Session ----......... 

, 
1972 30 56.7 42.0 48.5 26.66 ..... - .- -

.. 

3.2 59.4 39.8 48.2 19.61 eJ ., 
1973 - - - -
197~ 26 69.2 39.8 47.0 21. 93 

I"- - - -,. 
0 D 

--.-- -'--- - ---.. 
"" '2 1975 39 61.\~ 27.2 54.7 17.57 20 136 ,"",,' 6.80 

- , 

t· 
,. ::. ... 50.6, 19.2 68.9 14.80 2 9 47 S~22 1976 0,48 

" - ./ 
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OKLAHOMA WESTERI\i --
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JUROR USAGE PROFilE 

U PLACES OF HOLOING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

NUMBER OF JUROR D/WS 
JUROR 

1 CeloctfJd f 
, 

Not Selected, USAGE Tmal 
IWaHab!e 1 or I Chall,mged $0rvifT!l or INDEX 

l:is!1!iog Challf:!1gt)d 

4,110 2,859 734 517 

100% 69.6 ~ft 17.9 % 12.6 'JI 10 13.56 

1 59 52.7 53 47.3 303 

l ~ CIVil 0' .0 j CRIMINAL '" ,0 TOTP,L 

JURY TRiALS 

/ 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

"foUil I No. On No.lmpanelrld r,Jo.Dischil'ged No. On 
FY 1916 JulV '1, 1975 f-V ~91e FY 1976 .July 'i. 1976 

1 - 1 - 1 

14 283 93 20.2 6.64 

Se~sicnB Jurors ill HGlJrS in Avg. Jurors AV\J. Hauru 
COflllonc-ti JE'ssion Se';sion perSesdon PSI' BessioJ'! , 

" 
USAGE STATISTiCS 

, 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 
FISCAl. 

_. 
%Not . Totel 

I 

, 

~ 

fiSCAL YEAR 1976 

14 
JUDGESHIPS ,2 7151 

...... 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dav DeW 

87,600 289 21 

Not Selected. Serving $11,000 
or Challenaed 

163 53.8 140 46.2 

CIVIL ~b 
I 

CRIMINA!. ". I ,,' 
JURY TRIAL DAYS ..,;I 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTAL Per J 
Session 

~~ 8,900 636 

fer National Profile 
Open feldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTIL1ZATION 

"'" 
Per 

Jurer 
Dav 

31 

'" 
{I, 

.- N"mly:;:~i",1 VEi"R % Selected Juror Number of Number or Aver<l\'j!l 
of Jury JUf\I Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 
Trial~ Trieio Serving or Serving Inde)( GrDod Convened Session Houl'sper 

Challenged Juries SessIon 
"_':r,~:::;.~=,,, =-~-=::."":"-' 

. 
1972 79 68.4 16.8 65.1 18.29 .- - "'- -

-~-, ---' .... ..-- ...... "" ----"...,... ....... 
1973 65 56.9 26.7 57.3 21.66 - - - .-

;-~--,-!--,~-.---

1974 69 58.0 20.9 67.9 15.53 - - - --
1-----

, ... __ ,_~l ___ 

1975 75 I 62.7 22.7 62.3 17.28 1 14 91 6.50 

n'_~"~;-r--;; . ~ 
. 

\.. 1976 I 12.6 69.6 13.56 1 14 93 6.64 ~ 

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. 

144 



P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
2 

UTAH 

L-' PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jUlY trial activity) 

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

Total Selected Not Select\lt/. 
Available or Challenged Serv~:g..~;fl 

Serving Cha!rtr.:"'ll ~ 
"'~", .' 

4,017 2,605 554 858 
--""-

100% 64.8 % 13.8 01 
10 2.1..4 9& 

72 29 40.3 43 59.7 

TOTAt. CIVIL "74 CR1Mlf\1.!,L '" ,~ 
"- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No.On No.1 mpnnelca 
~ Total No.Oi$chal'9cci 

FY 1976 July 1, 1975 FY 19.76 FY 1976 

4 2 2 2 

26 525 99 20.2 

Sessions JUfors in Hours in Avg. Jurors 
Convened SesSion Session petSf1ssion 

"- uSAGE STATISTICS 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

; 

19.60 

205 

TOTAl.. 

No. On 
July 1,1976 

2 
.J 

3.81 

Avg. Hours 
'per Session 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

2 
JUDGESHiPS L-l 

~$TIMATED COSTS 
"\ 

'\~C!;:>· i Per !' flu ,,!/ TOTAL Trial JlJr~r 
Dav Ow 

~~ 108,700 I 530 27 

Not Selected, Serving $ 23 300 
or Challel}£Led ' 

106 J51.7 99 

ClViL -L~ CA1MINA).. 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

f=' ESTIMATED COSTS 

TOTAL ~ I'er 
Session 

:~ 13,900 535 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

48.3 

% 

j 

""\ 

--Per 
Juror 
Dav' 

26 

/ 
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

, 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTIL.IZATION GRAND JUROR UTII:.:IZATlON 

FISCAL ~~ 

Number % Crlmlnal % Not % Selected Juror Total ' Numberof Number of Awraga 
YEAR Selected, Number of Number of of Jury Jury Serving or or Usage Grand Sessions HoursJn Howsper Trial$ Trials Challenged Serving Index 

Juri~S 
Convened Sessfon SeSSion " 

-... 

1972 31 58~.1 20.9 61.0 21.11 .... ..... - I -
61~ ~j 

~, -
1973 59.0 25.0 51. 9 24.42 -b' .- - -

, 

1974 36 41.7 27.6 61.3 21.40 - - -. -" Q 
, 

1975 37 48.6 21. 3 64.9 18.78 2 
, 

39 iS8 4.8,2 
L 

" 
, , 

0 0 

" 1976 72 59.7 21.4 64.8 19.60 4 " '26 99: \\I' 3.~8l 
.I ~, 
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WYOMING 

JUROR USAGE PROFilE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity} 

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR -, 
Selected Not Selected, USAGE Total 

Available or Ch11l\leoged Serving or INDEX 
Seruing Challen!1ed 

1,207 852 187 168 

100% 70.6 % 15.5 ~b 13.9 % 12.84 

32 17 53.1 IS 46.9 94 

TOTAl.. CIVIL ~~ CRIMINAL '" ,a TOTAL 

" JURY TRIALS 

/ 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 1\10. Impaneled No.Discharged No. On 
FY 1976 July 1, 1975 FY 1976 FY 1976 .July 1, 1976 

1 1 - 1 -

5 101 36 20.2 7.20 

S~ssions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours 
Convenetl Session Session per Session pel'Session 

"-
USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
.. -

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 
FISCAL 

% Not Total 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

Per Pel" 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Da~ 

:~ 28,600 I 304 24 

Not Selected, Serving $ 4 000 
or Challenoed ' 

60 03.8 34 36.2 

CIVIL ~Q CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror 

Session Dav 

.~ 3,900 780 39 

For National Pro~ 
Open Foldout file "> 
At Back Cover 

, 
GRAND JUROR UTI LlZATION 

Average. NUmb:!r % CrlmiMI % Selected Juror Number ot NumberQf YEAR Selected, Number of Number of ilf Jury Jury or Usage Sessjons Hours Tn 
Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grar1d Convened Session Hours per 

Challenged Jurills Session 

1972 {. - a 29 58.6 21. 6 65.4 14.50 - - -
" .- ._. 

1973 15 53.3 10.2 77 .2 12.19 - - - -,; 
" -

1974 20 " 35.0 15.6 73.9 11.80 - - - -f.-, -
'" 

1976 21 33.3 19.6 67.1 11.67 1 3 19 6~33 

1976 [) 32 46.9 13.9 70.6 12.84 1 5 36 7.20 
./ 

146 



>.j' 

, • • • 





DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

.JUROR USAGE PROFILE FISCAL YEAR 1976 

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

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

G 
IA 
A 
N 
D 

I' 

\.. 

/ 

\.. 

/ 

\". 

FISCAL 

YEAR 

',972 

1973 

1974 

1975 

1976 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

iotal Selecti.':,j fllot Selected, 
Available or Challenged Serving or 

Serving ChallcrlG~d 

12,916 7,517 1,776 3,623 

100% 58.2 ~b 13.8 % 28.0 01 
10 

193 57 129 . 5 136 70.5 

TOTAl. CIVil I c' ,J CRIMINAL 96 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No. On No. Impaneled No.Discltsl1lCd 
FY 1976 July 1, 1975 FV 1976 FY 1976 

18 10 8 6 

497 10,037 2,464 20.2 

$Gssions Juro.s in Hoursi .. Av\}. JIJrOl's 
Convened Session Session per $es$ion 

USAGE STATISTICS 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

21. 00 

615 

TOTAL 

No. On 
July 1, 1976 

12 

4.96 

AllY, HO~lrs 
perSC'ssion -

ESTIMATED COSTS '" 
Per Pel' 

TOTAL ilial Juror 
Dilv ~. 

~~ 
j' 169,900 276 13 

Not Selected, Serving $ 47 600 
or Challenaed , 

I -
209 34.0 406 

I CIVIL Ol 
·<0 CFiIM!NAI. 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAl. 
> Session -

~ \I>' 136,500 275 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

66.0 

% 

./ 

" Par 
Juror 
Day 

14 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS .. 

I v " 
JURY TRIAL.S PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UrJl. .. !ZAT1ON 

-;;mber I ~ - 4--

% Criminal %Not % Selected Juror lotal Number of NumbJ)tt1f Average 
Selected, Number or Number of of Jur\l . Jury Serving or or Usage Grand Sessions HcufSin Hours per Trials irials Challenged Serving Index Jurills Corwened SlIs.lon Session - -.. 

" 

640 80.3 30.7 52.1 24.44 - - - ...,. 
'" -~ 

" 597 80.1 27.2 57.5 22.22 - - - -, _. 
295 67.5 31.4 54.8 22.05 - - ~- -

'. . .............:--._.-j.--""":-' 

228 63.2 

I 
23.4 63.1 19.51 19 581 2,755 4.74 

,~ ......-

193 70.5 28. O. 58.2 21.00 18 497 2,464 4.96 ..) 

COMMENT: This district reported the occurrence of a number of highly publicized cases 
requ1r1ng 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 a~count as having an adverse effect on this 
district's utilization performance for the past year. 
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NATIONAL 

JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

,310 I PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial ®!:uvity) 

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 
Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Challenged Scn'ingor INDEX 
Serving Chu1!IlO!\2d 

592,594 356,951 92,727 142,916 

100% 60.2% 15.6 % 24.1 % 19.73 

8,709 3,558 40.9 5,151 59.1 30,032 

TOTAL. CIVIL ~G CRIMINAL ~~t TOTAL 

'\.. JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No. On No. Impaneled No.D/scharsed No. On 
FY 1976 July 1.1975 FY 1976 FY 1976 July 1,1916 

604 303R 301 258 346 

8,404 167,185 44,765 19.9 5.33 

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

\. USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 
FISCAL 

FISCAL YEAR 19}6 

JUDGESHIPS 1399 1 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"'\ 

. 
1 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial JUror 

Day' Dav 

;~ 15,594,800 I 519 26 

Nat Selected, Serving $ 3 , 758, 3 d~ 
or Challenqed 

12,214 40.7 17,818 

CIVIL 0./ 
i!l CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

~~ 4,662,200 555 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 
., , 

59.3 

% 

~ 

"" l,fPijt 
-Juror 

Dav 

28 

~ 

%Not Tota! ., Average 
YEAR Number % Criminal Selected. % Selected Juror Number of" -,- I',;umoor,of Number ot Numberof I; of Jury Jury Of Usage SeSSions HoiJrs in Serving or Grand Hour,; per 

Trial~ Trials" Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session 
c: 

1972 8,527 56.9 30.0 55.5 20.96 - - - -
1973 9,251 61.0 28.4 56.5 20.16 - - - ..,. 

" 
" 

1974 8,416 57.6 26.5 58.3 19.12 ., .... .... - -e 
:i 

8,607 c 57.0 23.8 60.1 19.32 
.-

570 7,846 41",42~ ~5.28 1975 (::;, ',< ~ " ,. 

604 \.. 1976 8,709 59.1 24.1 60.2 19.73 8,404. 44,165 ~.33 
,-.... - -

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