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FOREWORD 

In July 1970 the petit juror reporting system was instituted pursuant to a 

Judicial Conference Resolution of March 1970. The grand juror reporting program 

went into effect in July 1974. The Administrative Office of the United States 

Courts has issued an annual report on petit juror utilization in the United States 

district courts since 1971. Grand juror information was first included in the 1975 

report. The presentation of information on the entire jury program is 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-llG and JS-ll monthly reports submitted by each district court during 

the year ended June 30, 1979. Comparison statistics from the five prior years are 

also provided. 

The first section presents juror utilization data in various summary tables and 

accompanying text. Section Two contains information on juror expenditures for each 

district court as well as national figures for juror costs. The third section provides 

individual profile pages for each of the 95 districts. Each utilization profile gives 

historical comparison data for a five year period in selected areas. The profile data 

for each district illustrate all pertinent juror statistics for the year ended June 30, 

1979 in a format that will provide an overall picture of the jury system and the 

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

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 there 

make it possible to assess each district in terms of the performance of the federal 

court system as a whole. 

November 1979 

v 

William E. Foley 

Director 



Section I 

JUROR UTILIZATION 

A comprehensive picture of the jury operations in the federal courts 

follows with grand and petit juror usage statistics. These statistics are 

compiled from information reported on the J$:::'llG and JS-ll monthly forms 

submitted by the 95 district courts during the 12-month period ended June 30, 

1979. National totals for prior years are included in text tables to provide a 

means. of identifying trends in juror usage. 

Detailed information on payments to jurors appears in Section II of this 

report. 

Grand Jury 

Grand jury activity increased markedly in the 12-month period ended 

June 30, 1979. As shown in the accompanying table, the total number of grand 

jury sessions convened increased 9.7 percent from 8,929 sessions in 1978 to 

9,791 sessions in 1979. Nationally, the number of jurors in session climbed to 

194,168 in 1979 - a 10.0 percent increase over the 1978 figure. The hours in 

Table 1 
National Grand Juror Statistics 

For the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1977 - 1979 

1979 over 1978 

Increase Percent 
Grand Jurors and Juries 1977 1978 1979 (Decrease) Change 

Total Number of: 
Sessions convened •••••••••••• 8,849 8,929 9,791 862 9.7 
Jurors in sessjon ••••••••••••• 175,687 176,459 194,168 17,709 10.0 
Hours in session ••••••••••••• 47,094 46,739 50,896 4,157 8.9 

Average Number of: 
Jurors per session •••••••••••• 19.9 19.8 19.8 - -
Hours per session •••••••••••• 5.32 5.23 5.20 - -

Total Number of: 
Grand Juries: 

In Existence •••••••••••••••• 641 659 674 15 2.3 
Impaneled ••••••••••••••••• 298 321 311 (10) -3.1 
Discharged ••••••••••••••••• 303 295 287 (8) -2.7 

1 



session also rose substantially to a record 50,896. This increased activity can be 

traced to a growing use of special grand juries.1 

In 1979, there was an increase of 15 grand juries in existence over the 

l'159 reported in 1978. Twelve of the 15 were special grand juries. The number of 

special grand juries in existence, thus, increased 13.5 percent from 89 in 1978 

to 101 in 1979. In large judicial districts, regular grand juries2, as a rule, meet 

to investigate isolated instances of criminal activity, while a special grand jury 

is impaneled to study the overall picture of criminal activity in the district. 

The historical role of the special grand jury is that of an advisory body with 

greater discretion than the regular grand jury in investigating crime. At the end 

of its term of service a special grand jury may submit a report concerning the 

mL<;conduct of public officials or organized crime conditions in the district. 3 

The statistics collected on grand juries show that special grand juries 
meet more frequently and for longer hours than regular grand juries. Each 

special grand jury met an average of 110.8 hours per year in 1979, up from 84.9 

hours in 1978. In comparison, each regular grand jury met an average of 69.3 

hours in 1979 and 68.7 hours in 1978. Moreover, in 1979 special grand juries 

averaged 23.6 sessions per year (19.0 in 1978) compared to 12.9 sessions (12.7 in 

1978) for each regular grand jury in existence at some time during the year. 

Nationwide, 363 grand juries were in existence on July 1, 1978. During 

the current year 311 grand juries were impaneled and 287 were discharged, 

resulting in a total of 387 grand juries in existence on June 30, 1979. Overall, 

674 grand juries were reported in existence at some time during the 12-month 

period. The number of grand juries in existence varies considerably among the 

districts due to amount and type of criminal activity and the number of places 

of holding court. The Eastern District of New York recorded 48 grand juries in 

existence in 1979. In contrast, only one grand jury served in six of the 92 

1A special grand jury is impaneled pursuant to the authority of 18 U.S.C., 
Section 3331(a) and may be extended by court order beyond the original 18-
month term up to 36 months. 

2Regular grand juries have a natural life of 18 months but may be discharged by 
court order at anytime during the l8-month period, Rule 6(g), Federal Rules 
of Criminal Procedure. 

318 U.S.C., Section 3333. 
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Table 2 
United States District Courts. Number of Grand Juries 

For The Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1979 

Number Impaneled Dis-
.-' on in the charged 

District July 1, 12 month in the 
1978 period 12 month 

period 

Total all districts •.•••••• 363 311 287 

District of Columbia •.•..•••.. 13 10 8 

First Circuit 

Maine •••.• ,1' .....•....... 2 2 2 
Massachusetts ..•••••••.•.. 10 7 7 
New Hampshire ............. 1 1 1 
Rhode Island ............... 2 2 1 
Puerto Rico ..••.••..•••...• 4 1 2 

Second Circuit 

Connecticut4 .•.••.....••••• 6 7 2 
New York: 

Norther2 .••••••••....• 2 6 4 
Eastern 4' •.•••..•••... 22 26 20 
Southern ............. 28 19 18 
Western .•••..•••..•••• 5 4 4 

Verr!lOnt .................. 3 2 2 

Thir.d Circuit 

Delaware. 4' .•.•.•.••...... 2 1 1 
New Jersey .••••.••••...•• 9 5 7 
Pennsylvania~ 

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

Virgin Islands1 •••••••••••••• - - -
Fourth Circuit 

Maryland •••••••••• " •••••• 6 9 7 
North Carolln/: 

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

South Carolina •..•••....•••• 1 1 1 
Virginia: 

Eastern ............... 9 10 9 
Western ••.•••••.•••••• 1 1 1 

West Virginia: 
Northern •••••••..••••. 1 1 1 
Southern .............. 3 3 1 

Fifth Circuit 

Alabama: 
Northern .............. 2 2 2 
Middle ••••.••••..••••• 1 1 1 
Southern4 •••.••••••••• 2 1 1 

Florida: 
Northern •••••••••••..• 2 2 2 
Middle •••.••.••••••••• 7 5 5 
Southern ••••••••• 0 •••• 13 12 10 

Georgia: 
Northern .0 ....•.•.•... 3 5 1 
Middle •••.•••••••••••• 3 1 2 
Southern .............. 1 1 1 

Louisiana: 4 
5 3 3 Eastern .............. 

Middle •••.••.••••••••• 1 3 3 
Western ••••••••.••..•• 4 3 4 

Mississippi: 
Northern

4
• •••••••.••••• 1 1 1 

Southern •.•••••.••••• 1 1 1 
Texas: 

Northern ............... 7 3 4 
Eastern 4' ...•.•.•..•.. 2 2 2 
Southern ••.••••••.••• 11 5 8 
Western ••.•••••••••••• 10 8 7 

Canal Zone •••••••••.•••.•• - - -

3 

Number Total in 
on existence 

June 30, in the 
1979 12 month 

period 

387 674 

15 23 

Z 4 
10 17 

1 2 
3 4 
3 5 

11 13 

4 8 
28 48 
29 47 

5 9 
3 5 

2 3 
7 14 

9 15 
4 6 
7 11 
- -

8 15 

2 5 
1 3 
2 4 
1 2 

10 19 
1 2 

1 2 
5 6 

2 4 
1 2 
2 3 

2 4 
7 12 

15 25 

7 8 
2 4 
1 2 

5 8 
1 4 
3 7 

1 2 
1 2 

6 10 
2 4 
8 16 

11 18 
- -



Table 2 
United States District Courts. Number of Grand Juries 

For The Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1979 

Number Impaneled Dis- Number Total in 
on in the charged on existence 

District July 1, 12 month in the June 30, in the 
1978 period 12 month 1979 12 month 

period period 

Sixth Circuit 

Kentucky: 
Eastern4 .............. 2 5 
Western ••••••••••••••• 1 2 

Michigan: 4 
12 Eastern .............. 11 19 

Western ••••••••••••••• 2 2 3 
Ohio: 

Northernt ............. 6 4 11 15 
Southern ............. 4 5 5 10 

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

Seventh Circuit 

Illinois: 4 I 
7 15 10 12 Norther2 •••••••••.••• 22 

Ceiltral 3 .•••.••••••••• 4 1 3 2 5 
Southern ••••••••••.•• 1 2 1 3 

Indiana: 4 
Northern ............. 4 
Southern .............. 4 

Wisconsin: 
Eastern4 .............. 1 1 
Western ••••••••••.•••• 1 1 

Eighth Circuit 

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

Iowa: 
Northern ••••••••••...• 2 2 4 
Southern .............. 1 1 2 

Minnesota '0 ••••••••••••••• 2 2 4 
Missouri: 

Eastern, •••••••••••••• 2 3 2 3 5 
Western" •.•••••••••••• 2 4 3 3 6 

Nebraska •••••••••••••••••• 1 2 1 2 3 
North DakC"a ••••••••••••••• 2 1 2 1 3 
South Dakc \ ... ~ ........... 2 2 2 

Ninth Circuit 

Alaska .••••••••••••••••••• 1 1 
Arizona ••••••••••••••••••• 4 4 5 
California: 

Norther24 •••••• 3 •••••• 4 4 3 5 8 
Eastern

4 
•••••••••••••• 3 2 2 3 5 

Central ..••.••••••••• 13 15 15 13 28 
Southern •••••••••••••• 8 4 6 6 12 

Hawaii ••••••••.•••••••.••. 2 2 2 2 4 
Idaho •••.••••••••••••••••• 1 1 1 
Montan~ .................. 1 1 1 1 2 
Nevada .................. 3 2 2 3 5 
Oregon ................... 3 3 3 
Washington: 

Eastern ••••••••••.•••• 1 1 1 1 2 
Western ••••••••••••••• 2 2 2 2 4 

Guam .................... 1 1 1 
Northerr Mariana 
Islands ••••••••..•••••••• 

Tenth Circuit 

Colora<,lo •••••••••••••••••• 2 2 2 2 4 
Kansas" ••••••••••••••••••• 3 2 1 4 5 
New Mexico •••••••.•••.•••. 3 1 2 2 4 
Oklahoma: 

Northern .............. 1 1 1 1 2 
Eastern ••••••••••••••• 1 1 1 1 2 
Western ••••••••••••••• 1 1 1 1 2 

Utah ••••••••••••••.•••••• 2 1 1 2 
Wyoming •••••••••.•.•••••• 1 1 1 

IThe districts of Virgin Islands, Canal Zone and Northern Mariana Islands reported no grand 
juries, in existence during the 12 month period, July 1, 1978 - June 30, 1979. 

~central Illinois includes 12 month data from Danville, Peoria, Rock Island and Springfield. 
4Southern illinois includes 12 month data from Alton, Benton, Cairo and East St. Louis. 
Districts with "Special" grand juries impaneled under 18 U.S.C. 3331. 
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Table 3. United States District Courts. Grand Juror 
Usage For the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1979 

Average 
Number of 

Distri.ct Sessions Jurors in Hours in Jurors Per 
Convened Session Session Session 

Total all districts •••••••••••• 9,791 194,168 50,896 19.8 

District of Columbia •••••••••• 705 13,839 3,373 19.6 

First Circuit 

Maine .................... 14 272 79 19.4 
Massachusetts .............. 330 6,441 1,562 19.5 
New Hampshire ............. 31 577 177 18.6 
Rhode Island ............... 42 872 260 20.8 
Puerto Rico •••••••••••••••• 46 917 237 19.9 

Second Circuit 

Connecticut •••••••••••••••• 134 2,638 751 19.7 
New York: 

Northern •••••••••••••• 72 1,449 308 20.1 
Eastern ••••••.•••••••• 686 13,613 2,773 19.8 
Southern .............. 979 19,738 4,329 20.2 
Western ••••••••••••••• 179 3,387 898 18.9 

Vermont .................. 41 795 150 19.4 

Third Circuit 

Delaware ••••••••••••••••.• 47 922 184 19.6 
New Jersey •••••••••••••••• 300 5,795 1,404 19.3 
Pennsylvania: 

Eastern ••••••••••••••• 377 7,324 1,667 19.4 
Middle •••••••••••••••• 38 753 203 19.8 
Western

f 
.............. 155 3,042 944 19.6 

Virgin Islands .............. - - - -
Fourth Circuit 

Maryland •••••••••••••••••• 2'16 5,343 1,436 19.4 
North Carolina: 

27 Eastern ............... 566 144 21.0 
Middle •••••••••••••••• 30 592 179 19.7 
Western ••••••••••••••• 12 229 79 19.1 

South Carolina •••••••••••••• 22 461 163 21.0 
Virginia: 

Eastern ••••••••••••••• 161 3,207 1,061 19.9 
Western •.••••••••••••. 22 420 151 19.1 

West Virginia: 
Northern •••••••••••••• 22 488 166 22.2 
Southern .............. 75 1,404 546 18.7 

Fifth Circuit 

Alabama: 
Northern •••••••••••••• 56 1,211 392 21.6 
Middle •••••••••••••••• 21 435 119 20.7 
Southern .............. 14 300 92 21.4 

Florida: 
Northern •••••••••••••• 15 305 89 20.3 
Middle •••••••••••••••• 175 3,470 992 19.8 
Southern .............. 375 7,461 1,617 19.9 

Georgia: 
Northern •••••••••••••• 158 3,115 956 19.7 
Middle •••••••••••••••• 47 957 315 20.4 
Southern .............. 20 417 88 20.9 

Louisiana: 
Eastern ••••••••••••••• 116 2,278 715 19.6 
Middle •••••••••••••••• 57 1,163 279 20.4 
Western •••••••••• , •••• 51 1,089 355 21.4 

Mississippi: 
Northern •••••••••••••• 29 557 221 19.2 
Southern .............. 25 490 131 19.6 

Texas: 
Northern •••••••••••••• 91 1,825 610 20.1 
Eastern ••••••••••••••• 38 724 211 19.1 
Southern .............. 173 3,433 816 19.8 
Wester·············· • 142 2,914 543 20.5 

Canal Zone ••••.•••••••••••• - - - -

5 

Average 
Number of 
Hours Per 

Session 

5.20 

4.78 

5.64 
4.73 
5.71 
6.19 
5.15 

5.60 

4.28 
4.04 
4.42 
5.02 
3.66 

3.91 
4.68 

4.42 
5.34 
6.09 

-

5.20 

5.33 
5.97 
6.58 
7.41 

6.59 
6.86 

7.55 
7.28 

7.00 
5.67 
6.57 

5.93 
5.67 
4.31 

6.05 
6.70 
4.40 

6.16 
4.89 
6.96 

7.62 
5.24 

6.70 
5.55 
4.72 
3.82 

-



Table 3. United States District Courts. Grand Juror 
Usage Fo" the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1979 

AVerage 
Number of 

District Sessions Jurors in Hours in Jurors Per 
Convened Session Session Session 

Sixth Circuit 

Kentucky: 
Eastern •.••.•.•.•.•.•• 54 1,141 316 21.1 
Western ..•.•.•.•.•.•.• 52 1,092 271 21.0 

Michigan: 
Eastern .••..••.•...•.. 306 5,916 1,812 19.3 
Western •..•.•.•.....•. 46 912 314 19.8 

Ohio: 
Northern •••..•.•....•. 176 3,517 877 20.0 
Southern .............. 83 1,601 555 19.3 

Tennessee: ~-
Eastern •.•....••..•..• 14 290 85 20.7 
Middle ..•.••.••...•... 53 1,076 358 20.3 
Western .•..•.•..•..... 93 1,889 569 20.3 

Seventh Circuit 

Illinois: 
Norther2 ..•.•..••..••• 431 8,849 2,200 20.5 
Central 3' ••••••••••••• 37 780 223 21.1 
Southern ..•.......... 37 723 217 19.5 

Indiana: 
Northern ..•.........•. 43 816 218 19.0 
Southern .............. 66 1,331 478 20.2 

Wisconsin: 
Eastern ....•...•.•.... 64 1,318 346 20.6 
Western ...•...•....... 27 511 162 18.9 

Eighth Circuit 

Arkansas: 
Eastern •....•...•.•... 19 407 131 21.4 
Western •...•...•••• " •. 10 225 48 22.5 

Iowa: 
Northern •••.••...•...• 26 545 161 21.0 
Southern .............. 20 390 128 19.5 

Minnesota .0 ••••••••••••••• 64 1,234 343 19.3 
Missouri: 

Eastern .........•..... 67 1,321 375 19.7 
Western .•..•.......•.. 65 1,333 429 20.5 

Nebraska •.•.•..••...••..•. 21 422 141 20.1 
North Dakota ...••........•. 15 301 89 20.1 
South Dakota .•....•.••..•.. 17 332 96 19.5 

Ninth Circuit 

Alaska .••.•••.••.•.•...... 14 279 106 19.9 
Arizona ••••••...••.•...... 128 2,531 671 19.8 
California: 

Northern ..•..•....•..• 163 3,248 898 19.9 
Eastern ..•............ 71 1,481 346 20.9 
Central ..•••.••.••.... 376 7,217 2,015 19.2 
Southern .............. 163 3,226 808 19.8 

Hawaii ...•..••..•.•••.••.. 31 587 148 18.9 
Idaho •.•••••••..•••••.•.•. 22 448 141 20.4 
Montana , ................. 7 14~ 45 20.4 
Nevada ................... 110 2,073 483 18.8 
Oregon ................... 63 1,138 406 18.1 
Washington: 

Eastern ..•.......•••.. 12 247 50 20.6 
Western .•.••...••.•.•. 60 1,299 478 21.7 

Guam ....... , ............ 11 221 55 20.1 
Northerr Mariana 
Islands .................. - - - -

Tenth Circuit 

Colorado ....••.••..•.•••.. 50 984 370 19.7 
I{ansos ••• ••.•...••.•.• ~ •.• 25 521 174 20.8 
New Me~co ..•.••....•.•.•• 31 612 149 19.7 
Oklahoma: 

Northern •....•.•.••••• 20 410 152 20.5 
Eastern ••••••.•.•...•• 18 343 117 19.1 
Western ••.•.•••.•..... 44 865 326 19.7 

Utah •.•••••.••.••.••••..• 21 409 107 19.5 
Wyoming .•••..•••••••••••. 19 386 144 20.3 

I The districts of Virgin lslands, Canal Zone, and Northern Mariana Islands reported 
no grund Juries In existence during the 12 month period, July 1, 1978 - JIJne 30, 1979. 

~Centrallllinois includes 12 month data from Danville, Peoria, Rock Island and Springfield. 
Southern Illinois includes 12 month data from Alton, Benton, Cairo and East st. Louis. 
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Average 
Number of 
Hours Per 

Session 

5.85 
5.21 

5.92 
6.83 

4.98 
6.69 

6.07 
6.75 
6.12 

5.10 
6.03 
5:86 

5.07 
7.24 

5.41 
6.00 

6.89 
4.80 

6.19 
6.40 
5.36 

5.60 
6.60 
6.71 
5.93 
5.65 

7.57 
5.24 

5.51 
4.87 
5.36 
4.96 
4.77 
6.41 
6.43 
4.39 
6.44 

4.17 
7.97 
5.00 

-

7.40 
6.96 
4.B1 

7.60 
6.50 
7.41 
5.10 
7.58 



districts4 reporting grand jury activity in the 12-month period. 

Twenty-four districts reported a total of 101 special grand juries in 

existence during the 12-month period. The distribution of special grand juries 

ranged from thirteen districts reporting one impaneled special grand jury to the 

Southern District of New York, Central District of California and Eastern 

District of New York reporting 17, 19, and 22, respectively, in 1979. 

The Southern District of New York reported the greatest number of 

grand jury sessions convened (979), the largest number of grand jurors in session 

(19,738), and the highest number of hours in session (4,329). Montana presents a 

contrasting picture of grand jury activity with seven sessions involving 143 

grand jurors for a total of 45 hours. Forty-five of the 92 districts reporting 

grand jury activity conducted 50 or more sessions during the 12-month period

an average of approximately one session per week. 

Grand jurors are included in the category of "Jurors in Session" only 

when they participate in a convened session.5 Jurors in travel status, 

prospective jurors reporting only for impanelment, or jurors waiting for a 

quorum are not included in this category. Nationally, there were 19.8 jurors per 

grand jury session and 5.20 hours per session. The average number of grand 

jurors per session ranged from a low of 18.1 in Oregon to 22.5 in the Western 
District of Arkansas. A higher average number of hours per session is one 

indication of more efficient use of grand jurors' time. Twelve districts averaged 

7 hours or more per session in 1979. The Western District of Washington 

recorded 7.97 hours per session, while grand jurors in Vermont spent an average 

of 3.66 hours per session. 

Table 4, ttDuration of Grand Juries Discharged" provides five years of 

historical data on the number of months each grand jury was in existence 

before being discharged. 

The 561 grand juries which were in existence for 18 months accounted 

for 39.7 percent of all grand juries discharged. A total of 66 special grand 

juries or 31.6% of all special grand juries lasted more than 18 months, while 15 

4The Virgin Islands, Canal Zone, and Northern Mariana Islands reported no 
grand juries in existence in the 12-month period ended June 30, 1979. 

5 A grand jury consists of 16 to 23 sworn jurors with a quorum of 16 required to 
conduct business, Rule 6(a), Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. 
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Grand Juries Discharged 1 2 3 4 5 

July 1, 1974 - June 30, 1975 
Regular •••.••••••.••••••• 11 8 7 9 10 
Special .................. - - 2 2 1 
Total •••••• " •••.••••••••• 11 8 9 11 11 
Percent of Total. ••••••.•••. 4.1 3.0 3.4 4.1 4.1 

July 1, 1975 - June 30, 1976 
Regular •••••••••••••••••• 10 5 5 13 11 
Special •••••••••••• It ••••• 1 - 1 - -
Total •••••••••••••••••••• 11 5 6 13 11 
Percent of Total •••••••••••• 4.2 1.9 2.3 5.0 4.2 

July 1, 1976 - June 30, 1977 
00 Regular ••••••••••••••••.• 9 5 5 14 7 

Special ..... " ............ - - - - 1 
Total •.•••••••••••••..•.• 9 5 5 14 8 
Percent of Total ••••..•••••• 3.0 1.7 1.7 4.6 2.6 

July 1, 1977 - June 30, 1978 
Regular .•••.•••.•.••••••• 10 4 10 16 8 
Special .................. - - - - -
Total ••.••••••••••••••••• 10 4 10 16 8 
Percent of Total. ••••••.•••. 3.4 1.4 3.4 5.4 2.7 

July 1, 1978 - June 30, 1979 
Regular .•••••.•••••.••••• 5 6 4 12 4 
Special .................. 1 - - 1 1 
Total •••••••••••••••••••. 6 6 4 13 5 
Percent of Total ••••••••.••• 2.1 2.1 1.4 4.5 1.7 

Total Grand Juries Discharged 
July 1, 1974 - June 30, 1979 

Regular •••••••••••••.•••• 45 28 31 64 40 
Special .................. 2 - 3 3 3 
Total •••••••• ~ ............ 47 28 34 67 43 
Percent of Total •••••••••••• 3.3 2.0 2.4 4.7 3.0 

Table 4 
Duration of Grand Juries Discharrred 
From July 1, 1974 to June 30, 1979 

Number of Months in Existence 

6 7 8 9 10 11 

18 12 6 9 7 10 
- 1 - 2 2 -

18 13 6 11 9 10 
6.7 4.9 2.2 4.1 3.4 3.7 

16 15 6 4 5 5 
- - - 2 - 3 

16 15 6 6 5 8 
6.2 5.8 2.3 2.3 1.9 3.1 

9 6 3 4 13 8 
2 2 - - - -

11 8 3 4 13 8 
3.6 2.6 1.0 1.3 4.3 2.6 

7 10 6 5 4 9 
- - 2 - 1 -
7 10 8 5 5 9 

2.4 3.4 2.7 1.7 1.7 3.1 

7 4 7 3 4 7 
- 1 2 1 - -
7 5 9 4 4 7 

2.4 1.7 3.1 1.4 1.4 2.4 

57 47 28 25 33 39 
2 4 4 5 3 3 

59 51 32 30 36 42 
4.2 3.6 2.3 2.1 2.5 3.0 

12 

9 
1 

10 
3.7 

16 
-

16 
6.2 

11 
2 

13 
4.3 

13 
1 

14 
4.7 

19 
-

19 
6.6 

68 
4 

72 
5.1 

13 14 15 16 17 18 

10 6 5 5 16 51 
4 2 2 1 2 17 

14 8 7 6 18 68 
5.2 3.0 2.6 2.2 6.7 25.4 

5 2 3 4 14 89 
1 - 2 1 - 12 
6 2 5 5 14 101 

2.3 0.8 1.9 1.9 5.4 38.8 

8 4 11 9 13 115 
4 - 2 - - 21 

12 4 13 9 13 136 
4.0 1.3 4.3 3.0 4.3 44.9 

-
2 7 10 7 22 106 
1 - 2 - - 18 
3 7 12 7 22 124 

1.0 2.4 4.1 2.4 7.5 42.0 

8 1 7 12 25 121 
- 2 1 - 1 11 
8 3 8 12 26 132 

2.8 1.0 2.8 4.2 9.1 46.0 

33 20 36 37 90 482 
10 4 9 2 3 79 
43 24 45 39 93 561 

3.0 1.7 3.2 2.8 6.6 39.7 
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Grand Juries Discharged 19 20 

July 1, 1974 - June 30, 1975 
Regular ••••••••••••.•••• - -
Special " ................ - 2 
Total ••••••••••••••.••.• - 2 
Percent of Total ••••••••••• - 0.7 

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

July 1, 1976 - June 30, 1977 
1.0 Regular •• , •••••••••••••• - -

Special ................. 5 1 
Total ••.••••••••••••••••• 5 1 
Percent of Total. •••••••••• 1.7 0.3 

July 1, 1977 - June 30, 1978 
Regular ••••••••••••••••• - -
Special ................. 3 1 
Total ••••••••••••••••••• 3 1 
Percent of Total ••••••••••• 1.0 0.3 

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

Total Grand Juries Discharged 
July 1, 1974 - June 30, 1979 

Regular ••••••••••••••••• - -
Special ......... ,,"""""" " 9 4 
Total ••.•• ',' •••••••••••• 9 4 
Percent of Total ••••••••••• 0.6 0.3 

Table 4. 
Duration of Grand Juries Discharged 
From July 1, 1974 to June 30, 1979 

Number of Months in Existence 

21 23 24 25 26 27 29 30 31 

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

0.4 - 2.2 - 0.4 - - 1.5 0.4 

- - - - - - - - -
1 

I 

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

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

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

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

0.3 - 0.7 - 0.3 - - - -

- - - - -, - - 1 -
2 2 16 1 4 1 1 5 2 
2 2 16 1 4 1 1 6 2 

0.1 0.1 1.1 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.4 0.1 

:>3 35 36 Totals 

- - - 210 
- 1 4 58 
- 1 4 268 
- 0.4 1.5 

- - - 228 
- - 4 32 
- - 4 260 
- - 1.5 

- - - 254 
1 - 1 49 
1 - 1 303 

0.3 - 0.3 

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

0.7 - 0.3 

- - - 256 
- - 5 31 
- - 5 287 
- - 1.7 

- - - 1,204 
3 1 15 209 
3 1 15 1,413 

0.2 0.1 1.1 



special grand juries, or 7.2 percent, lasted the full 36 months. Forty-nine 

special grand juries, or 23.4 percent, lasted from two to three years in length. 

In addition, 278 grand juries, or 19.7 percent, lasted six months or less; 

263 grand juries, or 18.6 percent lasted between seven and twelve months; 805 

grand juries, or 57.0 percent, were in existence between 13 and 18 months; and 

67 grand juries, or 4.7 percent, lasted between 19 and 36 months. 

Table 5 provides a summary of the number of cases that were 

commenced by indictment and the number of defendants that were proceeded 

against by indictment for the years 1975 through 1979. This information is 

derived from the criminal statistical reports submitted to the Administrative 

Office by the clerk of court for each district. The number of grand jury sessions 

convened, as well as the number of hours grand juries were in session, is also 

provided. This information can be used to determine what was produced by the 

grand jury system in the past five years. Nationally, 18,973 cases, involving 

28,395 defendants, were commenced by indictment as a result of the 9,791 

grand jury sessions in 1979. While the number of grand jury sessions continued 

to increase, the average number of defendants indicted per grand jury session 

continued to drop. In 1975 an average of 5.10 defendants were indicted per 

grand jury session, while in 1979 the average decreased to 2.90. 

The final grand juror usage table presents for each district the number 
of cases commenced by indictment and the number of defendants for whom 

indictments were obtained. Also included in Table 6 are the number of grand 

jury sessions convened and the number of hours in session for each district. A 

carefUl examination of these figures for anyone district will give a clear idea 

of the activity of that district's grand juries. This data should not, however, be 

Years 

1975 
1976 
1977 
1978 
1979 

Table 5 
Proceedings by Indictment and Grand Jury Sessions 
Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1975 - 1979 

Proceedings Average 
Commenced Grand Defendants 

by Indictment Average Jury Indicted per 

Cases I Defendants 
Defendants Sessions Grand Jury 
per Case Convened Session 

26,775 40,038 1.50 7,846 5.10 
26,150 38,753 1.48 8,404 4.61 
25,016 36,608 1.46 8,849 4.14 
22,694 32,74(} 1.44 8,929 3.67 
18,973 28,395 1.50 9,791 2.90 
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Hours Average 
in Hours per 

Session Session 

41,421 5.28 
44,765 5.33 
47,094 5.32 
46,739 5.23 
50,896 5.20 



Table 6 
United States District Courts 

Proceedings by Indictment and Grand Juror Usage 
For the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1979 

Proceedings Commenced Grand 
by Indictment Jury 

I Defendants 
Sessions 

District Cases Convened 

Total all districts •.•.••••...•• 18,969 28,39i 9,791 

District of Columbia .•••..•...•. 639 812 705 

First Circuit 

Maine ...................... 69 103 14 
Massachusetts ................ 307 530 330 
New Hampshire ............. t. 40 49 31 
Rhode Island ................. 36 53 42 
Puerto Rico ••••...••..••••••. 254 332 46 

Second Circuit 

Connecticut ••••....••..•..••. 138 172 134 
New York: 

Northern •.••.•...•........• 94 148 72 
Eastern ••.••••.•.•..••.•••• 485 800 686 
Southern ................... 848 1,242 979 
Western •••.••••..••.....••• 168 279 179 

Vermont ••••••••••• t •••••••• 37 70 41 

Third Circuit 

Delaware ••••••••..•...••.••• 36 45 47 
New Jersey ••••.•••...••••••• 228 426 300 
Pennsylvania: 

Eastern .................... 293 568 377 
Middle .•••.••••••..•••••••. 68 81 38 
Western ••••.••••••.•••••.•• 193 298 155 

Virgin Islands* •.•••.•.••.••••• - - -
Fourth Circuit 

Maryland ..••.•••••..••••••.. 377 578 276 
North Carolina: 

Eastern •.•••.••••••••••••.• 174 230 27 
Middle •.••••..••.•••••.•..• 187 271 30 
Western •.•.•..••.••....••.• 174 284 12 

South Carolina ••.••.•••...•..• 226 443 22 
Virginia: 

Eastern .................. t. 272 347 161 
Western •••••••••..••.••••.. 123 158 22 

West Yirginia: 
Northern ................... 51 77 22 
Southern ................... 117 175 75 

Fifth Circuit 

Alabama: 
Northern ••••••••• t ••••••••• 316 435 56 
Middle ••.•••.•••••••.•••••. D6 133 21 
Southern •• t' •••••••••••••••• 75 121 14 

Florida: 
Northern ••••••••.••••...••• 91 127 15 
Middle ••••.••••••••••••••.• 281 471 175 
Southern ................... 496 970 375 

Georgia: 
Northern ................... 222 293 158 
Middle ••.•••••••.••..•••••• 62 94 47 
Southern ........ t •• t. t •••••• 105 175 20 

Louisiana: 
Eastern ••••••••••• t •••••••• 249 383 116 
Middle •••••••••••••••••••.• 33 58 57 
Western •••••••••••••••••••• 103 140 51 

Mississippi: 
Northern •••••••• t ••• t ••• t •• 66 79 29 
Southern •••••••• t •••••••••• 33 43 25 

Texas: 
Northern ••••••••••••••••••. 368 622 91 
Eastern •••••••••••••••••••• 114 179 38 
Southern t •••••••••••••••••• 1,196 1,935 173 
Western ••••••••••.••••••••• 599 987 142 

Canal Zone* •••••••••••••••••• - - -
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50,896 

3,373 

79 
1,562 

177 
260 
237 

751 

308 
2,773 
4,329 

898 
150 

184 
1,404 

1,667 
203 
944 

-

1,436 

144 
179 

79 
163 

1,061 
151 

166 
546 

392 
119 

92 

89 
992 

1,617 

956 
315 
88 

715 
279 
355 

221 
131 

610 
211 
816 
543 

-



Table 6 
United States District Courts 

Proceedings by Indictment and Grand Juror Usage 
For the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1979 

Proceedings Com menccd Grand 
by Indictment Jury 

I Sessions 
District Cases Defendants Convened 

Sixth Circuit 

Kentucky: 
Eastern ••••••• " ........... 160 252 54 
Western •.•••••••.•••••••••• 243 324 52 

Michigan: 
Eastern •••••••••••••••••••• 434 716 306 
Western ••••••••••••••••.••• 112 214 46 

Ohio: 
Northern ••••••.•••••••••••• 234 316 176 
Southern ................... 209 290 83 

Tennessee: 
Eastern •••••••••••••••••••• 89 121 14 
Middle ••••••••••.•••••••••• 146 212 53 
Western ••••••••••••••••••.• 201 290 93 

Seventh Circuit 

Illinois: 
Northerr •••.••••••••••••••• 532 817 431 
Central 2 ••••••••••••••••••• 101 135 37 
Southern ••.••••••••••••••• 75 103 37 

Indiana: 
Northern ................... 110 151 43 
Southern ....... '" ......... 111 167 66 

Wisconsin: 
Eastern •••••••••••••••••••• 148 167 64 
Western ••••••••.••••••••••• 54 66 27 

Eighth Circuit 

Arkansas: 
Eastern •••••••••••••••••••• 172 224 19 
Western •••.•••••••••••••••• 62 85 10 

Iowa: 
Northern ••••••.•••••••••••• 30 48 26 
Southern ................... 143 159 20 

Minnesota ................... 195 282 64 
Missouri: 

Eastern •••••••••.•••••••••• 166 207 67 
Western •••••••••••••••••••. 186 249 65 

Nebraska •••••••••••••••••••• 93 129 21 
North Dakota ••••••••••••••.•• 84 107 15 
South Dakota ••.•••••••••••••• 147 178 17 

Ninth Circuit 

Alaska ••.••••••••••••••••••• 45 75 14 
Arizona ••••••••••••••••••••• 560 866 128 
California: 

Northern ••••••••••••••••••• 282 438 163 
Eastern •••••••••••••••••••• 283 379 71 
Central •••••••••••••••••••• 862 1,163 376 
Southern ••••••••••••••••••• 602 1,1l19 163 

Hawaii. ••••••••••••••••••••• 125 141 31 
Idaho ••••••••••••••••••••••• 106 134 22 
Montana .................... 94 105 7 
Nevada ••••••••••••••••••••• 105 151 110 
Oregon ..................... 174 242 63 
Washington: 

Eastern •••••••••••••••••••• 123 123 12 
Western •••.• 0,'0 ••••••••••••• 269 397 60 

Guam .. , ...... , ............ 20 30 11 
Northern Mariana Islands* •••••••• 

Tenth Circuit 

Colorado •••••••••••••••••••• 219 283 50 
Kansas •••••••••••••••••••••• 124 175 25 
New Medco •••••••••••••••••• 183 259 31 
Oklahoma: 

Northern ••••••••••••••••••• 105 140 20 
Eastern •••••••••••••••••••• 54 77 18 
Western •••••••••••••••••••• 146 202 44 

Utah ••••••••••••••••••••••• 78 120 21 
Wyoming •••••••••••••••••••• 34 47 19 

*The districts of the Virgin Islands, Canal Zone and Northern Mariana Islands 
reported no grand juries in existence in the 12-month period ended June 30, 1979. 

l illinois, Central was established on April 1, 1979. Totals include cases and defendants 
in both Illinois, Central and the former Illinois, Southern. 

2Ulinois, Southern was establiShed on April 1, 1979. Totals include cases and defendants 
in both Illinois, Southern and the fprmer Illinois, Eastern. 
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construed as an indication of the efficiency, or lack thereof, in a particular 

court's grand jury operation since the grand jury time required to obtain 

indictment(s) depends on the nature of the activity, the number of defendants 

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

jury is investigating. 

Petit Jury 

The utilization of petit jurors in the 12-month period ended June 30, 

1979 improved in many district courts; however, the national Juror Usage Index 

(J.U.I.) increased slightly this past year. The J.U.I. is the average number of 

jurors on hand for each jury trial day and is calculated by dividing the total 

number of available jurors by the total number of jury trial days. The national 

J.U.I. for 1979 was 19.60. 

As shown in Table 7, there were 565,617 prospective jurors available 

during the current 12-month period. This total is distributed among three 

categories according to the status of jury service that each juror attained on 

each day of service. For the first time since 1974 the percentage of jurors 

selected or serving dropped below 60 to 59.2 percent. The percentage of jurors 

who were challenged for cause or peremptorily by counsel increased to 16.2 

percent. 

Petit Jurors 

Total Available ••••••••••• 

Selected or Serving ••••••• 
Percent ••••••••••• 

Challenged .•••••••••••• 
Percent ••••••••••• 

Not Selected, ~erving 
or Challenged ••••••• 
Percent ••••••••••• 

Jury Trial Days ••••••••••• 

Criminal •••••••••.•• 
Percent ••••••••••• 

Civil •••••••.••••••• 
Percent ••••••••••• 

Table 7 
United States District Courts 

National Petit Juror Usage 
For the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1974 - 1979 

1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 

540,628 546,627 592,594 584,122 570,523 

315,419 328,445 356,951 352,940 345,372 
58.3 60.1 60.2 60.4 60.5 

82,152 88,228 92,727 90,693 88,103 
15.2 16.1 15.6 15.5 15.5 

143,057 129,954 142,916 140,489 137,048 
26.5 23.8 24.1 24.1 24.0 

28,274 28,293 30,032 29,875 29,238 

16,426 15,818 17,818 16,945 16,084 
58.1 55.9 59.3 56.7 55.0 

11,848 12,475 12,214 12,930 13,154 
41.9 44.1 40.7 43.3 45.0 
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1979 over 1978 

Increase I Percent 
1979 (Decrease) Change 

565,617 (4,906) -0.9 
-

334,765 (10,607) -3.1 
59.2 - -

91,575 3,472 3.9 
16.2 - -

139,277 2,229 1.6 
24.S - -

28,851 (387) -1.3 

15,171 (913) -5.7 
52.6 - -

13,680 526 4.0 
47.4 - -



Jurors not selected, serving or challenged rose slightly from 24.0 percent 

in 1978 to 24.6 percent in 1979. All jurors who travel to the place of holding 

court on the day prior to jury service and who travel home the day after service 

and are paid for those travel days are reported under the category of not 

selected, serving or challenged. With enactment of the Jury Reform Act of 

1978 a fixed distance can no longer be used as an automatic excuse from jury 

duty. Therefore, many individuals who once were excused on the basis of 

distance will now be required to travel the day before or after service. This 

may explain the slight rise in the category of jurors not selected, serving or 

challenged. 

A 5.7 percent decrease in the number of criminal jury trial daysl 

coupled with a 4.0 percent increase in the number of civil trial days resulted in 

a 1.3 percent drop in the total number of jury trial days in 1979. While criminal 

trial days account for a majority of jury trial days, civil jury trial days are in an 

ascent and will soon take the lead if the trend of the last three years continues. 

The percent of jurors selected for or serving on jury trials ranged from a 

high of 81.7 percent in Rhode Island to a low of 18.2 percent in the Northern 

Mariana Islands. In this category a total of 54 districts recorded percentages 

higher than the national figure of 59.2 percent. 

The Middle District of Louisiana and Western District of Virginia 

reported highs of 39.1 percent and 39.0 percent, respectively, for prospective 

jurors challenged either for cause or peremptorily by counsel, while the 

Northern District of New York recorded 7.4 percent in this category. The wide 

range of percentages of challenged jurors is partially attributable to the various 

local court practices and traditions in the use of peremptory challenges by 

counsel and the increased number of challenges for cause in districts which 

have had one or mor:e notorious trials. 

A prime area of concern in juror management is the reduction of the 

number of people who .attend court and who are not selected, serving or chal

lenged. This group includes the people who are not sent to a voir dire because 

of such factors as an overcall of jurors for that day or late settlements or 

1 ~ ju~y "tr~al day is coun!ed for. each jury in trial each day. For example, one 
Jury In trIal on Monday IS one Jury trIal day; four juries in trial on Monday are 
counted as four jury trial days. 
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PETIT JUROR USAGE 

12 MONTHS ENDED JUNE 30, 1979 

SELECTED OR SERVING 

CHALLENGED 

NOT SELECTED, 

SERVING, OR CHALLENGED 

.NOTE: Twenty people are pictured because the Juror Usage Index in 1979 was 19.60. 

15 

= 59.2% 

= 16.2% 

= 24.6% 



pleas; and also those who are not reached on voir dire questioning due to such 

factors as excessively large panels or poor pool management. Many districts 

have been able to show improvement in juror management through the use of 

efficient juror utilization practices. These practices include the use of less 

than 12 member civil jury, jury pooling, multiple voir dire, reduction in voir 

dire size, established deadlines for settlements or pleas, staggering of trial 

starts, effective use of pretrial hearings, and use of the code-a-phone for 

notifying jurors of a postponement or cancellation. 

Hawaii achieved the lowest figures of jurors not selected, serving or 

challenged with 4.2 percent, while 63.4 percent of the jurors in the Northern 

Mariana Islands and 52.5 percent of Alaska's jurors were reported in this 

category. Eighteen districts recorded 15 percent or less of their available 

jurors as not selected, serving or challenged during the year ended June 30, 

1979. 

The percentage of criminal jury trial days for the 12-month period 

ranged from 15 percent in New Hampshire to 100 percent in the Canal Zone and 

the Northern Mariana Islands. Thirty-seven of the L13 districts having a majority 

of civil jury trial days recorded J.U.I.'s under 20.00, while only 23 of the 52 

districts having a majority of criminal jury trial days recorded J. U .1. 's under 

20.00. 

The information on jury trial days can be used to develop a better 

understanding of the demands which the different districts must meet. A high 

percentage of" criminal jury trials generally presents more problems to 

overcome in attempting to utilize jurors efficiently. The criminal jury trial 

. often requires a larger panel of prospective jurors than is needed for most civil 

trials due to anticipated increases in challenges and alternate jurors. 

The Juror Usage Indexes for the year ended June 30, 1979 range from a 

low of 11.70 in the Western District of Oklahoma to 46.10 in the Northerl1 

Mariana Islands. Sixty of the 95 districts recorded indexes under 20.00 for the 

12-month period. 
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District 

Total all districts ••••••.• 

District of Columbia ••••••••.. 

First Circuit 

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

Second Circuit 

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

Northern •••••••••••.•• 
Eastern .•.•••••••.•••• 
Souther~ ••.••••••••••• 
Western •••••••••.•••• 

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

Third Circuit 

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

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

Virgin Islands ••••••••••••.•• 

Fourth Circuit 

Maryland .•.••••••••••••••• 
N orth caroJi~a: 

Eastern •.•••••••••••• 
Middle' i .............. Western .••••••••••••• 

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

Eastern •••••••••••••.• 
Western1 •.••••.••••••• 

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

Fifth Circuit 

Alabama: 
Northern •••••••••••••• 
Middle •••••••••••••••• 
Southern .. , .... ' ....... 

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

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

Louisiana: 
Eastern •••• " ••••••••• 
Middle •••••••••••••••• 
Western ••••••••••••••• 

Mississippi: 
Northern

1
• ••••••••••••• 

Southern ••••••••••••• 
Texas: 

Northern •••••••••••••• 
Eastern ••••••••••••••• 
Southern •••••••• " ., •• 
Western •••• " ••••••••• 

Canal Zone ••••• '" •••••••• 

Table 8 
United States District Courts. Petit Juror Usage 

For the Twelve Month Pel'ioc Ended June 30, 1979 

Number of Juror Days 

Percent Percent Percent 
Total Selected or Challenged Not Selected 

Available Serving Serving or 
Challenged 

565,617 59.2 16.2 24.6 

13,660 57.0 14.5 28.5 

1,058 71.8 14.2 14.0 
10,374 68.9 8.8 22.3 

2,059 64.5 14.8 20.7 
3,713 81.7 12.3 6.0 
5,313 49.1 12.9 38.0 

3,657 74.0 17.3 8.7 

2,604 54.2 7.4 38.4 
28,449 59.0 17.0 24.0 
45,075 52.4 16.1 31.5 

5,664 70.1 11.4 18.5 
2,232 57.3 10.7 32.0 

1,499 67.2 18.9 13.9 
11,500 67.0 11.1 21.9 

35,569 45.9 19.0 35.1 
3,852 75.2 17.7 7.1 

12,028 53.9 19.4 26.7 
4,924 59.0 23.4 17.6 

11,071 59.6 17.3 23.1 

2,450 62.4 14.0 23.6 
1,839 77.1 14.8 8.1 
2,144 75.8 7.8 16.4 
5,364 72.2 12.4 15.4 

3,990 52.5 30.5 17.0 
1,637 51.9 39.0 9.1 

1,851 46.8 28.9 24.3 
2,520 60.7 20.2 19.1 

4,843 54.6 21.5 23.9 
9,365 73.0 12.5 14.5 
2,859 68.5 13.8 17.7 

1,888 61.7 17.6 20.7 
9,635 68.6 15.3 16.1 

15,259 52.6 15.4 32.0 

10,148 57.2 18.6 24.2 
2,724 62.7 22.2 15.1 
3,426 70.3 18.6 1ll.1 

10,772 56.8 22.3 20.9 
376 27.7 39.1 33.2 

4,557 55.1 17.8 ,17.1 

2,272 65.8 21.3 1,2.9 
3,986 55.1 14.7 30.2 

10,241 61.2 14.4 i!4.4 
4,168 60.3 17.2 ?l2.5 

14,945 62.8 13.0 :14.2 
9,263 56.2 17.1 .~8.1 
1,494 38.2 28.4 ll2.4 

~. 
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Jury Trial Days 

Juror 
Total Percent Percent Usag~ 

Civil Criminal Index 

28,851 47.7 52.6 19.60 

603 35.0 65.0 22.65 

63 63.5 36.5 16.79 
571 36.5 ; 69.5 18.17 
'l33 8&.0 15.0 15.48 
224 51.8 48.2 16.58 
2M 48.7 51.3 22.71 

215 6S.8 30.2 17.01 

135 57.8 42.2 19.29 
1,435 42.2 57.8 19.83 
1,954 41.3 58.7 23.07 
25~ 37.6 62.4 21.95 
128 75.0 25.0 17.44 

117 81.2 18.8 12.81 
60n 47.0 53.0 19.17 

1,604 n..4 28.6 22.18 
226 77.0 23.0 17.04 
631 56.3 43.7 19.06 
175 37.7 62.3 28.14 

-

575 43.1 56.9 19.25 

103 25.2 74.8 23.79 
118 29.7 70.3 15.58 
136 59.6 40.4 15.76 
262 52.3 47.7 20.47 

'. 
250 66.8 33.2 15.96 
93 ti!1:.9 30.1 17.60 

74 25.'. 74.,3 25.01 
136 50.7 49.3 18.53 

258 60.5 39.5 lS.77 
106 35.8 64.2 20.52 
144 38.2 61.8 19.85 

93 28.0 72.0 20.30 
543 30.9 69.1 17.74 
614 13.4 86.6 24.85 

571 53.2 46.8 17.77 
133 57.1 42.9 20.48 
183 54.1 45.9 18.72 

639 73.9 26.1 16.86 
1il 40.0 60.0 37.60 

242 71.5 28.5 18.83 

125 5~,~ 40.8 18.18 
157 ~~ .. ~ 17.2 25.39 

513 ~~.j:~~ 45.8 19.96 
23.7 81.6 

I 
18.4 19.21 

655 :tl.5 68.5 22.82 
346 27.'4 72.8 26.77 
43 - 100.0 34.74 



Table 8 
United States District Courts. Petit Juror Usage 
For the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1979 

Number of Juror Days Jury Trial Days 

Percent Percent Percent 
District Total Selected or Challenged Not Selected Total Percent 

Ava:Iable Serving Serving or Civil 
Challenged 

Sixth Circuit 

Kentucky: 
Eastern ••••••••••••.••• 5,121 68.2 11.1 20.7 239 16.3 
Western ••••••••••••••• 4,063 50.0 18.0 32.0 194 47.9 

Michigan: 
Eastern •••.•••••••••.• 20,466 62.3 11.5 26.2 1,165 45.2 
Western ••••••••••••••• 3,035 64.1 12.4 23.5 129 22.5 

Ohio: 
Northern •••••••••••••• 7,133 66.4 J.0.7 22.9 411 42.8 
Southern ............... 3,844 67.4 16.9 15.7 230 46.1 

Tennessee: 
Eastern ••••••••••••••• 2,546 61.4 14.8 23.8 166 72.9 
Middle •••.••••••••••.• 3,968 58.5 14.4 27.1 191 44.0 
Western ••••••••••••••. 5,431 65.7 17.6 16.7 314 43.3 

Seventh Circuit 
Illinois: 

NOl'therg •••••••••••••. 20,258 56.6 13.0 30.4 1,104 50.8 
Central 4' ••••••••••••• 3,083 53.8 20.6 25.6 143 41.3 
Southern ............. 2,418 56.4 21.6 22.0 117 41.0 

Indiana: 
Northern •••••••••••••• 4,770 63.5 12.6 23.9 247 27.1 
Southern •••••••••••••• 3,402 61.2 15.3 23.5 219 62.6 

Wisconsin: 
Eastern •••••••.••••••• 4,082 70.6 15.5 13.9 279 52.0 
Western •••••••••••.•• , 1,825 71.4 20.2 8.4 102 22.5 

Eighth Circuit 

Arkansas: 1 
4,017 59.0 21.1 19.5 187 51.3 Eastern 1 •••••••••••••• 

Western .•••••••••••.• 2,652 62.6 29.9 7.5 116 57.8 
Iowa: 

Northern ••••••••.••••• 887 61.9 17.1 21.0 63 73.0 
Southern •••••••••••••• 3,081 61.4 17.0 21.6 151 25.8 

Minnesota •••••••••••• f •••• 6,665 59.9 15.6 24.5 357 53.8 
Missouri: 

Eastern •.•••••••••••.• 4,510 57.3 21.4 21.3 300 68.3 
Western •.••••••••••••• 2,968 56.6 25.7 17.7 175 60.6 

Nebraska •••••••••.•.••.•• , 3,723 49.7 19.7 30.6 202 70.8 
North Dakota •.••••••••••••• 2,017 55.3 21.3 23.4 106 41.5 
South Dakota •••••••••.••••• 2,543 56.9 17.2 25.9 126 46.0 

Ninth Circu,it 
Alaska ••••.••.••••••...••• 1,343 38.0 9.5 52.5 42 28.6 
Arizona ••...•• , ••••••••.•. 7,490 59.5 20.7 19.8 350 7.1 
California: 

Northern •••.•••••••••. 13,891 65.6 12.6 21.8 853 67.2 
Eastern ••••••••••.•••. 2,976 59.4 15.4 25.2 163 36.2 
Central ••••••••••••••. 16,328 57.5 9.7 32.8 824 38.3 
Southern •••••••••••.•• 8,863 58.7 17.1 24.2 408 27.5 

Hawaii ••••.•••••••••.•••.• 1,354 61.2 34.6 4.2 69 20.3 
Idaho •••••.••••••••••••••• 1,462 61.0 19.4 19.6 88 53.4 
Montana f •••••• • ••••••••• • 1,717 5e.9 13.2 30.9 91 74.7 
Nevada ................... 4,465 55.1 17.0 27.9 196 23.0 
Oregon . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ~ 3,408 56.2 19.7 24.1 198 53.5 
Washington: 

Eastern ••••••••••••••• 1,161 60.6 20.1 19.3 65 53.8 
Western •.••••••.•••••• 4,597 57.0 17.4 25.6 211 14.7 

Guam ......... ~ .......... 387 57.1 12.4 30.5 20 55.0 
Uorthern Mariana 
Islands ••••••••••••• L ••••• 461 18.2 18.4 63.4 10 -

Tenth Circuit 
Colorado ••.•••••••••••••.• 6,731 60.7 18.5 20.8 390 36.2 
Kansas •••••••.•.•••••••••• 3,666 65.5 14.9 19.6 221 41.2 
New Mexico .••••••••••••.•.• 4,421 62.9 18.1 19.0 215 39.1 
Oklahoma: 

Northern •••••••••••••• 1,835 66.8 11.7 21.5 108 46.3 
Eastern ••••••••••.•••• 1,585 69.6 20.7 9.7 99 30.3 
lWestern ••••••••••••.•• 3,836 76.3 15.6 8.1 328 74.1 

Utah ••••••••.••••••••••• 3,356 65.5 20.3 14.2 172 22.1. 
Wyoming •.•• : .•••••••••••• 818 71.4 13.9 14.7 57 42.1 

1Indicates those districts which have not yet adopted local rules reducing the size of civil juries. 
2Total available Jurors divided by total jury trial days giving the average number of jurors available per jury trial day. 
!central Illinois inclUdes 12 month data from Danville, Peoria, Rock Island, and Springfield. 
Southern illinois includes 12 month data from Alton, Benton, Cairo and East St. Louis. 
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Percent 
Criminal 

83.7 
52.1 

54.8 
77.5 

57.2 
53.9 

27.1 
56.0 
56.7 

49.2 
58.7 
59.0 

72.9 
37.4 

48.0 
77.5 

48.7 
42.2 

27.0 
74.2 
46.2 

31.7 
39.4 
29.2 
58.5 
54.0 

71.4 
92.9 

32.8 
63.8 
61.7 
72.5 
79.7 
46.6 
25.3 
no 
46.5 

46.2 
85.3 
45.0 

100.0 

63.8 
58.8 
60.9 

53.7 
69.7 
25.9 
77.9 
57.9 

Juror 
usag~ 
Index 

21.43 
20.94 

17.57 
23.53 

17.36 
16.71 

15.34 
7.0.77 
17.30 

18.37 
21.56 
20.67 

19.31 
15.53 

1<1.63 
17.89 

21.48 
22.86 

14.08 
20.40 
18.67 

15.03 
16.96 
18.43 
19.03 
20.18 

31.98 
21.40 

16.28 
18.26 
19.82 
21.72 
19.62 
16.61 
18.87 
22.78 

, 17.21 

17.86 
21.79 
19.35 

46.10 

17.26 
16.59 
20.56 

16.99 
16.01 
11.70 
19.51 
14.35 



--- ------------------------------------------------

COMPARISON OF JUROR UTILIZATION 1973 -1979 

Seven-year district trends in the areas of the Juror Usage Index, percent 

selected or serving and percent not selected, serving or challenged are shown in 

tables 9 through 11. Forty-six of the 92 districts have shown improvement in 

their J.U.I.'s when 1979 data is compared to 1973' figures. 1'he District of the 

Virgin Islands has exhibited the most improvement in the J.U.!. declining from 

41.43 in 1973 to 28.14 in 1979. Fifty-two districts have shown improvement in 

their percent of jurors selected or serving from 1973 to 1979 with the Virgin 

Islands recording the greatest improvement, increasing its percent selected or 

serving from 29.7 perc,ent in 1973 to 59.0 percent in 1979, an increase of 29.3 

percentage points. In the category of not selected, serving or challenged the 

District of Hawaii has shown the greatest amount of improvement reducing its 

37.6 percent not selected, serving or challenged in 1973 to 4.2 percent in 

1979. Further, 58 districts have shown improvement in this area from 1973 to 

1979 resulting in a decrease in the overall national average from 28.4 percent 

in 1973 to 24.6 percent in 1975'. 
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Table 9 
United States District Courts 

Juror Usage Indexes 
For the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1973-1979 

District 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 

National Average •••••••••••••• 20.16 19.12 19.32 19.73 19.55 

District of Columbia •••••••••••• 22.22 22.05 19.51 21.00 21.59 

First Circuit 

Maine •••••••••••••••••••••• 10.28 12.20 15.67 17.69 24.03 
Massachusetts •••••••••••••••• 18.06 15.87 17.62 18.54 16.07 
New Hampshire ••••••••••••••• 13.87 13.12 13.22 14.75 18.10 
Rhode Island ................. 18.43 11.31 12.54 15.68 15.58 
Puerto Rico ••••••••••••••.••• 19.44 18.30 19.33 31.32 25.08 

Second Circuit 

Connecticut •••••••••.•••••••• 16.06 14.70 16.70 19.15 21.59 
New York: 

Northern ••••••••••••••• 20.80 18.26 17.56 18.17 23.74 
Eastern •••••••••••••••• 27.82 23.62 20.62 22.09 23.04 
Southern ••••••••••••••• 27.23 27.85 23.60 22.88 21.46 
Western •••••••••••••••• 20.16 21.62 18.30 20.37 21.60 

Vermont .................. ~ . 19.32 15.46 15.94 16.78 15.89 

Third Circuit 

Delaware ••••.••••••••••••••• 22.22 19.77 17.56 17.76 17.94 
New Jersey •••••••••••••••••• 17.07 16.18 17.97 18.55 18.87 
Pennsylvania: 

Eastern ................ 19.89 20.15 18.83 19.21 18.11 
Middle ••••••••••••.•••• 14.27 12.62 17.34 17.68 17.80 
Western •••••••••••••••. 20.74 17.25 20.59 20.83 19.63 

Virgin Isla.'1ds ••••••••••••••••• 41.43 30.08 29.38 30.85 33.99 

Fourth Circuit 

Maryland •••••••.•••••••••••• 18.70 18.01 17.71 18.34 23.21 
North Carolina: 

Eastern •••••••••••••••• 21.31 19.68 20.78 19.89 24.61 
Middle ••••••••••••••••• 18.18 15.05 14.84 17.58 16.62 
Western •••••••••••••••• 15.78 15.49 15.53 14.61 14.62 

South Carolina •••••••••••••••• 18.42 17.65 18.68 18.79 18.57 
Virginia: 

Eastern •••••••••••••••• 21.95 23.32 19.36 17.68 18.45 
Western •••••••••••••••• 17.31 18.83 16.62 18.69 15.37 

West Virginia: 
Northern ••••••••••••••• 25.83 19.83 18.32 23.78 17.43 
Southern ••••••••••••••• 24.32 20.42 24.95 21.74 19.97 

Fifth Circuit 

Alabama: 
Northern ••••••••••••••• 13.45 13.63 13.05 16.99 17.30 
Middle ••••••••••••••••• 18.54 12.78 15.84 18.46 17.73 
Southern ••••••••••••••• 18.88 15.15 15.53 18.47 15.95 

Florida: 
Northern ••••••••••••••• 14.92 18.24 19.38 19.69 19.93 
Middle ••• , ••••• , ••••••• 21.84 17.74 20.00 18.81 19.90 
Southern ••••••••••••••• 20.82 19.02 18.78 20.61 22.73 

Georgia: 
Northern ••••••••••••••• 19.94 17.86 16.95 17.83 21.02 
Middle ••••••••••••••••• 22.02 22.06 19.32 21.06 19.99 
Southern ••••••••••••••• 21.30 19.60 21.26 18.96 20.27 

Louisiana: 
Eastern •••••••••••••••• 15.35 16.10 16.31 16.88 15.66 
Middle •••••••••••••••.•• 21.57 31.22 28.33 22.50 26.59 
Western •••••••••••••••• 24.40 16.48 18.10 18.16 17.19 

Mississippi: 
Northern ••••••••••••••• 21.70 12.71 18.92 18.39 19.92 
Southern ••••••••••••••• 30.63 21.06 22.42 24.97 22.82 

Texas: 
Northern •••••••••• ' ••••• 18.34 19.26 19.29 19.49 18.24 
Eastern •••••••••••••••• 15.65 13.42 15.90 19.80 17.94 
Southern ••••••••••••••• 18.23 15.46 19.06 22.47 22.81 
Western •••••••••••••••• 17.89 14.20 21.92 22.87 23.67 

Canal Zone • I •••••••••••• ,I •• ~ 29.11 27.54 21.79 26.57 21.43 
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19.51 19.60 

20.31 22.65 

17.16 16.79 
18.42 18.17 
25.26 15.48 
13.86 16.58 
24.09 22.71 

15.08 17.01 

22.38 19.29 
22.37 19.83 
23.41 23.07 
24.00 21.95 
14.21 17.44 

15.16 12.81 
19.87 19.17 

20.42 22.18 
17.13 17.04 
19.90 19.06 
27.81 28.14 

17.94 19.25 

26.18 23.79 
18.21 15.58 
14.74 15.76 
19.76 20.47 

16.49 15.96 
18.67 17.60 

19.00 25.01 
18.10 18.53 

17.10 18.77 
20.95 20.52 
15.28 19.85 

22.19 20.30 
19.22 17.74 
21.52 24.85 

19.56 17.77 
21.67 20.48 
21).60 18.72 

17.07 16.86 
24.00 37.60 
14.39 18.83 

17.89 18.18 
21.92 25.39 

18.53 19.96 
20.52 19.21 
23.89 22.82 
26.14 26.77 
30.06 34.74 



Table 9 
United States District Courts 

Juror Usage Indexes 
For The Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1973-1979 

District 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 

Sixth Circuit 

Kentucky: 
Eastern ....•....••.••..• 27.43 22.36 27.05 23.51 23.54 
Western •••..•..•••••.••. 20.88 20.60 23.37 19.11 21.91 

Michigan: 
Eastern ..••••••.••.....• 16.56 19.98 20.60 20.40 19.65 
Western ..••••.••••••••.• 13.97 12.16 14.70 17.51 17.15 

Ohio: 
Northern ••..•.••...•••.• 18.89 17.02 20.61 21.12 20.43 
Southern ................ 19.22 18.74 18.84 19.00 18.50 

Tennessee: 
Eastel'n ••••..•••..••••.. 16.43 17.07 16.92 15.38 15.43 
Middle ••......•••••••... 23.08 18.43 19.75 10.43 23.94 
Western ..•..•..•••.••... 15.86 15.79 16.82 17.07 17.26 

Seventh Circuit 

Illinois: 
Northerr .••••.••....•.•• 18.41 16.75 16.87 19.86 17.47 
Central 2' ...•..•..•••..• - - - - -
Southern ............... - - - - -

Indiana: 
Northern •....•.•.•..•.•• 22.89 23.53 25.73 31.26 20.93 
Southern ................ 15.18 16.24 15.83 14.97 17.58 

Wisconsin: 
Eastern .•••••••...•••..• 17.44 19.81 17.94 17.69 15.81 
Western .••....••..••.... 26.72 12.25 15.67 17.95 19.11 

Eighth Circuit 

Arkansas: 
Eastern •.••••••••..•.••• 19.69 22.17 21.90 21.73 20.91 
Western .•.....••..•••••. 22.33 25.27 25.26 22.11 23.39 

Iowa: 
Northern •••••••••••••..• 14.71 14.84 15.64 17.77 14.29 
Southern ................ 15.88 14.93 21.84 17.45 15.91 

Minnesota ................... 16.15 18.52 17.55 16.32 17.62 
Missouri: 

Eastern •.••.......•••.•. 20.42 18.58 17.17 17.08 17.43 
Western ••...•.••.. ..... 25.51 24.76 26.67 24.60 22.85 

Nebraska ..•.•.•••......••..• 17.93 16.74 19.88 17.04 15.43 
North Dakota .••••• : •.••••.•.. 18.87 16.88 .20.60 20.63 20.49 
South Dakota ..........•....•• 26.70 22.39 24.18 24.62 22.89 

_. -- -= 
Ninth Circuit 

Alaska •••••••••.•.•...••••.• 20.31 22.77 25.41 20.94 18.04 
Arizona •..•.........••.•...• 21.52 23.81 22.00 25.88 21.56 
California: 

Northern •••••.••..••••.. 18.07 16.15 15.97 16.16 16.77 
Eastern ..••.....••.....• 20.79 18.86 20.55 23.39 22.48 
Central. •••..••...••....• 20.44 20.08 20.83 19.64 19.77 
Southern ................ 27.24 24.54 23.66 20.95 22.73 

Hawaii ..••••..•••••.••••••.. 22.29 22.01 19.93 15.40 20.32 
Idaho .•••...•...•.••••.••••. 20.65 16.05 15.39 15.51 16.57 
Montana .................... 18.52 17.45 19.73 20.45 17.16 
Nevada ..................... 21.87 20.28 20.99 22.65 23.24 
Oregon ..................... 14.56 16.05 16.28 15.96 16.02 
Washington: 

Eastern ••••••.••••••.••. 19.78 15.06 - 17.16 20.18 19.41 
Western ••......•••..••.• 18.74 20.45 19.53 19.90 18.96 

Guam .•..••..•.••. ~ .......• 25.46 20.07 18.94 34.50 60.00 
Northern Mariana Islands ..•••••. - - - - -

Tenth Circuit 

Colorado •••.•..•••.•.•••••.. 13.38 14.63 15.09 16.53 16.77 
Kansas •.•.••••.•.•.•.••..••• 16.59 15.83 19.85 17.62 16.87 
NeW MexIco •....••..••••..•.• 20.14 15.93 16.69 IS.25 17.55 
Oklahoma: 

Northern ••.••••...••.... 21.05 27.92 20.28 16.37 19.89 
Eastern •••••..•.•.••••.• 19.61 21.93 17.57 14.80 14.69 
Western .•••...•••..•••.• 21.66 15.53 17.28 13.56 13.49 

Utah ....•••••••••••.••.••.• 24.42 21.40 18.78 19.60 23.40 
Wyoming •••••••••••••.•...•. 12.19 11.80 11.67 12.84 12.24 

,lCentral Illinois includes 12 month data from Danville, Peoria, Rock Island and Springfield. 
2southern illinois includes 12 month data from Alton, Benton, Cairo and East St. Louis. 
3The District of Northern Mariana Islands was established on January 8,1978. 
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I 
23.72 21.43 
23.52 20.94 

16.99 17.54 
21.00 23.53 

17.74 17.36 
17.19 16.71 

14.27 15.34 
23.34 20.77 
16.87 17.30 

17.89 18.37 
- 22.44 
- 19.67 

19.93 19.31 
13.20 15.53 

15.52 14.63 
16.17 17.89 

23.30 21.48 
23.08 22.86 

21.70 14.08 
17.15 20.40 
17.77 18.67 

16.89 15.03 
22.85 16.96 
15.34 18.43 
18.14 19.03 
22.39 20.18 

23.58 31.98 
24.29 21.40 

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

21.54 17.86 
20.31 21. 79 
14.35 19.35 

- 46.10 

17.76 17.26 
17.48 16.59 
16.55 20.56 

14.35 16.99 
18.59 16.01 
12.33 11.70 
22.70 19.51 
12.82 14.35 



'rable 10 
United States District Courts 

Percentage of Jurors Selected Or 
Serving On Jury Trials 

For the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1973 - 1979 

District 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 

National Average •••••••••• 56.5% 58.3% 60.1% 60.2% 60.4% 

Distrillt of Columbia •••••••••••• 57.5 54.8 63.1 58.2 56.3 

First Circuit 

Maine t •••••• • ,,' ••••••••••• ~ • 73.5 82.7 82.2 83.1 54.0 
Massachusetts •••••••••••••••• 67.8 62.6 66.0 68.4 71.0 
New Hampshire ............... 69.2 72.2 72.2 68.2 58.8 
Rhode Island ................. 62.2 80.8 78.4 72.5 77.5 
Puerto Rico •.••.••••••••••••• 54.5 54.7 51.5 35.0 43.3 

Second Circuit 

Connecticut •••••••••••••••••• 71.4 73.6 71.8 75.3 70.7 
New York: 

Northern •••••.••••••.••• 60.0 61.2 64.8 66.1 46.3 
Eastern ••••••••••••••••• 48.8 57.5 60.9 59.6 53.7 
Southern of •••••••••••••• 47.4 43.4 48.7 52.6 54.2 
Western •••••••••.•••••.• 68.0 64.7 70.8 71.6 70.2 

Vermont .................... 62.3 54.7 55.0 56.4 61.3 

Third Circuit 

Delaware •••..••..•••••.••••• 51.6 56.3 62.7 60.5 60.4 
New Jersey ••••••.••••••••••• 74.8 74.3 73.6 72.5 68.9 
Pennsylvania: 

Eastern ................. 52.7 51.5 56.2 52.2 55.8 
Middle ••••..•••••••••••• 76.3 78.2 77.0 72.0 76.0 
Western ••.•••••••••.•••• 45.3 56.2 55.5 49.7 56.6 

Virgin Islands ••••••••••••.•••• 29.7 49.4 49.8 54.1 48.8 

Fourth Circuit 

Maryland ••••.•.••••••••••.•• 64.2 67.6 62.7 67.8 54.6 
North Carolina: 

Eastern •••••••••••.••••• 55.3 62.5 63.4 69.4 59.2 
Middle ••••••••••••••.••• 60.4 67.1 63.7 69.6 73.1 
Western ••••.••••••••••.• 70.1 74.7 74.7 78.6 76.3 

South Carolina •••••••••••••••• 60.5 56.0 63.4 69.3 71.0 
Virginia: 

Eastern ••••••••••••••••• 43.4 43.7 48.4 53.9 49.2 
Western ••..•..•••••••••• 53.8 48.6 51.3 52.3 57.6 

West Virginia: 
Northern .••..•.••••••••• 47.2 59.3 63.1 39.0 60.5 
Southern ••••• I ••••••••• t 50.8 55.6 44.3 51.4 47.9 

Fifth Circuit 

Alabama: 
Northern ••••.••• , ....... 64.8 60.8 71.0 56.3 53.7 
Middle •••••••••••••••••• 59.9 81.9 78.2 73.7 75.0 
Southern ................ 54.8 72.8 73.4 85.0 80.8 

Florida: 
Northern ••••.••••••..••• 68.1 68.3 68.6 68.2 69.7 
Middle ••••••••••• , •••••• 54.0 69.1 66.0 68.5 67.0 
Southern •• t ••••••••••••• 54.1 59.4 56.8 58.0 52.8 

Georgia: 
Northern •••••••••••••••• 61.4 64.5 59.4 57.8 ~;6.2 
Middle •••••••••••••••••• 57.4 57.2 65.6 60.4 e<t.9 
Southern ................ 56.7 57.2 72.8 74.0 76.8 

Louisiana: 
Eastern .................. 56.5 56.4 59.6 58.9 59.0 
Middle •.•••••••••••••••• 35.8 30.6 28.2 45.2 38.5 
Western ••••••.•••••••••• 38.4 53.5 61.1 57.8 53.8 

Mississippi: 
Northern •••..•••.••..••• 59.7 71.5 71.0 73.5 64.2 
Southern ................ 40.5 59.2 58.0 53.8 58.9 

Texas: 
Northern ••••••.••••. , •.• 65.5 63.6 65.2 63.3 69.2 
Eastern •••••••••.••••••• 75.8 72.1 66.1 62.9 65.9 
Southern ................ 65.0 67.1 75.0 65.8 67.3 
Western •••.••••••••••..• 55.8 69.1 63.3 61.7 61.3 

Canal Zone .................. 41.2 43.6 54.8 46.2 59.3 

22 

1978 1979 

60.5% 59.2% 

61.8 57.0 

74.1 71.S 
67.7 68.9 
53.0 64.5 
82.9 81.7 
44.5 49.1 

86.1 74.0 

57.0 54.2 
55.9 59.0 
51.5 5~.4 
69.3 70.1 
60.8 57.3 

70.5 67.2 
64.5 67.0 

50.6 45.9 
77.3 75.2 
57.4 53.9 
54.6 59.0 

66.9 59.6 

60.3 62.4 
66.1 77.1 
77.3 75.8 
77.3 72.2 

54.8 52.5 
50.2 51.9 

55.5 46.8 
58.5 60.7 

56.9 54.6 
73.3 73.0 
81.0 68.5 

60.4 61.7 
64.7 68.6 
56.6 52.6 

53.6 57.2 
60.6 62.7 
71.9 70.3 

60.4 56.8 
41.7 27.7 
55.0 55.1 

68.6 65.8 
61.0 55.1 

67.1 61.2 
58.5 60.3 
58.4 62.8 
57.9 56.2 
47.9 38.2 



Table 10 
United States District Courts 

Perccntage of Jurors Selected Or 
Serving On Jury Trials 

For the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1973 - 1979 

District 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 

Sixth Circuit 

Kentucky: 
Eastern ....•..••.••••..• 48.7% 51.3% 54.5% 56.6% 58.3% 
Western •••••.••••••..••• 54.3 45.7 44.4 53.3 53.9 

Michigan: 
Eastern •.••••.••..••••.• 60.1 63.1 64.4 65.2 67.4 
Western .•••..••..••••••• 84.8 88.8 81.4 72.4 81.9 

Ohio: 
Northern •.•••••.•..••••• 55.5 61.2 54.1 51.3 54.4 
Southern ....•.••.••••••• 64.7 66.5 67.8 67.6 68.1 

Tennessee: 
Eastern ••.•.•....•.••••• 61.4 63.3 65.1 61.3 62.5 
Middle .••••..••...•.•..• 46.8 53.4 53.8 53.2 49.9 
Western ••...•••.•.•..•.• 71.8 71.5 66.3 70.0 69.1 

Seventh Circuit 

Illinois: 
Northern ...•••••••...•.. 54.9 64.5 63.6 58.3 63.6 
Central\ ..••..•.•.•••.•• - - - - -
Southern •••.•..••..••.. - - - - -

Indiana: 
Northern •••.....••••••.• 49.3 45.6 49.2 42.8 59.1 
Southern ................ 61.2 63.1 60.6 63.7 60.6 

Wisconsin: 
Eastern ..•••.••.•..••••• 58.2 56.6 60.4 69.1 68.0 
Western •....••.••••..... 47.1 67.7 72.8 67.9 71.3 

Eighth Circuit 

Arkansas: 
Eastern .••.•.••••.••••.• 62.3 55.3 54.7 55.9 57.2 
Western ••••.•••••••••••. 60.3 53.7 53.1 63.8 58.7 

Iowa: 
Northern ••••.•.••••..••• 79.3 65.4 61.8 57.6 65.1 
Southern ................ 70.2 74.1 49.9 67.4 69.3 

Minnesota ................... 64.0 56.9 71.4 67.7 60.4 
Missouri: 

Eastern ••••••.•••••..•.• 56.1 50.6 59.4 55.2 54.9 
Western •.•••••••.•••••.. 45.3 47.2 45.5 46.5 48.3 

Nebraska ...••..••.••.••...•• 50.2 53.8 51.9 52.6 57.8 
North Dakota ...••••••..•••••. 66.0 74.5 57.7 59.8 61.3 
Sou th Dakota •.••..•••••••..•• 46.8 46.3 42.2 43.5 48.7 

Ninth Circuit 

Alaska .••••••••.•••••.••••.. 66.6 51.1 49.5 62.3 63.9 
Arizona •••••••••••..•••.•••• 47.5 50.5 53.9 45.6 47.4 
California: 

Northern ••..••••..••••.. 64.6 67.6 65.8 66.8 65.9 
Eastern •••••••••.•••.•.• 57.0 58.4 55.4 53.4 53.5 
Central .•••••.••.••••.•• 63.2 61.0 62.0 62.4 61.3 
Southern ••••••••••••••.• 43.0 50.1 53.6 60.8 60.1 

Hawaii •..•••••••••••.••••.•• 48.2 G4.4 58.2 65.0 58.1 
Idaho •.••••.••.•••••••.•••.• 61.1 '10.9 60.5 69.5 59.1 
Montana ••••• 0.0 •••••••••••• 66.7 50.0 51.0 54.7 68.3 
Nevada .•••.•••..•••••••••.• 58.5 58.4 59.2 56.6 49.4 
Oregon ••••.••••••••..•••••• 56.7 56.3 54.5 54.2 54.9 
IV ashington: 

Eastern ••••••..•••.•••.• 58.6 60.7 57.6 55.5 58.4 
Western ••.••••••..•••••• 55.4 53.7 55.9 59.9 59.1 

Guam •.••••••••.••••••••.•• 46.6 51.2 56.7 32.8 20.5 
Northern Mariana Islands 3 .•••.••• - - - - -

Tenth Circuit 

Colorado ••.••••••••.•••••••• 71.0 68.2 64.8 57.3 64.5 
Kansas .•••••••••.•••.••••••• 62.8 67.5 63.5 64.4 63.2 
New Mexico .••..••.••.•••.••• 53.4 64.7 59.6 64.7 66.6 
Oklahoma: 

Northern •..•.• " •••••••••• 57.S 33.7 52.7 70.5 69.0 
Eastern ••••••••.•.•••••• 48.2 47.0 54.7 68.9 68.8 
Western ••..••••••••••••• 57.3 67.9 62.3 69.6 70.8 

Utah ••.•••••••..•••••••••.• 51.9 61.3 64.9 64.8 52.1 
Wyoming .•••.•.••••.•••••••• 77.2 73.9 67.1 70.6 68.2 

~Central Illinois includes 12 month data from Danville, Peoria, Roak Island and Springfield. 
Southern Illinois Includes 12 month data from Alton, Benton, Cairo and East St. Louis. 

3Tile District of Northern Mariana Islands was established on January 8, 1978. 
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61.8% 68.2% 
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73.3 64.1 

59.9 66.4 
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45.5 61.9 
68.0 61.4 
60.7 59.9 

57.4 57.3 
58.4 56.6 
56.6 49.7 
56.8 55.3 
50.3 56.9 

52.5 38.0 
49.6 59.5 

69.3 65.6 
59.3 59.4 
61.7 57.5 
65.6 58.7 
67.5 61.2 
49.5 61.ti 
63.1 55.9 
54.8 55.1 
64.0 56.2 

56.4 60.6 
62.1 57.0 
66.5 57.1 

- 18.2 

59.8 60.7 
66.3 65.5 
70.3 62.9 

72.9 66.8 
60.7 69.6 
77.6 76.3 
56.7 65.5 
67.4 71.4 



Table 11 
United States District Courts 

Percentage of Jurors Not Selected, 
Serving or Challenged 

For the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1973-1979 

District 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 

Total all districts ••••••• , •• 28.4% 26.5% 23.8% 24.1% 24.1% 

District of Columbia ••••••••• , •• 27.2 31.4 23.4 28.0 28.0 

First Circuit 

Maine ••••••••• , •••• II •••••• 8.3 3.9 3.3 3.8 33.9 
Massachusetts •••••••••••••••• 22.6 27.9 22.1 21.6 16.3 
New Hampshire ............... 16.0 12.7 14.4 17.1 23.5 
Rhode Island ................. 31.4 10.5 16.3 19.5 12.7 
Puerto Rico •••••••••••••••••• 28.0 29.1 33.5 49.0 43.0 

Second Circuit 

Connecticut •• , •••••.••• , ••••• 13.7 12.0 9.0 10.0 8.7 
New York: 

Northern, •••••.••••••••• 30.5 25.8 24.2 23.0 45.6 
Eastern ................. 38.4 29.4 23.9 27.1 32.9 
Southern ................. 40.8 44.0 34.9 31.1 30.2 
Western ••••••••••••••••• 22.9 26.9 19.5 19.3 20.9 

Vermont .............. ~ ..... 30.3 31.9 29.8 31.2 25.4 

Third Circuit 

Delaware ••••••••••• , •••••••• 29.6 6.1 8.1 15.2 15.4 
New Jersey •••••••••••••••••• 15.2 14.2 14.3 16.2 20.2 
Pennsylvania: 

Eastern ••••••••••••••••• 32.2 33.4 26.8 31.9 25.1 
Middle •••••••••••••. " •• 9.6 8.2 8.9 9.5 8.8 
Western ••••••••••••••••• 36.2 27.9 28.9 35.2 27.1 

Virgin Islands ••••.•••••••••••• 37.7 21.4 26.6 24.8 29.9 

Fourth Circuit 

Maryland •••••••••••.••.••• , • 17.3 15.8 17,7 15.9 31.3 
North Carolina: 

Eastern ••••• , •••.••••• , • 34.7 27.4 25.3 21.3 31.7 
Middle •••••••••••••••••• 22.8 13.0 18.6 12.0 13.6 
Western ••••••••••••••••• 21.6 15.5 16.3 14.5 12.9 

South Carolina •••••••••••••••• 22.0 25.8 17.6 14.4 15.8 
Virginia: -

Eastern ••••••••••••••••• 22.6 23.4 18.8 12.2 14.0 
Western ••••••••••••••••• 16.8 13.4 14.3 13.1 5.1 

West Virginia: 
Northern ••••••••.••••••• 28.9 21.0 14.2 39.5 14.8 
Southern •••••••• I •• II ••• 25.2 23.6 31.8 25.3 28.3 

Fifth Circuit 

Alabama: 
Northern •••••••••••••••• 15.5 17.4 11.2 24.2 26.9 
Middle ••••••••••.••••••• 22.9 8.4 13.4 15.4 13.9 
Southern ................ 24.2 10.4 10.3 6.9 6.2 

Florida: 
Northern ••••••.••••••••• 16.7 20.6 17.4 20.0 15.8 
Middle •••••••••••••••••• 32.7 19.2 21.1 17.9 20.6 
Southern •••••••• I •••• I •• 32.2 23.8 28.5 26.0 34.0 

Georgia: 
Northern ••••••••••••••.• 17.3 15.9 18.7 20.6 24.0 
Middle •••••••••• , •••.••• 20.9 16.5 10.4 13.5 11.8 
Southern ........ , ....... 18.1 22.6 6.4 9.9 5.6 

Louisiana: 
Eastern ••••••••••••••••• 18.3 19.4 17.7 17.0 17.8 
Middle •••••••••••••••••• 47.7 44.7 48.8 24.9 28.1 
Western ••••••••••••••••• 48.9 30.6 20.9 21.5 24.6 

Mississippi: 
Northern ••••••••••.••••• 20.6 11.8 9.2 10.2 16.6 
Southern •••••••••••• I ••• 47.1 28.0 26.8 30.4 25.0 

Texas: 
Northern ••••• , ••••••••• , 18.7 19.1 18.5 21.2 17.5 
Eastern ••••••••••••••••• 10.2 13.1 15.0 19.0 19.1 
Southern ••••••••••••• II' 21.7 18.7 12.7 18.8 20.8 
Western ••••••••••••••.•• 24.9 13.7 16.4 18.9 21.6 

Canal Zone .................. 37.0 35.2 29.2 29.0 34.7 
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1978 1979 

24.0% 24.6% 

22.7 28.5 

7.8 14,0 
20.0 22.3 
29.1 20.7 
10.1 6.0 
41.4 38.0 

6.8 8.7 

33.9 38.4 
29.4 24.0 
33.4 31.5 
20.7 18.5 
28.6 32.0 

8.7 13.9 
25.2 21.9 

30.5 35.1 
8.9 7.1 

23.4 26.7 
23.9 17.6 

15.8 23.1 

25.9 23.6 
15.9 8.1 
13.2 16.4 
12.6 15.4 

11.9 17.0 
23.3 9.1 

18.5 24.3 
19.4 19.1 

23.6 23.9 
14.5 14.5 

4.4 17.7 

23.8 20.7 
21.3 16.1 
29.0 32.0 

26.1 24.2 
14.6 15.1 
10.5 11.1 

19.7 20.9 
17.0 33.2 
23.0 27.1 

13.3 12.9 
26.1 30.2 

20.0 24.4 
26.3 22.5 
26.9 24.2 
24.1 26.7 
25.9 32.4 
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Table 11 
United States District Courts 

Percentage of Jurors Not Selected, 
Serving or Challenged 

For the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1973-1979 

District 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 

Sixth Circuit 

Kentucky: 
Eastern •.••.•.•••••.•••. 41.4% 39.4% 35.8% 34.8% 30.3% 
Western ••.•••.•••••••.•. 28.9 36.2 40.2 32.2 30.2 

Michigan: 
Eastern ...•••.•.••••..•• 33.4 28.8 28.0 25.6 22.8 
Western .. " •••...••.•••• 8.3 4.2 8.3 16.9 9.8 

Ohio: 
Northern •...••.•••.•.••. 36.6 31.0 36.6 40.3 37.4 
Southern ••••••••••••• 0 •• 22.8 20.8 19.5 20.0 18.7 

Tennessee: 
Eastern .••••.•..•••..•.. 27.5 24.7 23.3 25.5 23.3 
Middle ...•.••.•...•..... 45.1 33.6 31.7 35.5 38.9 
Western ••••••••••••••••. 12.2 11.8 13.5 15.9 13.7 

Seventh Circuit 

Illinois: 
Northerr ...•••.•...•.•.. 34.4 25.4 25.2 :n.9 26.8 
Central 2' ..•.•••.•.•••.• - - - - -
Southern ••.•.••......•. - - - -

Indiana: 
Northern .•.•.•..•.••..•• 34.0 34.7 32.0 37.1 24.6 
Southern ................ 21.5 22.5 18.1 16.4 21.7 

Wisconsin: 
Eastern •.••.•..••.•...•. 21.4 23.6 22.2 16.7 16.1 
Western ••.••.•.•••.•.•.. 28.7 8.1 8.7 11.5 4.7 

Eighth Circuit 

Arkansas: 
Eastern ..•••••.•.•••••.• 16.2 19.2 18.7 19.9 17.8 
Western ••••••••••••••••• 20.4 18.7 21.4 6.1 17.2 

Iowa: 
Northern •.•..•.•.•.•••.• 10.0 11.3 18.9 21.9 19.5 
Southern ................ 12.9 9.5 31.3 15.2 12.8 

Minnesota .................. . 18.4 27.0 13.8 16.6 21.1 
Missouri: 

Eastern .•••..••.•••••••• 18.2 24.7 19.0 20.3 20.0 
Western •••••••••..••.•.• 33.0 27.1 31.7 29.0 26.3 

Nebraska •••..•.••.....••.•.• 31.2 28.8 30.4 31.8 22.6 
North Dakota ••.•.•.••.•.•...• 14.2 9.0 23.0 23.5 23.2 
South Dakota ...••••.•.•..•.•• 33.8 28.4 36.3 36.3 31.9 

Ninth Circuit 

Alaska .•.•....•••••••....•.. 19.2 43.7 36.3 25.6 22.6 
Arizona •••.•.•.••......•.•.. 26.1 26.3 21.2 24.5 15.6 
Calif ornia: 

Northern ••.•....•••..•.. 23.8 20.5 21.2 21.5 21.4 
Eastern •.••••.••.•.•.... 32.2 29.2 32.7 34.6 37.0 
Central ••••••• " •• , ., ••• 27.7 30.0 28.2 27.1 28.4 
Southern ••.••.••••.•••.. 35.0 28.3 25.6 20.5 22.9 

Hawaii •.•.••••••.•.••••.•.•. 37.6 35.2 13.3 8.7 8.3 
Idaho .•.•••.•.•. " •.....•..• 26.3 17.7 26.4 20.0 22.8 
Montana ~ . ~ . . . ... . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16.8 30.9 30.4 23.3 17.4 
Nevada .0 0 •••• 0 •••• 0 •••••••• 23.1 19.1 26.0 28.3 38.8 
Oregon ... , .....•.•.. o. 0 •••• 28.0 24.3 26.6 22.6 22.7 
Washington: 

Eastern .•••••.•.•.•.•.•. 15.5 17.1 19.9 20.0 21.0 
Western .•••••.••••••••.• 29.0 26.0 25.7 21.6 22.1 

Guam •.•.••••••..• ~ •.•••.•. 44.3 33.2 25.8 57.9 63.1 
Northern Mariana Islands •••••.•. - - - - -

Tenth Circuit 

Colorado .••..•.•..•••••.•.•• 9.1 14.9 16.3 23.9 18.6 
Kansas ••...•.••••••.•....••. 22.2 16.5 20.7 20.2 21.4 
New Mexico ..••••.•.•••..•••• 25.1 18.2 18.3 14.3 15.6 
Oklahoma: 

Northern •.•..•••••••• , ., 25.7 52.3 29.1 12.3 17.4 
Eastern •.•.••••.•.•••.•. 39.8 39.8 27.2 19.2 13.1 
Western •.•••••.•.•••.•.• 26.1 20.9 22.7 12.6 14.2 

Utah •••••..••.•.•. " .•.•.• , 25.0 27.6 21.3 21.4 36.8 
Wyoming ••••.••••••.••.•••.• 10.2 15.6 19.6 13.9 21.2 

~central Illinois includes 12 month data from Danville, Peoria, Rock Island and Springfield. 
3Southern illinois includes 12 month data from Alton, Benton, Cairo and East St. Louis. 
The District of Northern Mariana Islands was established on January 8, 1978. 
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1978 1979 

28.3% 20.7% 
31.9 32.0 

20.4 26.2 
14.2 23.5 

29.5 22.9 
17.5 15:7 

24.6 23.8 
33.4 27.1 
13.6 16.7 

27.1 30.4 
- 21.7 
- 27.1 

27.6 23.9 
24.4 23.5 

25.1 13.9 
5.0 8.4 

26.9 19.9 
10.3 7.5 

34.8 21.0 
13.1 21.6 
22.8 24.5 

22.0 21.3 
24.7 17.7 
26.7 30.6 
24.8 23.4 
28.5 25.9 

32.3 52.5 
24.3 19.8 

11.3 21.8 
24.9 25.2 
29.5 32.8 
18.4 24.2 

1.3 4.2 
34.7 19.6 
22.7 30.9 
30.4 27.9 
19.2 24.1 

18.0 19.3 
20.9 25 •. 6 
30.7 30.5 

100.0 63.4 

23.2 20.8 
18.6 19.6 
13.4 19.0 

11.5 21.5 
21.2 9.7 

6.7 8.1 
30.9 14.2 
19.7 14.7 



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

JUROR UTILIZATION CHECK SHEET 

The Juror Utilization Check Sheet, which follows, is the' end result of 

the study of the various juror utilization problems encountered by district 

courts. This is made possible by the steady communication of various district 

courts with the Administrative Office concerning thetr problems and juror 

occurrences 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. Also shown are the fourteen counterparts to these positive factors 

which have an adverse effect resulting in a high J.U.!. Because each of the 95 

district courts has variations in its local rules and practices, this listing is not 

meant to include all possible factors affecting a district's juror utilization 

performance. Rather, it should be used by a court as the starting point to 

isolate and study the individual aspects of its juror utilization program. Once a 

court has determined the practices or conditions that exist in its jury program, 

it can proceed to isolate those areas which may require changes or 

modifications to improve the utilization of petit jurors. 

THE EFFECT OF THE SPEEDY TRIAL ACT OF 1974 ON JUROR USAGE 

The Speedy Trial Act sets specific time limits for indictment, 

arraignment and trial. The Act mandates perma.nent time limits of 30 days 

from arrest to indictment, ten days from indictment to arraignment, and sixty 

days from arraignment to trial that became effective on July 1, 1979. As a 

consequence of these imposed deadlines, the courts must choose between the 

necessity for speed and the need for the efficient administration of justice. 

For example, it is more efficient to summon grand jurors to hear evidence in at 

least two cases for a full day's work, rather than calling them in an hour at a 

time for individual cases. This is not a significant problem in large 

metropolitan courts. However, in a district which does not have a heavy 

criminal caseload, the U.S. Attorney cannot afford to wait to present two or 

three cases at one grand jury session because of the risk involved in not 

meeting speedy trial time requirements. Grand jUt'ors must be called in to hear 

evidence in a single case. Consequently gra.nd jury sessions in a district with a 

low criminal caseload will be "short" and not optimally efficient. 
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CHECK SHEET ON JUROR UTILIZATION FACTORS THAT MAY HAVE AN EFFECT ON THE 
JUROR USAGE INDEX 

POSITIVE FACTORS 

Good cooperation and communication be
tween judges and court personnel. 

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

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

The staggering of 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 -
70% or more of all jury trials. 

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

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

No highly publicized trials and few 
multiple defendant criminal cases. 

1 

I 
2 

! 
I 

4 

5 

6 

I 
7 

J 
I 
9 

lb 
I 

11 

b 
13 

I 
14 

ADVERSE FACTORS 

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

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

Each judge using his own, separate jury D 
panel 01' pool. 

All judges beginning jury selection at 0 
the same time and on the same day. 

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

Use of voir dire panels larger than ~ 
recommended. 

Use of civil juries of twelve or more 0 
members. 

Excessive use of peremptory challenges. c==J 

Allowing settlements or pleas to be r--l 
entered up to and during trials. L--J 

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

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

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

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

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

D 

D 

NOTE: Factors are randomly listed with no order as to significance. 
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This situation has affected national grand jury statistics. Indeed, the 

number of grand jury sessions convened nationally has increased 24.8 percent 

from 7,846 sessions in 1975 to 9,791 sessions in 1979. On the other hand the 

average number of hours per grand jury session has decreased slightly from 5.28 

hours in 1975 to 5.20 hours in 1979. More jurors were brought in for more grand 

jury sessions in 1979 than in any of the four previous years. We can expect this 

trend to continue. 

Petit juror usage is also affected by the time requirements of the Speedy 

Trial Act. The shorter the time limits the less efficient the use of jurors will 

be, particularly in smaller districts. Many jury selection techniques (such as 

multiple voir dire) which can be used by a small district to improve its use of 

jurors often must be by-passed in order to bring a criminal defendant to trial in 

a timely fashion. For example, if the time between arraignment and 

commencement of trial is running out, the district court summons a panel of 

jurors for the selection process, regardless of whether other cases can be 

scheduled for jury selection on that da~e. When jurors are summoned for only 

one case and the excess jurors cannot be used the same day for selection tn 

other cases, their time is wasted. 

Furthermore, the number of criminal filings in U.S. district courts is 

decreasing. The U.S. attorneys appear to be bringing their strongest cases to 

court. As a result, the percentage of guilty pleas is increasing and the number 

of cases going to trial is decreasing. Often it requires the presence of the jury 

to elicit a guilty plea from a defendant. These last minute changes of plea 

result in many jurors not used after being called for service. 

Further discussion of the effects of the Speedy Trial Act can be found in 

the "Third Report On the Implementation of the Speedy Trial Act of 197411 , 

Title I, published by the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts, dated 

September 29, 1978. 
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Section n 

JUROR COSTS 

Juror expenditures increased considerably in 1979 as a result of the new 

Jury Fee Regulations which went into effect on January 1, 1979. Payments to 

petit and grand jurors during the year ended June 30, 1979 totalled $25,594,000, 

a jump of 31 percent compared to the $19,520,800 paid to jurors in 1978. Of 

the total amount paid this past year, $18,863,500, or 73.7 percent was paid to 

petit jurors while $6,730,500, or 26.3 percent, was paid to grand jurors. 

The accompanying chart, "How Juror Dollars Were Spent In The Twelve 

Month Period Ended June 30, 1979," shows a breakdown of all juror 
expenditures into the various payment categories. 

HOW JUROR DOLLARS WERE SPENT 
IN THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1979 

Total Juror Expenditures: $25,594,000 
Grand Jury Expenditures: 6,730,500 
Petit Jury Expenditures: 18,863,500 

Attendance - 19.2% 

Attendance - 55.6% 
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Subsistence - 1.6% 

Mileage - 5.4% 

Other - 0.1% 

Other - 1.5% 



GRAND JUROR COSTS 

Grand juror payments increased 44.9 percent from $4,645,400 in 1978 to 

$6,730,500 in 1979. Grand juror payments are broken down into four categories 

with 73.2 percent of the total amount expended for juror attendance fees of 

$20 per juror per day from July 1, 1978 to December 31, 1978 and $30 per juror 

ger day starting January 1, 1979 (excluding federal e~ployees who do not 

receive this payment). Expenditures for sUbsistence equalled 6.0 percent of the 

total amount. Mileage and toll payments accounted for a substantial 20.6 

percent, or $1,389,000 of the total amount. The fourth category, "Other", 

shows mIscellaneous juror costs which totalled $12,700 in 1979. The average 

cost per grand jury session in 1979 was $687, and the average cost per grand 

juror day was $35. 

Grand Juror 
Payments 1975 

Total Payments $3,971,400 

Attendance •••••• 3,054,100 

Mileage ••••.•••• 702,900 

Subsistence ..••.•• 214,400 

Other· •••••••••• -

TABLE 12 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 

NATIONAL GRAND JUROR PAYMENTS 
FOR THE 12 MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1975-1979 

1976 1977 1978 1979 

$4,562,200 $4,992,400 $4,645,400 $6,730,500 

3,578,200 3,799,400 3,536,000 4,925,600 

846,600 912,700 847,100 1,389,000 

237,500 280,300 250,900 403,200 

- - 11,400 12,700 

."Other" miscellaneous payments for the comfort and convenience of grand jurors were available for the 
first time in 1978. 

30 

1979 over 1978 

Increase 
1 Percent 

Increase 

2,085,100 44.9 

1,389,600 39.3 

541,900 64.0 

152,300 6Q.7 

1,300 11.4 



DISTRICT 
":. 

TOTAL ALL DISTRICTS •••• " •• 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA •••••• 

FIRST CIRCUIT 

MAINE • t ••• •••• ••• •• •••• • 

MASSACHUSETTS ••••••• :> ••• 
NEW HAMPSHIRE ••••••••••• 
RHODE ISLAND •.•••••••.••• 
PUERTO RICO •••••••••••••• 

SECOND CIRCUIT 

CONNECTICUT ••••••••••••• 
NEW YORK, NORTHERN •••••• 
NEW YORK, EASTERN •••••••• 
NEW YORK, SOUTHERN •••••• 
NEW YORK, WESTERN 
VERMONT •••••••••••.••••• 

THIRD CIRCUIT 

DELAWARE •••••••••••••••• 
NEW JERSEY ................ 
PENNSYLVANIA, EASTERN •••• 
PENNSYLVANIA, MIDDLE ••••• 
PENNSYLVANIA, WESTERN •••• 
VIRGIN ISLANDS •••••••••••• 

FOURTH CIRCUIT 

MARyLAND ••••••••••••••• 
NORTH CAROLINA, EASTERN •• 
NORTH CAROLINA, MIDDLE ••• 
NORTH CAROLINA, WESTERN • 
SOUTH CAROLINA •••••••••• 
VIRGINIA, EASTERN ••••••••• 
VIRGINIA, WESTERN ••••••••• 
WEST VIRGINIA, NORTHERN ••• 
WEST VIRGINIA, SOUTHERN ••• 

FIFTH CIRCUIT 

ALABAMA, NORTHERN ••••••• 
ALABAMA, MIDDLE ••••••••• 
ALABAMA, SOUTHERN ••••••• 
FLORIDA, NORTHERN ....... 
FLORIDA, MIDDLE ........... 
FLORIDA, SOUTHERN •••••••• 
GEORGIA, NORTHERN ••••••• 
GEORGIA, MIDDLE •••••••••• 
GEORlGA, SOUTHERN •••••••• 
LOUISIANA, EASTERN •••••••• 
LOUISIANA, MIDDLE ••••••••• 
LOUISIANA, WESTERN ••••••• 
MISSISSIPPI, NORTHERN •••••• 
MISSISSIPPI, SOUTHERN •••••• 
TEXAS, NORTHERN ••••••••• 
TEXAS, EASTERN ••••••••••• 
TEXAS, SOUTHERN •••••••••• 
TEXAS, WESTERN ••••••••••• 
CANAL ZONE •••••••••••••• 

TABLE 13 
United States District Courts 

Grand Juror Expendit!!l'e Breakdown 
For the Year Ended June 30, 1979 

Percentage of Estimated Total 
Expenditure for: 

Est. Total 
Expenditures Attendance Subsistence Mileage 

~ 

$6,730,500 73.2 6.0 20.6 

277,300 94.1 0.1 5.8 

11,100 63.7 3.3 32.6 
202,600 78.1 0.0 21.9 

22,300 67.8 6.1 26.1 
28,200 89.4 0.0 10.6 
52,100 60.2 21.7 18.1 

94,300 79.3 0.1 20.4 
48,200 80.9 0.2 18.3 

364,700 85.6 0.0 14.3 
542,800 84.5 0.1 15.4 
101,700 82.7 0.0 14.8 

25,400 83.9 0.0 11.7 

2'7,600 78.2 0.0 21.0 
187,200 82.1 0.0 17.9 
246,300 76.7 1.6 21.7 

29,600 71.8 1.6 24.6 
107,500 73.3 6.3 20.3 

- 0.0 0.0 0.0 

151,500 70.2 0.7 29.0 
24,000 60.3 6.7 33.0 
24,600 66.8 10.0 23.1 
8,300 69.8 0.0 30.2 

24,100 52.5 16.2 31.3 
88,500 75.3 0.9 23.3 
32,100 45.5 22.6 24.4 
23,200 62.1 14.2 23.7 
46,900 79.1 1.11 18.3 

.-

61,900 60.4 16.5 23.1 
19,900 60.0 16.0 24.0 
13,900 64.5 16.4 19.1 
17,900 57.7 12.0 3(1.3 

128,400 69.5 9.1 21.4 
242,500 83.0 2.3 .14.6 
119,400 70.5 4.2 25.3 

61,530 44.1 34.6 21.3 
34,300 41.4 34.6 24.0 
88,600 76.2 0.0 23.7 
37,600 84.6 0.0 15.4 
86,500 48.0 32.2 19.7 
24,600 53.8 10.9 35.3 
28,900 47.3 31.7 21.0 
69,200 68.7 4.6 26.7 
31,600 65.5 7.5 26.3 

118,800 78.0 0.8 21.1 
102,500 78.0 0.5 20.8 

- 0.0 0.0 0.0 
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Other 

0.2 

0.0 

0.4 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

0.2 
0.6 
0.1 
0.0 
2.5 
4.4 

0.8 
0.0 
0.0 
2.0 
0.1 
0.0 

0.1 
0.0 
0.1 
0.0 
0.0 
0.5 
7.5 
0.0 
0.8 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.1 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.1 
0.0 
0.1 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.7 
0.1 
0.7 
0.0 



DISTRICT 

SIXTH CIRCUIT 

KENTUCKY, EASTERN ••••••• 
KENTUCKY, WESTERN ••••••• 
MICHIGAN, EASTERN •••••••• 
MICHIGAN, WESTERN •••••••• 
OHIO, NORTHERN ••••••••••• 
OHIO, SOUTHERN •••.••••••• 
TENNESSEE, EASTERN •• , •••• 
TENNESSEE, MIDDLE ............ 
TENNESSEE, WESTERN ••••••• 

SEVENTH CIiWUIT 

ILLINOIS, NORTHERN .••••••• 
ILLINOIS, CENTRAL .•••••••• 
ILLINOIS, SOUTHERN •••••••• 
INDIANA, NORTHERN ••••.••• 
INDIANA, SOUTHERN •••••••• 
WISCONSIN, EASTERN •••••••• 
WISCONSIN, WESTERN "" f ..... • 

EIGHTH CIRCUIT 

ARKANSAS, EASTERN •.•••••• 
AKRANSAS, WESTERN "" .' ...... 
IOWA, NORTHERN ................... 
IOWA, SOUTHERN ••.•••••••• 
MINNESOTA ••••••••••••••• 
MISSOURI, EASTERN •••.••••• 
MISSOURI, WESTERN ••••••••• 
NEBRASKA •••••••••••••••• 
NORTH DAKOTA •••••••••••• 
SOUTH DAKOTA •••••••••••• 

... 
NINTH CIRCUIT 

ALASKA •••••••••••••••••• 
ARIZONA ••••••••••••••••• 
CALIFORNIA, N"ORT8ERN •.••• 
CALIFORNIA, EASTERN ••.••• 
CALIFORNIA, CENTRAL •••••• 
CALIFORNIA, SOUTHERN ••••• 
HAWAll ••••••••••••••••••• 
IDAHO ..................................... 
MONTANA ................................ 
NEVADA .••••••••••••••••• 
OREGON •••••••••••••••••• 
WASHINGTON, EASTERN •••••• 
WASHINGTON, WESTERN 
GUAM ••••••••••••••••.••• 
NORTHERN MARIANA ISLANDS 

TENTH CIRCUIT 

COLORADO ........ f ...... • .......... 

KANSAS •••••••••.•••••••• 
NEW MEXICO •••••••••••••• 
OKLAHOMA, NORTHERN ., ••• 
OKLAHOMA,EASTERN ••••••• 
OKLAHOMA, WESTERN ••••••• 
UTAH •••••••••••••••••••• 
WyOMING ••••••••••••••••• 

TABLE 13 
United States District Courts 

Grand Juror Expenditure Breakdown 
For the Year Ended June 30, 1979 

{Continued} 

Percentage of Estimated Total 
Expenditure for: 

Est. Total 
Expenditures Attendance Subsistence Mileage 

$40,800 74.3 0.0 25.1 
32,200 71.9 0.0 28.1 

198,100 73.7 0.1 26.0 
36,600 61.6 6.5 31.9 

142,400 70.2 4.4 25.3 
60,900 69.8 4.0 26.1 

8,900 74.1 0.0 25.9 
43,000 64.0 0.5 34.1 
58,900 81.6 0.0 18.4 

281,100 81.7 0.2 18.1 
26,300 69.2 3.1 26.5 
52,700 51.3 21.2 27.5 
65,000 44.B 28.3 26.8 
63,500 55.6 21.5 22.9 
60,400 65.5 12.6 21.5 
46,000 43.2 28.1 28.7 

23,700 51.4 21.2 26.8 
21,200 39.9 28.4 31.7 
24,200 62.6 10.7 26.7 
13,100 74.3 2.9 22.8 
51,500 65.2 16.4 18.4 
45,000 73.6 4.1 22.3 
63,000 61.0 13.8 25.2 
25,100 54.0 21.2 24.B 
19,900 41.9 30.a 28.0 
29,200 39.7 2B.2 32.1 

35,100 32.S 33.7 33.3 
102,100 73.1 8.6 17.2 
123,BOO 70.9 6.3 22.7 

61,900 60.9 8.8 29.1 
230,900 77.0 1.7 21.2 

90,900 80.4 0.3 19.2 
17,400 71.7 4.1 23.7 
38,700 41.5 24.3 34.2 
14,500 43.& 30.9 26.1 
60,600 88.3 1.5 10.1 
59,500 57.1 25.3 17.6 
22,900 44.4 19.8 35.7 
42,100 71.6 3.6 24.8 
5,400 89.3 0.0 1D.7 

0.0 0.0 0.0 

54,000 54.6 25.6 19.B 
20,400 60.3 13.5 26.2 
29,900 56.0 16.4 27.6 
14,600 75."7 0.0 24.3 
22,400 47.6 25.B 26.6 
38,300 65.2 13.4 21.4 
13,700 74.7 4.B 19.6 
12,200 97.1 1.0 1.9 
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Other 

0.6 
0.0 
0.2 
0.0 
0.1 
0.1 
0.0 
1.4 
0.0 

0.0 
1.2 
0.0 
0.1 
0.0 
0.4 
0.0 

0.6 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.1 
0.0 

0.2 
1.1 
0.1 
1.2 
0.1 
0.1 
0.5 
0.0 
0.0 
0.1 
0.0 
0.1 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.9 
0.0 



PETIT JUROR COSTS 

Payments of approximately $18,863,500 were made to petit jurors in 

1979. This figure is 26.8 percent more than the total payments of $14,875,400 

for the year ended June 30, 1978. The petit juror payments are divided into 

four categories with 75.5 percent of the total amount expended for juror 

attendance fees of $20 and $30 per juror per day excluding federal employees. 

Subsistence payments of $563,900 equalled 3.0 percent of the total amount. 

Mileage and tolls accounted for 19.5 percent of the total amount while 2.0 

percent 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 cost per petit juror per day in 1979 was approximately $33, while 

the cost per jury trial day was $654. 

Petit Juror 
Payments 

1'otol Po)!ments 

Attendance """ 

Mileage, , ••••••• 

SubsIstence •••• ,. 

Other .••••••••• 

TABLE 14 
UNITED STA'fSS DISTRICT COURTS 

NATIONAL PETIT JUROR PAYMENTS 
FOR THE 12 MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1975-1979 

1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 

$13,853,200 $15,594,800 $15,282,800 $14,875,400 $18,863,500 

10,716,000 12,057,700 11,600,800 11,283,000 14,241,900 

2,294,900 2,623,100 2,597,500 2,525,200 3,675,100 

• 330,000 398,200 355,100 359,400 563,900 

512,300 515,800 729,400 707,800 382,600 

33 

1979 over 1978 

I Percent 
Increase Increase 

(Decrease) (Decrease) 

$3,988,100 ~ 

2,958,900 26,2 

1,149,900 45.5 

204,500 56.9 

(325,200) (45.9) 



DISTRICT 

TOTAL ALL DISTRICTS ••••••• 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA •••••• 

FIRST CIRCUIT 

MAINE ••••••••••••••••••• 
MASSACHUSETTS ••••.•••••• 
NEW HAMPSHIRE •• , •••••••• 
RHODE ISLAND ••.•••••••••• 
PUERTO RICO •••••••••••••• 

SECOND CIRCiJ1T 

CONNECTICUT •••••••••.••• 
NEW YORK, NORTHERN ••.••• 
NEW YORK, EASTERN •••••••• 
NEW YORK, SOUTHERN •••••• 
NEW YORK, WESTERN ....... 
VERMONT •••••••••••••.•••• 

THIRD CIRCUIT 

DELAWARE •••••••••••••••. 
!JEW JERSEY ••••.•••••••••• 
PENNSYLVANIA, EASTERN •.•• 
PENNSYLVANIA, MIDDLE ••.•• 
PENNSYLVANIA, WESTERN •••• 
VIRGIN ISLANDS •••••••••••• 

FOURTH CIRCUIT 

MARyLAND •••••.•••••••.• 
NORTH CAROLINA, EASTERN •• 
NORTH CAROLINA, MIDDLE ••• 
NORTH CAROLINA, WESTERN • 
SOUTH CAROLINA •••••••••• 
VIRGINIA, EASTERN •••••.••• 
VIRGINIA, WESTERN •••••••.• 
WEST VIRGINIA, NORTHERN ••• 
WEST VIRGINIA, SOUTHERN ••• 

FIFTH CIRCUIT 

ALABAMA, NORTHERN ••••••• 
ALABAMA, MIDDLE ••••••••• 
ALABAMA, SOUTHERN .•••••• 
FLORIDA, NORTHERN ••••••• 
FLORIDA, MIDDLE •••••••••• 
FLORIDA, SOUTHERN ••••.••• 
GEORGIA, NORTHERN ••••••• 
GEORGIA, MIDDLE ••••.••••• 
GEORGIA, SOUTHERN •••••••• 
LOUISIANA, EAS'rERN .•.••••• 
LOUISIANA, MIDDLE ••••••••• 
LOUISIANA, WESTERN ••••••• 
MISSISSIPPI, NORTHERN •••••• 
MISSISSIPPI, SOUTHERN •••••• 
TEXAS, NORTHERN ......... 
TEXAS, EASTERN ••....••••• 
TEXAS,SOUTHERN •••••••••. 
TEXAS, WESTERN ••••••••••• 
CANAL ZONE •••••••••••••• 

TABLE 15 
United States District Courts 

Petit Juror Expenditure Breakdown 
For the Year Ended June 30, 1979 

Percentage of Estimated Total 
Expenditure for: 

Est. Total 
Expenditures Attendance Subsistence M!leage 

$18,863,500 75.5 3.0 19.5 

471,200 52.0 6.7 2.8 

44,000 65.6 3.4 28.9 
392,000 75.5 0.0 21.1 

70,600 64.7 3.5 30.2 
114,300 82.7 0.0 13.1 
250,200 54.3 26.1 12.5 

116,200 84.0 0.0 14.2 
82,000 80.0 0.0 19.3 

837,800 82.0 0.0 14.5 
1,277,200 82.3 0.0 14.5 

185,700 81.6 0.1 14.6 
78,000 77.5 0.2 16.1 

55,000 66.1 0.0 16.7 
420,800 64.8 2.2 13.0 

1,326,800 68.5 2.0 20.7 
135,100 72.0 0.7 24.5 
428,800 71.3 7.5 19.2 
162,000 78.9 0.0 2.0 

360,600 69.6 1.5 26.9 
86,700 76.7 0.0 22.3 
77,000 62.9 7.3 29.1 
68,200 81.9 0.0 18.1 

217,800 59.4 8.6 28.9 
125,200 77.5 0.4 20.9 

60,900 70.6 0.1 20.8 
60,800 79.7 0.8 18.9 
87,800 74.9 3.8 20.2 

212,200 57.5 11.2 27.2 
101,100 56.0 11.7 29.8 
134,100 57.6 8.8 14.5 

73,800 74.7 2.1 29.8 
312,700 74.0 1.7 23.4 
538,400 78.8 4.0 14.3 
333,200 77.5 0.4 21.7 

84,200 77.4 1.2 19.5 
136,200 70.5 2.1 18.0 
332,100 76.4 1.3 21.2 
15,800 69.6 0.0 29.8 

181,000 67.7 0.5 17.0 
91,200 60.7 5.1 33.2 

161,200 67.7 3.6 21.7 
328,100 82.7 0.5 16.8 
130,900 74.3 0.6 25.1 
522,200 15.9 0.4 21.6 
288,200 80.1 0.1 18.1 
12,900 99.0 0.0 1.0 
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-
Other 

2.0 

38.5 

2.1 
3.4 
1.6 
4.2 
7.1 

1.8 
0.7 
3.5 
3.2 
3.7 
6.2 

17.2 
20.0 
8.8 
2.8 
2.0 

19.1 

2.0 
1.0 
0.7 
0.0 
3.1 
1.2 
8.5 
0.6 
1.1 

4.1 
2.5 

19.1 
2.5 
0.9 
2.9 
0.4 
1.9 
9.4 
1.1 
0.6 

14.8 
1.0 
7.0 
0.0 
0.0 
2.1 
1.7 
0.0 



DISTRICT 

SIXTH CIRCUIT 

KENTUCKY, EASTERN ....... 
KENTUCKY, WESTERN •••.... 
MICHIGAN, EASTERN •••••••• 
MICHIGAN, WESTERN •••••••• 
OHIO, NORTHERN •••..••..•• 
OHIO, SOUTHERN •••••..••.• 
TENNESSEE, EASTERN ••••••• 
TENNESSEE, MIDDLE ........ 
TENNESSEE, WESTTERN .••••. 

SEVENTH CIRCUIT 

ILLINOIS, NORTHERN .••••••• 
ILLINOIS, CENTRAL •••.••... 
ILLINOIS, SOUTHERN .••••••. 
INDIANA, NORTHERN •••••••• 
INDIANA, SOUTHERN •••••... 
WISCONSIN, EASTERN ..•••..• 
WISCONSIN, WESTERN ....... 

EIGHTH CIRCUIT 

ARKANSAS, EASTERN .•.••.•• 
AKRANSAS, WESTERN .............. 
IOWA, NORTHERN .......... 
IOWA, SOUTHERN ••••••••••• 
MINNESOTA •••••••....•.•• 
MISSOURI, EASTERN ••••• , ••• 
MISSOURI, WESTERN ••••••.•• 
NEBRASKA •••••.•••••••••• 
NORTH DAKOTA ••..•••.••.• 
SOUTH DAKOTA •••••••••••• 

NINTH CIRCUIT 

ALASKA ••••••.•••••••••.• 
ARIZONA ••••••••.•••••... 
CALIFORNIA, NORTHERN ••••• 
CALIFORNIA, EASTERN •••••• 
CALIFORNIA, CENTRAL •••••• 
CALIFORNIA, SOUTHERN ••••• 
HA W An •...•••••..•••.•••• 
IDAHO ................... 
MONTANA ................ 
·NEVADA •.•••••••••••••..• 
OREGON •..••••.•..••••••• 
WASHING'I'ON, EASTERN •••••• 
WASHINGTON, WESTERN ..... 
GUAM ••••••••••••.••••.•. 
NORTHERN MARIANA ISLANDS 

TENTH CIRCUIT 

COLORADO ............... 
KANSAS ••.••••••••••••••• 
NEW MEXICO ••••.•..••••.• 
OKLAHOMA, NORTHERN ••••• 
OKLAHOMA,EASTERN ••••••• 
OKLAHOMA, WESTERN ••••••• 
UTAH •••••••••••••••••••• 
WyOMING ••••••••••••••••• 

TABLE 15 
United States District Courts 

Peti t Juror Expenditure Breakdown 
For the Year Ended June 30, 1979 

(Continued) 

Percentage of Estimated Total 
Expenditure for: 

Est. Total 
Expenditures Attendance Subsistence Mileage 

,$165,200 76.7 0.3 21.9 
130,600 78.7 1.0 19.5 
698,700 75.8 0.4 21.6 
138,300 61.8 8.4 27.2 
303,100 69.7 1.6 24.4 
140,300 75.2 1.6 19.1 

80,100 77.4 0.1 22.0 
128,0{){) 78.6 0.0 19.5 
153,300 84.1 13.4 2.5 

638,100 81.0 0.5 15.9 
105,500 74.1 1.5 20.7 
110,500 63.4 3.0 31.7 
163,300 75.0 1.5 14.7 
122,200 72.2 0.1 24.5 
139,300 73.3 0.8 12.5 

60,300 75.6 0.6 22.6 

135,100 73.1 2.3 21.5 
98,600 77.8 1.5 19.5 
46,000 58.7 15.2 24.6 

107,100 71.1 2.7 24.1 
232,600 75.2 5.0 17.2 
144,100 80.0 0.7 18.5 
103,200 78.4 2.7 18.9 
143,500 63.1 13.3 23.0 

92,000 58.8 14.9 24.9 
105,500 60.9 9.0 28.9 

74,300 54.9 25.3 17.3 
229,200 80.0 1.6 14.4 
523,700 75.7 1.5 20.4 
101,500 69.7 2.9 25.3 
514,200 71.9 1.4 21.2 
.272,000 81.1 0.5 16.1 

49,200 70.9 3.4 17.3 
48,900 71.6 4.2 22.9 
66,100 67.0 15.0 17.3 

128,400 79.8 2.6 15.7 
110,400 78.3 1.3 17.9 

36,400 74.6 6.4 16.8 
148,100 77.4 1.7 18.0 

11,200 89.2 0.0 7.9 
13,300 95.4 0.0 4.6 

237,900 71.6 8.0 19.0 
115,600 76.7 2.3 20.9 
186,800 61.1 13.5 24.3 

55,600 74.6 1.2 23.0 
62,000 62.3 9.6 27.9 

117,500 77.4 0.3 20.9 
126,600 74.5 6.1 17.3 

28,000 74.8 4.7 18.5 
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2.6 
4.3 
4.1 
0.5 
1.9 
0.0 

2.6 
3.7 
1.9 
8.8 
3.2 

13.4 
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4.0 
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2.1 
5.5 
2.3 
3.4 
1.3 
0.7 
1.9 
2.5 
2.2 
2.9 
2.9 
0.0 

1.4 
0.1 
1.1 
1.2 
0.2 
1.4 
2.1 
2.0 
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JUROR USAGE PROFILE 
1 

L-1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

I' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

T~tal~ ,,' 'Selected Not Sel~cted, 
Available, ' ,or Challenged '~ Serving or 

I:. ' 
" 

,Seniing . . Challenged 

3 4 5 6 

100% 7 % 8 % 9 % 

15 16 17 18 19 

" TOTAL.;, ",elVlt' CRIMINAL. 
,. , 

% % 

"- JURY, TRIALS 

NUMBER ,OF GRAND JURIES 
" 

Total No. On 
Nb\ Impaneled Nb.Di?qharged in. Existence .', July1,1978 

25 26 27 28 

30 31 32 33 
'-

, '.' 
Sessions Jurorsin Hours in Avg. Jutors 

Conilened . Session' Sess!clh per Session 
~~ 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

10 

20 

TOTAL 

. No.On 
JulY 1',1979 

29 

34 

Avg. Hours 
perSession 

~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS LZ.J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per 
TOTAL Trial 

Dav 

~ 11 12 

Not Selected, Serving ~ 14 
or Challenged ~ 

21 22 23 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

, 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

35 36 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

"\ 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

13 

24 
% 

./ 

" 
Per 

Ju~~r Da 
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HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
'''I 

"".' " 

YEAR 
,jURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED "Number .% Cr1rninal' % Not % Selected Juror Total Number of Number of Averaye 
JUNE 30 . of J\lrY ,JUlY Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 

Trials," Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened Session Hours per 
Ch lIenged Juries Session 

1975 " ~~ 

.~: , ' 

,c ,,' 

, 

1976 .' 

!.r 

'-, 38 .... 'J 
39 -1977 ~" ' 

,. - ',. 

1978 

't_,~ 

\.. 
1979 ~lf ~~, 

" ./ 

3.6 



Sectionm 
JUROR USAGE PROFILES 

EXPLANATION OF ENTRIES 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, 1979 (does not include senior judges). 

$ Total number of petit jurors in court and paid, whether "selected or 
serving", "challenged!l, or !lnot selected, serving or challenged". -

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

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

6 Total number of petit jurors in court who were neither selected for nor 
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 year, 
by the total number of jury trial days per 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 and 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 #9). 

15 Total number of civil and criminal jury trials. This information is derived 
from the JS-l0, the Monthly-Report of Trials and Other Court Activity. 

16 Total number of civil jury trials. 

17 Percentage of civil jury trials (based on box #16). 
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Sectionm 
JUROR USAGE PROFILES 

(Continued) 

18 Total number of criminal jury trials. 

19 Percentage of c:riminal jury trials (based on box #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 box #21). 

23 Total number of criminal jury trial days. 

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

25 Total number of grand juries that were in existence for one or more 
months during the past year (July 1, 1978 through June 30, 1979). 

26 Total number of grand juries in existence on July 1, 1978. 

27 Total number of grand juries impaneled or brought into existence at some 
time between July 1, 1978 and June 30, 1979. 

28 Total number of grand juries which either were discharged by the court or 
which had served the 18-month statutory period and ceased to exist at 
some time between July 1, 1978 and June 30, 1979. 

29 Total number of grand juries in existence on June 30, 1979. 

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

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

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

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

38 



Sectionm 
JUROR USAGE PROFILES 

(Continued) 

34 Arrived a.t by dividing the number of hours in session (box #32) by the 
number of sessions convened (box #30). This gives the average number of 
hours for each convened session. 

35 Total estimated expenditure for all grand jurors' expenses. Included are 
attendance, subsistence, mileage and toll costs, and miscellaneous 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 the year ended 
June 30, 1975 through 1979. 

39 A comparison of selected gNmd juror data, 1975 - 1979. 

COMMENT: A statement is provided for those districts reporting various 
occurrences in the operation of their jury system which have had an effect on 
their utilization statistics. This information is derived from the JS-ll and llG 
monthly reports. 

39 



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

.. ~~,~, 

" 
-i 

. -; . I 

.... , 

~ 
, I 

.. 

! 

~ .. 
... & .. 

--



P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

MAINE 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

Total Selected Not Selected, 
Available or Challenged Serving or 

Serving Challenged 

1,058 760 150 148 

100 % 71. 8 % 14.2 % 14.0 % 

21 11 52.4 10 47.6 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

16.79 

63 
TOTAL 

~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS L.LJ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dav Dav 

44,000 698 42 

Not Selected, Serving $ 6 200 
or Challenged , 

40 63.5 23 36.5 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

'., JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

/ 

"-

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1975 

1976 

1977 

1978 

1979 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No. Discharged 

No.On 
in Existence July 1, 1978 July 1, 1979 

4 2 2 2 2 

14 272 79 19.4 5.64 

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

USAGE STATISTICS 

JURY TRIALS 

Number 
of Jury 
Trials 

% Criminal 
Jury 

Trials 

30 53.3 

20 80.0 

10,'70.0 

18 72.2 

21 47.6 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

3.3 

3.8 

33.9 

7.8 

14.0 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

82.2 

83.1 

54.0 

74.1 

71. 8 

JurOr 
Usage 
Index 

15.67 

17.69 

24.03 

17.16 

16.79 

Total 
Number of 

Grand 
Juries 

2 

2 

4 

3 

4 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
""\ 

Per Per TOTAL Juror 
Session Dav 

$ 11,100 793 41 
L 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of 
Sessions 

Convened 

11 

14 

14 

21 

14 

Number of 
Hours in 
Session 

68 

83 

88 

123 

79 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 

Session 

6.18 

5.93 

6.29 

5.86 

5.64./ 

COMMENT: This district, despite several juror days lost to travel because of inclement 
weather or lack of public transportation, recorded an efficient Juror Usage Index 
(J.U.I.) of 16.79 in 1979, down from 17.16 in 1978. Use Qf the multiple voir dire 
technique in selecting jurors and small panels has enabled Maine to consistently show a 
minimum number of jurors in the category of not selected, serving, or challenged. 
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MASSACHUSETTS 
JUROR USAGE PROFI LE 

LlJ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total l?elected Not Selected,'" USAGE 

AVailabl~ 
or Challenged 'Serving or, INDEX 

'serVing ''.0 ' Challenged 

10,374 7,144 915 2,315 
18.17 

100 % 68.9 % 8.8 % 22.3 % 

107 43 40.2 64 59.8 571 

t, TOTAL I CIVil I % I CRIMiNAL % 
JURY TRIALS 

TOTAL 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
, No. Impaneled Nb.Qischilrged· 

No.,On 
in Existence July 1 ; 1978 " July 1, 1919 

17 10 7 7 10 

329 6,424 1,557 19.5 4.73 

Sessions 
J) 

'(, Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours 
Convened ,. Session Session per Session per Session 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURYTFUALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

,,' 

ENDED Number '.' % Not Total 

, 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS Ll:.Qj 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

392,000 687 38 

Not Selected, Serving $ B 7 400 
or ChalleT)Red , 

174 30.5 397 69.5 

CiVil % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

, 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

202,600 616 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

% 

~ 

" 
Per 

Juror 
Day 

32 

'I 

Average 
% Criminal, % Selected Juror Number of Number of 

JUNE 30 'ofJury JurY Selected, or Usage Number of Sessfons Hours in r Numberof 
Serving or Grand Hours per 

"-

1.' Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session 
'.' 

" 1975 
110· 69.1 22.1 66.0 17.62 10, 2.7'4 1,411 5.15 

.... 
.~ ! 

1976 " .,15:7; 7'4.5:, 21.6 6B.4 .. 1B.54 13 ,', ;':., 2.10 1,055: 5 •• 02 

1977 16,~ 58 .. 0. 16.3- 71. 0 16.07 14' 230 1,082 4'.70 

1978 11.6 72.4. 20.0 67.7 18.42 14 2'4·9. 1,,173. 4'. 7'1 

1979 10,1 5.9 •. 8 22.3 6B.9 1B.17 IT 329 1,5:57 4'.73.: 
':, 

CO~lMENT: This district continue.s its practice of calli-ng ;'n prospective jurors at the 
start of the,ir term of service for orientation. This procedure r:esu1ts in large numbers 
of unused jurors at the courthouse which has a negatfve effect on juror usage statistics. 
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NEW HAMPSHIRE 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

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

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

SeJected USAGE Per Per Total 
Available or Challenged 

Not Selected, 
Serving or !NDEX TOTAL Trial Juror 

P 
E 
T 
I 

T 

2,059 

100 % 

Serving 

1,329 

64.5 % 

Challenged 

304 426 

14.8 % 20.7 

Day Day 

15.48 
$ 70,600 531 34 I 

% Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Chal!en!jed • 14[600 

28 24 85.7 4 14.3 133 113 85.0 20 15 0 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

"- JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No.Discharged 

No.On 
in Existence July1,1978 JuTyi,1979 

Per TOTAL Juror 
Session 

G 
R 
A 
1\1 
D 

"-

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1975 

1976 

1977 

1978 

2 1 1 1 1 

31 577 177 18.6 5.71 
-

Sessions ~ Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours 
Convelled' Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total 
of Jury Jury Selected, Usage Number of 

Serving or or Grand Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index JUries 

36 11.1 14.4 72.2 13.22 2 

51 19.6 17.1 68.2 14.75 2 

37 16.2 23.5 58.8 18.10 1 

17 52 . .9 29.1 53.0 25.26 2 

Dav 

~ 22,300 719 39 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number,of 
Sessions Hours in 

Convened Session 

5 33 

7 35 
" 

11 57 

12 I 61 

Average 
Numberbf 
Hours p~!r 
Session!, 

6.60 

5.,00 

5.18 

5.08 

"" 

1979 28 14.3 20.7 64.5 15.48 2 31 177 5.71....; \... 

COMMENT: The practice of calling large panels of jurors to the courthouse primarily for 
"Instructions" has a considerable impact on this district's statistics. In 1979, a total 
of 288 (67.6%) of the 426 jurors in the category of not selected, serving, or challenged 
were jurors unused on four "Jury Instructi on" days. 
The number of jury trials in New Hampshire rose from only 17 in 1978 to 28 in 1979. 
Criminal jury trials decreased to only 4, representing 14.3 precent of all jury trials 
in the district. 
There was an increase in grand jury activity in New Hampshire in 1979. The two grand 
juries in existence averaged 15.5 sessions each compared to only 6 sessions per grand 
jury in 1978. 
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RHODE ISLAND 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

LJ:J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS t..1-1 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

r 

"-

"-

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1975 

1976 

1977 

1978 

1979 
\., 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Total SelElcted 
, Challenged 

Not Sa lected, USAGE 

Available or Senling or: INDEX 
Serving Challenged 

3,713 3,034 456 223 
16.58 

100 % 81. 7 % 12.3 % 6.0 % 

35 18 51. 4 17 4B.6 224 

TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL' % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total ' No,On 
, 

No.On 
. in Existence Ju1Y,l,1978 

No, Impaneled No\Oischarged July 1; 1979 

4 2 2 1 3 

42 872 260 20.8 6.19 

Sessions JUrorS in , Hours in Avg.Juror~ Avg.Hours 
Convenecl ' Session Session .. per Session\ per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

Ji,JIW TRIp;LS:. PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

%Not Total 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day , 
114,300 510 31 

Not Selected, Serving $ 6 900 
or Challellged , 

116 51. 8 lOB 

.CIVll % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

28,200 671 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JlJROR UTILIZATION 

48.2 
% 

.I 

" 
Per 

Juror 
Dav 

32 

" 
Average Number %Crim,inal % Selected Juror Number of Number of 

of Jury . Jury Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 

lria.ls Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened Session' Hoursper 
Challenged JUries Session 

, , 

19"i' 57.'9 16.3 78.4 12.54 4 38 ·208 5.47 
.,;,c., I 

" 36'J. 52.8 19.5 72.5 15.68 4 , 40 212 5.30 

·1, ,\~~'~ .. 

.25 60.d 12.7 77.5 15.58 3 37 219, 5.92 
r, " 38 ,', 39.5 10.1 82.9 13.86 4 43 270 6.28 

'" 
( " 

<-

, ·.35, 48:'.·6 . 6.0 81. 7 16.58 4 42 260 6.19./ 

COMMENT: During 1979 only 6 percent of all prospective jurors assembled at the court
house were not selected, serving, or challenged. There are several reasons for the 
courtls efficient use of jurors. Juries for several cases are selected on the first day 
of each week; cases are closely monitored to determine if a settlement is imminent; a 
backup case is always available so that a jury can be selected if the scheduled case 
fail s to go to tri a 1; and fi na lly, a code-a-phone is used to noti fy jurors not to report 
when a case is postponed at the last minute. 
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PUERTO RICO 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

L1:J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) ~IUDGESHIPS LLJ 
r 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

ESTIMAIED COSTS 

Selected USAGE Per Per Total Not Selected; 
Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror 

Serving Challenqed Day Day 

5,313 2,609 686 2,018 22.71 
, 250,200 1069 47 

100 % 49.1% 12.9 % 38.0 % Not Selected, Serving $ 95 100 
or ChallenQed , 

P 
E 
T 
I 

T 
47 22 46.8 25 53.2 234 114 48.7 120 51. 3 

TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVil %~ CRIMINAL % 

'- JURY TRIALS I JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ ',--
r 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS 
, 

Per Per TOTAL Juror 
Session 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled ' No. Discharged 

No.On 
in Existence July 1, 1978 July 1,1979 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/' 

'-

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1975 

1976 

1977 

1978 

~ 

5 4 1 2 3 

46 917 237 19.9 5.15 

Sessions Jurors in " Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours 
Colivened Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number % Criminal %Not % Selected Juror Total 

of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage \')lumber of 

Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Juries 

-, 

60 31.7 33.5 51.5 19.33 3 
, 

56 58.9 49.0 35.0 31.32 3 

59 47.5 43.0 43.3 25.08 .3 

46, 50.0,: 41. 4 44.5 24.09 5 

Dav , 
52,100 1133 57 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 

Convened ~;~, Session . 

29 185 
;~. J 

44 
"-

270' 

39 230 
,. 

52 330 

Average 
Number of 
Hours.per 

Session 

6.38 

,6 •. 14 
c 

5.90 

6.35 

-, 

1979 47 53.2 38.0 49.1 22.71 5 4'6 237 . 5.15...1 '-

COMMENT: In Puerto Rico qualified prospective jurors are summoned to appear before a 
judge at a special venire session to determine if they possess a sufficient command of 
the English language to serve on a jury. Jurors in travel status, who were not avail
able to the court for voir dire, and jurors brought in solely for orientation accounted 
for 44 percent of the 2,018 jurors reported as not selected, serving, or challenged in 
1979. 

Puerto Rico, also experienced several notorious trials which offset most benefits from 
efficient utilization practices used by this district and should be considered when 
reviewing this district's profile. 
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CONNECTICUT 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Serving Challenged 

3,657 2,706 632 319 17.01 
100 % 74.0 % 17.3 % 8.7 % 

63 40 63.5 23 36.5 215 
TOTAL CIVIL O! CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

/ 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No. On 
No. Impaneled No.Dischar~ed 

No.On 
in EXistence July 1, 1978 July 1, 1979 

13 6 7 2 11 

134 2,638 751 19.7 5.60 
Sessions jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours 

Convened Session Session per Session per Session 

" USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPAR ISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED % Not Total 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS L2....J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

~ 116,200 540 32 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challen~ed 10,100 

150 69.8 65 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

$ 
L 94,300 704 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

30.2 
% 

~ 

"" 
Per 

Juror 
Day 

36 

Average 

! 

Number % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Number of 
JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, 

or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 
Serving or Grand Hours per Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session 

1975 76 42.1 9.0 71. 8 16.70 8 85 510 6.00 

1976 66 57.6 10.0 75.3 19.15 5 66 377 5.71 

1977 98 53.1 8.7 70.7 21. 59 11 102 623 6.11 

1978 31 48.4 6.8 86.1 15.08 10 68 349 5.13 

\... 1979 63 36.5 8.7 74.0 17.01 13 134 751 5.60 
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P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

NEW YORK NORTHERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

LAJ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

2,604 1,412 193 999 

100 % 7.4 % 38.4 % 

35 21 14 40.0 
, .... ,' . TbTAL :,·dVII... . %.ICRIM!NAL ,.% 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

19.29 

135 
TOTAL' .' 

~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS L3-1 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

82,000 607 31 

Not Selected, Serving $. I~ 
or Challel"lRed 31 • 5 0 

78 57.8 57 42.2 
" u %; CIVIL , % CRIMINAL, 

'- JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS "'\ 

Per .... , ,;.<., ,;Total ','. 
, , ,i"-'E~isteo~ 

No:.On., i ' . .•.. '. '. ,,"No. On 
J~IY 1, 1978"t'Jo.I,mp~neled •• N,b.plscharged, July 1, 1~79 TOTAL Per Juror 

Session 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1975 

1976 

1977 

1978 

1979 

8 2 

72 1,449 

'\~lission~' "jl.irors .in 
,Con\lenl!(j.~ .' , "Session, 

6 

308 
.,.- "1'1' .-, ". 

, oursm . 
Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

4 

20.1 

Avg. Jurors 
per Session 

" 

4 

4.28 

Avg. Hqurs 
perSe~!lion 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION' , 

".' • N~mi:le; . '%Crimin!1I 
:'t>fJW'y . .• '.Ill!\' . :' 
, Trial~ .' .•. : ., ..•....•• ~. Tri~lr ' ... ' 

--
%Not % Selected Juror Total,· 

Selected, Numoer of 
Serving or or Usage Grand Serving ; Index Challenged 

l Juries 
.•.... :.:' .-

, 

' . 

Day , 
48,200 669 33 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUFlOR UTILIZATiON 
'. 

Number of 1,I\Jumberof 
. Sessions : Hours in 
Convened :;\ .Session 

jf, 

,f~~:l :~\ 

i 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
. Session 
i.' 

' ';, " 

• ·.··'24 ., .. ,.' 50,.0 24.2 64.8' 17.56 .. , 6··, . 57 233 .... 4.09 
:«"," 

I, 
, 

.' 

.' , 

,l8 . '. 83.~· 23.0 66.1 18.17 7 " ' ~~7 2 281 3.90, 

45.6 46.3 23.74 7 6.3 ", 
269' 4.27 

" 

33.9 57.0 22.38 6 I. 58 
'., 

28z 4.86' ,. '.e 

.~ ... ..' 
:-

38.4 54.2 19.29 8, 72 308 --
.. 4.28..1 ,";35' 40:.0 

COMMENT: A large percentage (38.4%) of the jurors available to this district were 
reported as not selected, servi,ng, or challenged. This was due in part to several 
settlements, pleas and continuances made at the last minute after jury panels had 
reported for duty and the pra'ctice of holding juror orientation days throughout the 
year. These factors hinder effective juror usage and should be considered when 
reviewing the data for this district. 
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P 
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T 
I 
T 

NEW YORK EASTERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Serving Challenged 

28,449 16,799 4,830 6,820 19.83 

100 % 59.0 % 17.0% 24.0 % 

232 102 44.0 130 56.0 1,435 

TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

837,800 584 29 

Not Selected, Serving $ 2 01 100 
or Challenged ' 

606 42.2 829 57.8 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

" JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS ~ 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/' 

\.. 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1975 

1976 

1977 

1978 

\. 1979 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Tota! No.onl No. Impaneled No. Discharged No.On 
in Existence 

J"'Y~~'9l 
July 1,1979 

48 26 20 28 

686 13,613 2,773 19.8 4.04 

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

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number % Criminal %Not % Selected Juror Total ,r 
of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Numberol~~ 

Serving or Grand 'f Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries 1,' 

196 64.3 23.9 60.9 20.62 30 

213 74.2 27.1 59.6 22.09 33 

216 60.6 32.9 , 53.7 23.04 35 

210 64;8 29.4 55.9 22.37 40 ,,/ 

,232 56.0 24.0 59.0 19.83 48 

" ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror 

Session Dav 

~ 364,700 532 27 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTiliZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 

Convened Session 

458 2,108 

538 2,54;6 

477 2,042 
" 

573 2,453, 

6'86 2,773 

Avera,ge 
NOmberof ' 
Hours per 

Session ',. 

4.60 

4.73 

4.28 

4 ~,28 
\\--0-

'~,~, 
4. 4../ 

COMMENT: The number of grand juries in existence increased 20% from 40 in 1978 to 48 in 
1979. This district reported more grand juries in existence during 1979 than any other 
district. On the average each grand jury held 14 four-hour sessions in '1979. 
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D 

/' 

NEW YORK SOUTHERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFI LE 

LlJ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected NotSelected, USAGE 

'Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX 
::\ Serving Challenged 

45,075 23,622 7,235 14,218 23.07 

100 % 52.4 % 16.1 % 31.5 % 

354 204 57.6 150 42.4 1,954 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

T6tal No.On 
No. Impaneled No.Discharged , No,Qn 

in Existence July1,1978 July 1,1979 

47 28 19 18 29 

979 19,738 4,329 20.2 4.42 

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

"- LJSAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
" 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ::.\ 

ENDED % Not Total 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$ 
1 1 ,277,200 654 28 

Not Selected, Serving $ 402 300 
or Challenaed , 

807 41. 3 1,147 
CIVIL % CRIMiNAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

, 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

542,800 554 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

58.7 
% 

./ 

"" 
Per 

Juror 
Dav 

28 

'\ 

Average Number % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Number of 
JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 

...... 

" 

Trials Trials Serving or Serving Ind,ex Grand Convened Session Hours per 
Challenged Juries Session 

J 

1975 435 51.3 34.9 48.7 23.60 42 949 3,644 3.84 
() 

" 

1976 373, 59.8 31.1 52.6 22.88 48 968 3,772 3.90 

1977 " 417 47.2 30.2 54.2 21.46 53 990 4,210 4.25 

1978 353 50.1 33.4 51.5 23.41 49 931 4,081 4.38 , 
1979 354 42.4 " 31.5 52.4 23.07 47 979 4,329 4.42.-/ 

COMMENT: During the year ended June 30, 1979 judges in this district requested over 
thirty panels ranging in size from 75 to 200 prospective jurors. In addition many 
jury trials were settled, postponed, or cancelled as the result of a change of plea 
after jurors reported for duty. In January alone jurors available for 90 such tdals 
were not used. As a result of these two factors New York, Southern reported 1~,2l8 
jurors in the category of not selected, serving, or challenged in 1979. 
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D 

NEW YORK WESTERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

/- -
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not,S~lected, USAGE 

Available or Challenged Servmg or INDEX 
Serving Challenged 

5,664 3,973 644 1,047 21. 95 
100 % 70.1 % 11. 4 % 18.5% 

54 25 46.3 29 53.7 258 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS -
/ 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impanelljd No. Discharged 

No.On 
in Existence July 1,1978 July 1, 1979 

9 5 4 4 5 

179 3,387 898 18.9 5.02 
Sessions Jurors in Hours ih Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours 

Convened Session Sessioll per Session per Session 

\.. USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED % Not Total 

~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS L.LJ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

185,700 720 33 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or ChallenCled 34,400 

97 37.6 161 62.4 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

101,700 568 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

% 

'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

30 

" 
Average Number % Criminal % Selected juror Number of Number of 

JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, 
or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 

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

1975 
55 56.4 19.5 70.8 18.30 8 175 989 5.65 

1976 55 65.5 19.3 71. 6 20.37 9 185 894 4.83 

1977 71 73.2 20.9 70.2 21. 60 5 101 448 4.44 

1978 64 75.0 20.7 69.3 24.00 6 153 : 756 4.94 

1979 5'4 53.7 18.5 70.1 21. 95 9 179 898 5~02..1 '-
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VERMONT 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

YEARENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

~j PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L..2-I 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 

/' 

/ 

Total 
Available 

2,232 

100 % 

32 

TOTAL 

Total 
in Existence 

5 

41 

~JUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

Selected Not Selected, 
or Challenged Serving or 

Serving Challenged 

1,280 239 713 

57.3% 10. 7 ~b 32.0 % 

27 84.4 5 15.6 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No.On 
No. Impaneled No. Discharged July 1,1978 

3 2 2 

795 150 

JUROR 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

USAGE Per Per 
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dav Dav 

17.44 ~ 78,000 609 35 

Not Selected, Serving $ 25, 000 
or Challenged 

128 96 75.0 32 25.0 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror 

Session Dav 

No.On 
July 1,1979 

3 ~ 26,400 644 33 

o For National Profile 
19.4 3.66 

Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

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

\. USAGE STATISTICS 
.--

" -
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

, 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED Number % Criminal 
% Not % Selected Juror Total Numberof Number of Average 

JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, 
or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 

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

1975 67 17.9 29.8 55.0 15.94 4 44 157 3.57 

1976 42 31. 0 31. 2 56.4 16.78 4 42 220 5.24 

1977 46 32.6 25.4 61. 3 15.89 4 35 208 5.94 

1978 24 4.2 28.6 60.8 14.21 4 32 129 4.03 

1979 
'- 32 15.6 32.0 57.3 17.44 5 41 150 3.66./ 

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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D 

DELAWARE 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Se lected, USAGE 

Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Serving Challenged 

1,499 1,007 283 209 12.81 

100 % 67.2 % 18.9 % 13.9 % 

27 21 77.8 6 22.2 117 

TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No.Dischargea No.On 

in Existence July 1, 1978 July 1,1979 

3 2 1 1 2 

47 922 184 19.6 3.91 

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

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED % Not Total 

, 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

55,000 470 37 

Not Selected, Serving $ 7 600 
or Challenged ' 

95 81. 2 22 18.8 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

27,600 587 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND J),JROR UTILIZATION 

% 

~ 

" 
Per 

Juror 
Day 

30 

"I 

Average Number % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Number of 
JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, 

or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 

\... 

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

1975 30 70.0 8.1 62.7 17.56 4 65 291 4.48 

1976 22 68.2 15.2 60.5 17.76 3 49 198 4.04 

1977 24 58.3 15.4 60.4 17.94 3 48 179 3.73 

1978 14 50.0 8.7 70.5 15.16 4 37 120 3.24 

1979 27 22.2 13.9 67.2 12.81 3 47 184 3.91./ 

COMMENT: Despite a notorious trial, several multiple defendant cases, and last minute 
pleas, Delaware recorded a decrease in its J.U.I.from 15.16 in 1978 to 12.81 in 1979. 
These occurrences did, however, have a serious effect on the percent of jurors not 
selected, serving, or challenged which increased from 8.7% in 1978 to 13.9% in 1979. 
The percent of criminal jury trials continued its downward trend, dropping from 50.0% 
in 1978 to 22.2% in 1979. 
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NEW JERSEY 
JUROR USAGE PROFI LE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDII'JG COURT (with jury trial activity) 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

11,500 7,704 1,273 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

2,523 19.17 ~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGfSHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "' 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

420,800 701 37 
P 
E 
T 100 % 67.0% 11.1 % 21.9 % 92,200 

~ ________ ~ ________ -L ________ ~ ________ -L ________ ~ 

T 125 66 52.8 59 47.2 600 282 47.0 318 53.0 

: .i,OTAt;,,;' ·',.,C'I:"I1., '1'>%.;;', . CRIMiNAL' 1"',% '. TOTA.LCIViL. '. '% .' CRiMINAL, •. ' %: ". 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

1976 

1977 

1978 

\. JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

1;< .'. T6.t~r .",.'No',.On:.·"'· " :d····· ,". ,". .. .' No~ On"c 
,. E . . . .' '.. . . . . . :N6;-Tmpanel!l' <N .... 6,Dis.;c.' .. h, .. arg .. eC\ ····.·J ... ul·y· '1',."1', .'9'7' l3. '-' 

_If) 'Ilst~.I1!,:e, .J.t,lIY1/19,78 ",: .'. . "Cc 

14 9 5 7 7 

300 5,795 1,404 19.3 4.68 
: " .. > .. :.; . ',\""1" ,', '. ',' " . ..' .' . . ,'. ":, ',:.:, , • 

Sessions • ...... " "juro, f.siri ,.', ....... ;' ·/Ho.,lj.r.·s.·,.i.rr ".' ~A~g. 'Jl.irorS ,: ,A ... V9.H.o .. ur.s ' 
'C6rilii?il~: '. Session '.·"I"~~!!ss!~n '."" . l'ier$~sslpn Pl1rSeSSipri·' 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

% Not % Selected Juror Selected, 
or Usage Serving or 

Challenged Serving Index 

14.3 73.6 17.97 

16.2 72.5 18.55 
i·" ',,:, , .. , .•... 

'·'.i"g'S.,:; ·.:)5,9i~/;)·.·.i··' 
20.2 68.9 18.87 

. ~~. . 

, ,g10 ~:;:4a,:~f) 
.... 

11 

25.2 64.5 19.87 
'.' .. ' ,.:1;'.· .... : i"i' 

1979 ·.··".'·1'25> . ,.41 ~2 
\... 'i.:'" . 

21. 9 67.0 19.17 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

187,200 624 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

" 
Per 

Juror 
Day 

32 

'.<: ,'. ", :"', ,>,,< ,." -". 

'2: 67 . 1,392, 5. 21:: 
'. :.' ."" ': ::" ';·i',a· 0" ,.,:: , 

443 ,<:>1,1.8 6 .I~ .88 . 

COMMENT: This district reported a number of notorious trials, last minute settlements, 
and changes in plea which tend to have an adverse effect on juror utilization statistics. 
However, through use of the multiple voir dire method of jury selection, New Jersey 
was able to report a slight decrease in its J.U.I., which dropped from 19.87 in 1978 to 
19.17 in 1979. Improvement was also recorded in the category ofj~rors 
selected or serving which increased from 64.5% te 67.0%. 
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T 

T 

PENNSYLVANIA EASTERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

r 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Ch!~lIenged Serving or INDEX 
Serving Challenged 

35,569 16,341 6,755 12,473 22.18 

100 % 45.9% 19.0% 35.1 % 

283 210 74.2 73 25.8 1,604 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$ 1,326,800 827 37 
I 

Not Selected, Serving $465 700 
or Challenged ' 

1,146 71. 4 458 28.6 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

"- JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS 
"\ 

Per Per TOTAL Juror 
Session 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No. Discharged No.On 

in Existence July 1, 1978 July 1, 1979 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1975 

1976 

1977 

1978 

15 9 6 6 9 

377 7,324 1,667 19.4 4.42 

Sessions JUrors. in Hours in Av9. Jurors Avg. Hours 
Convened Se.ssion Session per SessIon per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number % Criminal 
% Not % Selected Juror Total 

of Jury Jury Selected, 
or Usage Number of 

Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index 
. Grand 

Challenged Juries 

335 33.7 26.8 56.2 18.83 9 

335 30.1 31. 9 52.2 19.21 11 

373 26.5 25.1 55.8 18.11 ". 11 
/ 

298 ."30.2 30.5 50.6 20.42 15 

.. 

Day 

~ 246,300 653 34 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 

GCQnvened Session 

178 789 

260 1,390 

304 1,323 

357 1,628 

Alier~ge 
Noniberof 
Hours per 

Session 

4.43 

5.35. 

4.35 

4.56 
. 

'" 

1979 283 25."8 35.1 45.9 22.18 15 377 1,667. 4.42..1 '-
COMMENT: Pennsylvania, Eastern has a local court rule which provides for six member 
civil juries; however, a number of civil juries proceeded with 10 to 14 jurors. In 
addition, several notorious trials were reported .. These trials generally require large 
panels for jury selection due to an anticipated large number of challenges and excuses. 
These occurrences tend to have an adverse effect on juror utilization statistics as can 
be seen by the increase in the J.U.I. from 20.42 in 1978 to 22.18 in 1979. 
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PENNSYLVANIA MIDDLE 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

L1.J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L2-J 
F 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

" Selected ;, USAGE Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

l' Not Selected, ~ . " ,-Tota! 
,:: Available ; or Challenged Serving or INDEX 

serving Challenged Dav Dav , 135,100 598 35 

9,600 

I 3,852 2,896 681 275 17.04 

L100% 75.2 % 17.7 % 7.1 % 

;--' 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 63 52 82.5 11 17.5 226 174 77.0 52 23.0 

TQTAl CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

"- JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

/' 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS 

""\ 

I Per Per TOTr~L Juror 
Session 

NO. On Total No. Impaneled No. Discharged No.On 
in Existence 'i July 1, 1978 July 1, 1:979 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

'-' 

" 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1975 

1976 

1977 

1978 

1979 
\, 

I 

6 3 3 2 4 
-

38 753 203 19.8 5.34 

Sessic/flS' Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours 
C6nvene(!i Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

-
H!STORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total 

of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of 

Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged JUries 

121 
J"'l 

'"'29.8 8.9 77.0 17.34 3 

104 26.9 9.5 72.0 17.68 6 

68 33.8 8.8 76.0 17.80 6 

67 20.9 8.9 77.3 17.13 5 

63 17.5 7.1 75.2 17.04 6 

Day 

~ 29,600 779 39 

For National Profile 
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GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 

Convened Session 

24 128 

60 308 

57 276 

39 177 

38 203 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 

Session 

5.33 

5'.13 

4.84 

4.54 

5.34 

COMMENT: This district reported more than 30 cases which were disposed of by last 
minute pleas or settlements. Despite these occurrences which generally have an 
adverse effect on juror utilization statistics, Pennsylvania, Middle reported a slight 
improvement in its J.U.I., which dropped to 17.04, and in the category of percent of 
jurors not selected, serving, or challenged that dropped to 7.1%. This improvement 
can be partially attributed to the district's use of the multiple voir dire method 
of jury selection. 
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E 
T 
I 

T 

PENNSYLVANIA WESTERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Serving Challenged 

12,028 6,482 2,330 3,216 19.06 
100 % 53.9 % 19.4 %j 26.7 % 

130 70 53.8 60 46.2 631 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Jurc,r 

Dav Dav 

428 6 800 680 36 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challel'lRed 114,500 

355 56.3 276 43.7 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS -" 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

\.. 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1975 

1976 

1977 

1978 

1979 
\... 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No. Discharged No.On 

in Existence July 1,1978 July1,1979 

11 6 5 4 7 

155 3,042 944 19.6 6.09 

Ses~ions Jurors i,l' Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours 
Convened Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number % Criminal 
%Not % Selected Juror Total 

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

Juries 

135 58 . .5 28.9 55.5 20.59 7 

129 46.5 35.2 49.7 20.83 9 

123 48.0 27.1 56.6 19.63 9 

124 63.7 23.4 57.4 19.90 11 

130 46.2 26.7 53.9 19.06 11 

A-23 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
......, 

Per Per TOTAL Juror 
Session Dav 

r---. , 
107,500 694 35 
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GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Numberof Number of 
Sessions Hours in 

Convened Session 

110 681 

102 608 

106 657 

125 749 

155 944 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

6.19 

5.96 

6.20 

5.99 

6. ~)9 
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VIRGIN ISLANDS 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

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

I' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS ESTIMATED COSTS 

'\ 

P 
E 
T 

T 

/ 

Total 
Available 

4,924 

100 % 

83 

TOTAL 

Total 
in Existence 

Selected Not Selected, 
or Challenged Serving or 

Servil!S Challe~d 

2,907 1,153 864 

59.0 % 23.4% 17.6 % 

23 27.7 60 72.3 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 01 

10 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No.On 
No. Impaneled No. Discharged July 1, 1978 

JUROR 
USAGE Per Per 
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

28.14 ~ 162,000 926 33 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or ChaliellJied 28,500 I 

175 66 37.7 109 62.3 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 
r----

Per 
TOTAL Per Juror 

Session Dl!.v 

No.On 
July 1,1979 

~-, . 
1 

- - - - - I G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

~ - - -J 

- - - - -
Sessions JUrors in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours 

Convened Session Session per Session per Session 

\.. USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED Number % Criminai 
%Not % Selected Juror Total 

JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, 
or Usage NUmber of 

Serving or Grand Trials ·trials 
Challenged Serving Index 

JUries 

1975 77 71. 4 26.6 49.8 29.38 N/A 

1976 109 61. 5 24.8 54.1 30.85 N/A 

1977 92 67.4 29.9 48.8 33.99 N/A 

1978 75 69.3 23.9 54.6 27.81 N/A . 
\.. 

1979 83 72.3 17.6 59.0 28.14 N/A 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Nr;r.ber of 
Sessions Hours in 

Convened Session 

- -

- -

- -

- -

- -

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 

Session 

-

-

-
-

-
COMMENT: The Virgin Is1ar.ds reported an orientation day and several instances of last 
minute settlements which tend to have a negative impact on juror utilization statistics 
as can be seen by the increase 1n the J.U.I. from 27.81 in 1978 to 28.14 in 1979. 
However, through the use of the multiple voir dire method of jury selection and reuse 
of jurors, the Virgin Islands was able to increase its percentage of jurors selected 
from 54.6% in 1978 to 59.0% in 1979. 

No grand jury system was in operation in the Virgin Islands during the twelve-month 
period ended June 30, 1979. 
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T 

MARYLAND 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Challenged, Serving or INDEX 
Serving Challen.J!.ed 

11,071 6,599 1,919 2,553 19.25 
100 % 59.6 % 17.3% 23.1 % 

118 54 45.8 64 54.2 575 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

/ 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No, Impaneled No. Discharged No.On 

in Existence ,July 1,1978 July 1,1979 

~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS ""'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

360,600 627 33 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged I 83,300 I 

248 43.1 327 56.9 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

, 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

....... 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror 

Session Day 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

15 

276 

6 

5,343 

9 7 

1,436 19.4 

8 ~ 

5.20 

151,500 549 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 

28 

"-

Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg. iJurors Avg. Hours 
Convened Session Session per SI,\ssion per Session At Back Cover 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED Number % Criminal % Not % Selected Juror Total Number of Number of Average 
JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, 

or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 
Serving or Grand Hours per Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session 

1975 118 65.3 17.7 62.7 17.71 10 153 654 4.27 

1976 118 63.6 15.9 67.8 18.34 15 171 741 4.33 

1977 118 62.7 31. 3 54.6 23.21 13 167 685 4.1Q,j 

1978 117 57.3 15.8 66.9 17.94 14 172 763 4.44 
, 

1979 118 54.2 23.1 59.6 19.25 15 276 1,436 5.20j 

COMMENT: Maryland experienced three notorious trials during the past year. The district 
also continues to call large numbers of jurors for an organization and orientation day 
several times each year. Both of these factors can adversely affect the utilization 
of jurors, but Maryland has had some success in nullifying the adverse effects of the 
latter by scheduling jury selection on the same day. However, the district's J.U.I. 
rose from 17.94 last year to 19.25 in 1979. This is still slightly better than the 
national average of 19.60. 
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NORTH CAROLINA EASTERN YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

2,450 1,529 344 577 

100 % 62.4 % 14.0 % 23.6 % 

36 7 19.4 29 80.6 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

23.79 

103 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

" ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dav Dav , 86,700 842 35 

Not Selected, Serving $ 20 500 
or ChalleQRed _ , 

26 25.2 77 74.8 

TotAL :', .CIVIL 't'% CRIMINAL % 

. 
\.. 

YEAR 
ENDlD 

5 

27 
: ' " ' 

SElssions 
Convened 

1< n, 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No.On " 
July" ,1978 ' 

566 

J ' -, urors'm 
Session 

USAGE 

No,1 mpaneled' 

2 

144 

Hours in 
Session 

STATISTICS 

No.On 
No. Discharged July 1, 1979 

3 2 

21. 0 5.33 

Avg. Ju}"ors Avg. Hours 
perSessior) 'per Session 

~ 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number. % Not % Selected Total 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

, 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

24,000 889 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRANbJUROR UTllIZATIOl\l 

, 
Per 

Juror 
Dav 

42 

...., 

Average %Criniinal Juror , Number Of Number of 
JUNE ~O ,of Jury , ' J,ury Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 

Serving or Grand Hours per Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index JUrIes 'Convened St)ssion Session 

1975 
" 47 61.7 25.3 63.4 20.78 3 34 " 196 5.76 

1976 54: '88.9 21.3 69.4 19.89 4 24 154 6.42 

1977 37 54.l 31.7 59.2 24.61 3 20 129 6.45 

1978 26 96 ~ 2 25.9 60.3 26.18 4 33 199 6.03 
" " 

," 

1979 
\.. .36 80.'15 23.6 62.4 23.79 5 27 144 5.33/ 
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NORTH CAROLINA MIDDLE 
JUROR USAGE PROFI LE 

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

r 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total ' Selected No.l: Selected, USAGE 
" or Challenged Serving or INDEX Available ' Serving Challenged 

1,839 1,417 273 149 
15.58 

100 % 77.1 % 14.8 % 8.1 % 

35 9 25.7 26 74.3 118 
" 

TOTAL CIVil % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

~ 

35 
CIVIL 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS L1-l 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

77,000 653 42 

6,200 

29.7 83 70.3 
% CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

/ 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No.DisclJarged 

No.Qn 
in Existence July 1, 1978 July 1,,1979 

3 1 2 2 1 

30 592 179 19.7 5.97 

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

"-
USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
;/URYTRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED Number % Criminal 
%Not % Selected Juror Total 

JUNE 30 of Jury .Jury Selected, or Usage Number of 

Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Judes 

1975 33 63.6 18.6 63.7 14.84 2 

1976 31 77.4 12.0 69.6 17.58 2 

1977 14 78.6 13.6 73.1 16.62 ~i 
J. 

1978 20 75.0 15.9 66.1 18.21 '2 

1979 35 74.3 8.1 77.1 15.58 3 

A-29 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL JUror 

Session Dl!'!_ 

~ 24,600 820 42 

For National Profile 
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GRAND JUROR UTILIZATiON 

Number.of Number Of 
Sess;lOns- HOUTS in 

Convened Session " 

8 50 

9 54 

,16 90 

16 78 

30 179 

" 
,.--:-

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 
Session 

6.25 

6.00 

5.62 
.' 

" 4 .• 88 

5.97./ 
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NORTH CAROLINA WESTERN YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

, Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available 
'i)' or. , Challenged' ' Serving or INDEX 
Servih~ Challen!red 

2,144 1,626 166 352 
15.76 

100 % 75.8 % 7.8 % 16.4 % 

55 24 43.6 31 56.4 136 
TOTAL· CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

\.. JURY TRIALS 

/' 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total d No. On 
No. Impaneled No.Discharged No.On 

in, Existence July 1,1978 July 1, 1979 

4 2 2 2 2 

12 229 79 19.1 6.58 

. SessiollS Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours 
I Convened. ' Session Session per Session ' per Sessi on 

\.. USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED Number %Not % Selected Juror Total 

JUDGESHIPS L1-J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dav Dav , 
68,200 501 32 

Not Selected, Serving $ 11 200 
or Challel}!led , 

81 59.6 55 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

$ 
L 8,300 692 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

40.4 
% 

~ 

'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

36 

"I 

Average % Criminal Number of Number of 
JUNE 30 ' 'of jury Jurv Selected, or Usage NUmQerof Sessions Hours in Number Clf 

Serving or Grand. Hours per Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index ,,' Juries Convened, Session SessiOI1 , 

1975 84 57.1 16.3 74.7 15.53 4 10 70 '7.00 
\\ 

1976 96 40.0 14.5 78.6 14.61 4 14 96 6.86 

1977 94 39.4 12.9 76.3 14.62 4 23 149 6.48' 

1978 80 . .43.8 13.2 77.3 14.74 4 17 99 5.82 I 

1979 55 56.4 16.4 75.8 15.76 /,1 12 79 6.58,,) \.. 
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SOUTH CAROLINA 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

L.,2J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jUlY trial activity) JUDGESHIPS ~ 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/ 

"-

\,. 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1975 

1976 

1977 

"978 

1979 
\.... 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Servin[l Challeng.ed 

5,364 3,871 667 826 
20.47 

100 % 72.2 % 12.4 % 15.,4 % 

103 59 57.3 44 42.7 262 

TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % c_ TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No.Dischar(~ed No.On 

in Existence July 1,1978 July 1, 1979 

2 1 1 1 1 

22 461 163 21. 0 7.41 

Sessions Jurors in Hours in ; Avg. Jurors Avg.Hours 
Convened , Session Session per Session pel' Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 
--

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS -
JU~iIY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

it 
%Not Total 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dav Dav , 217,800 831 41 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenqed 33,500 

137 52.3 125 

CIVIL % ~RIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

24,100 1095 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

47.7 

% 

~ 

"' Per 
Juror 
Dav 

52 

~ 

Average Numbei' % Crimina.1 % Selected Juror Number of Number of 
of Jury;' Jury Selected, 

Usage Number of Sessions Hours in i,' Number of or Serving or Grand Hours per Trials. 'i Trials. Serving Index Convened Session 
1, Challenged Juries Session 

\ , 
185\; 2 12 86 7.17 I 43.2 17.6 63.4 18.68 

218\' 44.0 14.4 69.3 18.79 2 15 107 7.13 
t' 
,1 

141', 36.9 15.8 71.0 18.57 2 2,7 190 7.04 

128, 34.4 12.6 77.3 19.76 2 20 123 6.15 
','·i 

103 _ 42.7 15.4 72.2 20.47 2 22 16'3 7 ~ 41...1 
'. 

COMMENT: Although South Carolina's percentage of petit jurors not selected, serving or 
challenged increased to 15.4% in 1979, it is still well below the national average of 
24.6%. One of the reasons for the district's efficiency is its frequent use of the 
multiple voir dire for the selection of jurors. 
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VIRGINIA EASTERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

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

P 
E 
T 
I 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/ 

"-

" 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1975 

1976 

1977 

1978 

1979 
'-

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Total Selected 
Ch~lIen!led 

Not Selected, USAGE 

Available 
or, Serving orc INDEX 

Serving Challenged 

3,990 2,095 1,215 680 
15.96 

100 % 52.5% 30.5% 17.0 % 

147 99 67.3 48 32.7 250 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total" ;. NO,On 
No. Discharged 

No.On 
in.Existence July 1, 1978 No.1 mpaneled 

Julyl,1979 

19 9 10 9 10 

161 3,207 1,061 19.9 6.59 
-

Sessions 
I 

Jurors in "i Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg. Hours 
Convened S~ssiori Session per Session per Session 

-
USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

I %Not Total 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day , 125,200 501 31 

Not Selected, Serving $ 21 300 
or Challenqed , 

167 66.8 83 
CIVI.L % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

, 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 

" 
Session 

88,500 550 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

33.2 
% 

~ 

....., 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

28 

, 
-.,-

;."--

Average Number %Criminai. % Selected Juror Number of Number of 
or Jury Jury Selected, Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of or Serving or Grand Hours per 
~ri~ls 'Trials Challenged Serving Index JUries Convened' Session. Session 

231 55.8 18.8 48.4 19.36 11 98 660 6.73 
," , 

220 51. 4 12.2 53.9 17.68 14 153 995 6.50 
" ~ 

163 39.3 14.0 49.2 18.45 17 116 720 6.21 
" , 

175 41. 7 ii 11. 9 54.8 16.49 16 182 1,171 6.43 'I 
II 
, 

" 

147 32.7 ;' 17.0 52.5 15.96 19 161 1,061 6.59 

COMMENT: Last minute settlements, changes of plea, and continuances of trial result 
in large numbers of jurors available for ser~ice but not used for jury selection. 
Virginia, Eastern is one of several districts which requires the pa~ties in civil 
litigation to pay juror costs when cases settle just prior to trial. Juror costs 
for two panels were assessed in 1979. The results of this practice are shown in the 
usage statistics where only 17 percent of all available jurors went unused in 1979. 
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VIRGINIA WESTERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

L1.J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activity} 

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 
, ... ','. 

Selet"ted Not Selected, USAGE 
Total~, -'or. Challenged ' Servirjgor- INDEX Available -Serving Challenged' 

1,637 849 639 149 
17.60 

100 % 51. 9 % 39.0 % 9.1 % 

43 26 60.5 17 39.5 93 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

/' 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No.Discharged No.On 

in Existence July 1,1978 July1,1979 

2 1 1 1 1 

22 420 151 19.1 6.86 

Sessions JUrors in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours 
Convened Session Sessioll ,per Session per Session 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR. 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED % Not Total 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS L..LJ 
,-

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

~ 60,900 655 37 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged I 

5,500 

65 69.9 28 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
I 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

32,100 1459 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

" 
GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

30.1 
% 

~ 

" 
Per 

Juror 
Day 

76 

" 
.--

Avera~e 

I 

Number % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Number of 
JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected. or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 

Serving or Grand Hours per Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries COhvened Session Sessioh 

1975 35 28.6 14.3 51. 3 16.62 11 26 170 6.54 

1976 32 37.5 13.1 52.3 18.69 18 16 85 5.31 

1977 43 34.9 5.1 57.6 15.37 15 29 179 '6.17 
" 

1978 52 25.0 23.3 50.2 18.67 7 18 99 5.50 

\. 
1979 43 39.5 9.1 51. 9 17.60 2 22 151 6.86 
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WEST VIRGINIA NORTHERN YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

I 5, PLACES OF HOLDING COURT {with jury trial activityl 

I' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Serving Challenged 

1,851 866 535 450 
25.01 

100 % i 46.8 % 28.9 % 24.3 % 

30 8 26.7 22 73.3 74 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

/ 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No. Discharged 

No.On 
in Existence July 1,1978 July 1,1979, 

2 1 1. 1 1 

22 488 166 22.2 7.55 

Sessions Jurors in Hours in A\!g. Jurors Avg. HQU'rs 
Convened Session Session per Session per'Session 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR -. . JU~Y TRIALS 1 PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED Total 

JUDGESHIPS I 1~ I 

-
ESTIMATED COSTS 

"\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Dav_ 

$ 
T 60,800 822 33 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challen~ed 14,800 

19 25.7 55 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

23,200 1055 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

74.3 
% 

"\ 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

48 

'\ 

Number of Average 

I 

Number of Number. % Criminal S'I t d--~ru;.ted Juror 
JUNE 30 f J J e ec e , --- ---u Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 

o,ury ~ry Serving or o~ - sage----· ·-'··-G·(and Hours per 

"-

Tnals Tnals Challenged Serving Index JUries Convened Session Session -
1975 20 60.0 14.2 63.1 18.32 2 16 123 7.69 

. 

1976 6 66.7 39.5 39.0 23.78 2 8 47 5.88 

1977 17 ,64.7 14.8 60.5 17.43 2 8 49 .... 6.12 

1978 29 51.7 18.5 55.5 19.00 2 9 65 7.22 

1979 30 73.3 24.3 46.8 25.01 2 22 166 7.55../ 

COMMENT: West Virginia, Northern reported an increase in its J.U.I. from 19.00 in 1978 
to 25.01 in 1979. This increase along with the decrease in the percent of jurors 
selected or serving is the result of a number of dismissals and cancellations reported 
by this district in 1979. In one case, the plaintiff was taxed with the cost of a 
seven member jury after fai1ing to appear in court on the appointed date. 
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WEST VIRGINIA SOUTHERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFI LE 

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

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Serving Challenged 

2,520 1,530 510 480 
18.53 

100 % 60.7 % 20.2 % 19.1 % 

45 27 60.0 18 40.0 136 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS I 4~ I 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Dav Dav 

87,800 646 35 

Not Selected, Serving $ 16 800 
or Challenged ' 

69 50.7 67 49.3 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
""\ / 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
Per Per TOTAL Juror 

Session 
Total No.On 

No. Impaneled No. Discharged No.On 
in Existence July 1,1978 July 1,1979 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

L 

\. 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1975 

1976 , 
'. 

1977 

1978 

6 3 3 1 5 

75 1,404 546 18.7 7.28 

Sessions JUrors in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours 
Cl1nvened Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
--, :", 

JUI=lY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

Numberl· % Criminal 
%Not % Selected Juror Total 

Jury Selected, Usage Numbllr of of Jury 
Serving or or Grarid Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries 

41 68.3 31. 8 44.3 24.95 5 

52 53.8 25.3 51.4 L1. 74 4 

47 38.3 28.3 47.9 19.97 5 

59 32.2 19.4 58.5 18.10 7 

Dav 

~ 46,900 625 33 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 

Convene.d Session 

41 304 

32 218 

28 191 

31 210 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 

Session 

7.4;1. 

6.81 

6.82 

6.77 

'" 

\... 1979 45 40.0 19.1 60.7 18.53 6 75 546 7.28..1 

COMMENT: In spite of two Ilotoriety cases, the Southern District of West Virginia1s 
percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged dropped in 1979. The success 
in juror utilization in this district can be attributed in part to its use of the 
multiple voir dire. 
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ALABAMA NORTHERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 19'79 

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

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Selected Not Selected, USAGE Per Per Total 
Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror 

P 
E 
T 
I 

4,843 

100 % 

Serving 

2,646 

54.6 

Challenged 

1,041 1,156 

% 21.5% 23.9 

Day Day 

~ 212,200 822 44 
18.77 

% Not Selected, Serving $ 50,700 or Challenged I 

T 106 71 67.0 35 33.0 258 156 60.5 102 39.5 

TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

\.. JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS :/ 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per TOTAL Juror 

Session 
Total No.On 

No. Impaneled No.Discharged No.On 
in Existence July 1,1978 July 1,1979 

G 
H 
A 
N 
D 

"-

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1975 

1976 

1977 

1978 

1979 
\.. 

4 2 2 2 2 

56 1,211 392 21. 6 7.00 

Sessions Jurors in Hou~'s in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours 
Convened Session Session per Session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPAR ISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number % Criminal 
% Not % Selected Juror Total 

Selected, NUmber of of Jury Jury Serving or or Usage 
Grand Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries 

220 28.6 11. 2 71. 0 13.05 4 

162 32.7 24.2 56.3 16.99 3 

152 30.9 26.9 53.7 17.30 3 

120 35.0 23.6 56.9 17.10 4 

106 33.0 23.9 54.6 18.77 4 

Dav 

~ 61,900 1105 51 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 

Convened Session 

24 164 

30 227 

26 194 

36 271 

56 392 

Average 
Number of. 
Hours per 

Session 

6.83 

7.57 

7.46 

7.53 

7.00 

COMMENT: This is one of several districts having an appreciable number of jurors who 
must travel to the place of holding court one day in advance of service or who must 
travel home the day after serv~ce. In 1979 over 11 percent of the total jurors not 
selected, serving or challenged w~re jurors paid for a day of travel. In addition, 
this district reported a large number of instances ~n which a jury panel present for 
voir dire was not used due to last minute pleas, settlements, and continuances. These 
occurrences increase the percent of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged while 
decreasing the percent of jurors selected or serving which is evident in the district's 
historical comparison data. 
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ALABAMA M I OO' .. E 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1!l79 

L2J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L.l..J 

/' 

Total 
Available .. 

2,175 
--,...-.... 

100 % 

53 

,TOTAL 

\.. 

Total 
in Existence 

2 

21 

Sessions 
Convened 

\.. 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

Seled'ed Not Selected, 
or ,Challenged SerVing or 

Serving Challenged 

Iv 589 271 315 

73.0 % 12.5 % 14.5 % 

18 34.0 35 66.0 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No.On 
No. Impaneled No.Dis.charged . July 1,1978 

" 

1 1 1 

435 119 20.7 

: JUrors ii) .. Hours in Avg. Jurors 
Session" Session per SessIon 

USAGE STATISTICS 

JUROR 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

"\ 

USAGE Per Per 
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

20.52 
$ 101,100 954 46 L 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenaed 14,700 

106 38 35.8 68 1154 . 2 
1====I======lr==I===f, "-=".:~'-"-:-;== 

TOTAL CIVIL 01 CRIMI" .. ~. I ,.,:1 
I-~=":":":'::"_..L-"':'..:..:..c..:..=-,-..l----"IO,--..L.-"-';"";";"" ":;" .. '; .c .•.• :L-

No.On 
. July 1, 1979 

1 

5.67 

Avg. Hours 
per Session 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
I 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

19,900 948 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

....... 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

46 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
'.' 

JURY TRIALs PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION Ii YEAR 
\~ ::\.1 ENDED ,:.-' % Not Total· Avenige 'Nurr;l\!lr .%C,iminal Selected, % Selected JUror Number of .' Number of Number of Number of JUNE 30 of Jury J!Jry Serving or or Usage Grand Sessions HOlJfS in Hours per . Trials iT .Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session SessIon 

d,\ 

1975 79 6.3.3 13.4 78.2 15.84 2 11 64 5.82 

1976 60 7().0 15.4 73.7 18.46 1 14 92 6.,57 

1977 8S 59.1 13.9 75.0 17.73 1 9 54 6.00 
" 

'. 

1978 68 63.2 14.5 73.3 
" 

20.95 1 18 101 5 •. 61 
·r 
f.' 

1979 ······"53 66.0 14.5 73.0 20.52 2 21 . 119 5.67,) -
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FLORIDA NORTHERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

L-1J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT lwith jury trial activity) 

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

, Available 0(" Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Servin'g ChaJle'!Jj?d 

1,888 1,165 333 390 

%1 
20.30 

100 % 61. 7 % 17 0 0 % 20.7 

32 11 34.4 21 65.6 93 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

/ 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No. Discharged No.On 

in Existence July1,1978 July 1,1979 

4 2 2 2 2 

15 305 89 20.3 5.93 

Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg. JUrors Avg. Hours 
Coiweried Session SessIon per Session per Session 

\.. USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPAR ISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED % Not .. Total 

YEAR ENDEL 
JUNE 3D, 197 

JUDGESHIPS 3 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Da ,Da 

794 39 73,800 
;:::=:~======;;=~ .. - --

15,300 
--

-17;.0-: 26 28.0 67 
CIVil % CRIMINAL I %, 1. 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ) 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

$ 1193 
L 

17,900 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

. 
"-

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

59 

Average NUmber % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Number of 
JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 

Trials Trials Servin\,' or Serving Index, Grand Convened Session Hours per 
Challenged Juries Session 

1975 26 76.9 17.4 68.6 19.38 4 14 82 5.86 
.... ~--, 

1976 56 83.9 20.0 68.2 19.69 3 
,·f ·;,.:S\; 74 4.93 ... ,- .,. 

/ -' --
1977 48" 77.1 15.8 69.7 19.93 4 15 88 5.87 

1978 35 77.1 23.8 60.4 22.19 3 19 102 5.37 

1979 32 65.6 20.7 61. 7 20.30 4 15 89 5.93..1 '-
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FLORIDA NORTHERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFI LE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT lwith jury trial activity) 

I 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

, Available o( Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Servin'h ",' Challenged 

1,888 1,165 333 390 

%1 
20.30 

100 % 61. 7 % 17 0 6 % 20.7 

32 11 34.4 21 65.6 93 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL -- ' 

"- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No_On 
No. Impaneled No.Discharged No.On 

in Existence July 1, 1978 July 1, 1979 

4 2 2 2 , 2 

15 305 89 20.3 5.93 

SS,ssions Jurors in H{)urs In Avg. Jurors Avg_ Hours 
Coiweried Session Session per Session per Session 

" 
USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED %Not " Total 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Jurol" 

Day Day 

~ 73,800 794 39 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or ChallenQed 15,300 

26 28.0 67 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

$ 1193 
L 

17,900 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

72.0 
% 

I 

./ . 

"\ 

Per 
Juror 
D'l'L 

59 

"\ 

Average Number % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Number of 
JUNE 30 of Jury Jurv Selected, 

or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 

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

1975 26 76 .. 9 17.4 68.6 19.38 4 14 82 5.86 
.J"--.. 

1976 .: 
56 83.9 20.0 68.2 19.69 3 ~ ~:. 74 4.93 , 

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

1977 48 77.1 15.8 69.7 19.93 4 15 88 5.87 . 
1978 35 77.1 23.8 60.4 22.19 3 19 102 5.37 

" 
1979 32 65.6 20.7 61. 7 20.30 4 15 89 5.93,../ 
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FLORIDA MIO[.'LE 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

LLJ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Serving Chailenqed 

9,635 6,608 1,476 1,551 
17.74 

100 % 68.6 % 15.3% 16 0 '1 % 

130 33 25.4 97 74.6 543 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

\.. JURY TRIALS 

NUMBeR OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No. Discharged 

No.On 
in Existence July1,1978 July 1,1979 

12 7 5 5 7 "+ 

175 3,470 992 19.8 5.67 

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

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED % Not Total 

~ 

'I' 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dav Dav 

312,700 576 32 

Not Selected, Serving $ 50 300 
or Challenqed ' 

168 30.9 375 69.1 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

128,400 734 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

% 

~ 

......, 

Per 
Juror 
Da 

37 

....., 

Average NUmber % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Number of 
JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, 

or Usage Number of Sessions Hour:dn Number of 

Trials Trials Serving or 
Serving Index Grand Convened Sessioil Hours per 

Challenged Juries ., Session 

1975 102 79 .. 4 21.1 66.0 20.00 12 168 961 5.72 > 

1976 125 79.2 17.9 68.5 18.81 11 148 914 ,6.18 

1977 III 73.9 20.6 67.0 19.90 12 154 941 6.11 

1978 "1' 
130 79 .. 2 21. 3 64.7 19.22 11 164 974 5.94 

\... 1979 130 74.6 16.1 68.6 17.74 12 175 992 5.67..../ 

COMMENT: This district reported the occurrence of several notr'~ious cases requiring 
extra-large panels for selection. Although such trials tend to have an adverse effect 
on the juror usage figures, Florida Middle again showed improvement in its J.U.I. which 
fell to 17.74 in 1979. 
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FLORIDA SOUTHERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

, ,Not Selected., T\>tai!(' ,',Selec;ted' , 

I ",·<'Avail~ble·.···' .. 'Se~~n~ Challehged !,Serving. o( 
" ", h " Chliueriged 

15,259 8,020 2,351 4,888 
24.85 

100 % 52.6 % 15.4% 32.0 % 

149 25 16.8 124 83.2 614 
TotAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

, 'total 
. ,ihExjst'ehce 

25 

375 

"S~;~lo~s 
CO(l\leh~ , 

N~ .. Oh 
• J~i'{ 1,'1!:)78 

13 

7,461 

JUTC)rS ,jTl 
'S,ession 

" " ",.' ,,'. ' " "'No.On· 
No; ,in1,paneied .,' No.Qlscharged'July 1 {1979 

12 

1,617 

10 15 

19.9 4.31 

"."AV~. J:uror~ 'Av9: Hours, 
, ,perSessiori ,perSessioh 

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

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
. ~'. 

,', J(jRY TR iALs'. PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

, 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "' 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Dav Dav 

538,400 877 35 

Not Selected, Serving -$ 172 300 I 
or ChallenQed , 

82 13.4 532 86.6 
CIVIL:' % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

, 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

242,500 647 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

% 

~ 

~ 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

33 

% Not 
Selected, ~,; Selected Juror 

Usage 
Index 

, " Total. . • ' N ' 'b ' f' 

Nurriberof', ',' um. ar 0 . 'Numberof ' 
" H,ours in '. 

Average 
NUrriber'of 
Hours per' 
,Session" 

"Grand' Sessions 
Juries CO)lVened 

or Serving or Serving Challenged Session 

", , 

28.5 56.8 18.78 "22 ,'162' ' i 885 5:46 
,,' " ' 

'" • 
26.0 58.0 20.61 19 

' " 253 1,4.63 5.78 
. ,'" ' " 

1976 ,: '229'" : 75~t > 

. 
1977 I.' , la9. ",,",,78.,3 . 34.0 52.8 22.73 19 281 1,628 5.79,< 

1978 78 •. 0. 29.0 56.6 21.52 2j 3.],.1 ,1,482 .A~ 77 
': " ' 

\", 1979 149', 83.2 32.0 52.6 24.85 25 375 1,617 4 .. 31..1 

COMMENT: In 1979 Florida, Southern reported a large number of notorious cases. These 
cases often involved multiple defendants which required exceptionally large panels of 
prospec~ 'I ve jurors due to the anti ci pated tri all ength and number of cha 11 enges. Jury 
selection in one Duch case lasted 12 days before the trial commenced. These cases 
should be taken into account when reviewing this districtls statistics as they had an 
adverse influence on the district's performance. 
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GEORGIA NORTHERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFI LE 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

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

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

JUROR 
Selected USAGE Per Per Total Not Selected, 

Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX TOTAL Tria! Juror 
Serving Challenged Day Day 

10,148 5,798 1,891 2,459 
17.77 

~ 333,200 584 33 

100 % 57.2 % 18.6% 24.2 % Not Selected, Serving $ 80 600 
or Challenged ' 

P 
E 
T 
I 

T 148 86 58.1 62 41. 9 571 304 53.2 267 46.8 

TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

"- JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS .) 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS 
"'\ 

Per Per TOTAL Juror 
Session 

Total No.On 
No. !mpaneled No. Discharged 

No.On 
in Existence July 1,1978 July 1,1979 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

I' 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1975 

1976 

1977 

1978 

1979 
'-. 

8 3 5 1 7 

158 3,115 956 19.7 6.05 

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

USAGE STATISTICS 
--

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

NUmber % Criminal 
% Not % Selected Juror Total 

of Jury Jury Selected, 
or Usage Numberof 

serving or Grand Tria!s Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries 

217 53.9 18.7 59.4 16.95 .10 

233 54.1 20.6 57.8 17.83 9 

177 70.1 24.0 56.2 21.02 10 

175 57.1 26.1 53.6 19.56 7 

148 41.9 24.2 57.2 17.77 8 

Day 

~ 119,400 756 38 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 

Convened Session 

III 709 

150 942 

130 835 

98 /,652 
) 

158 1956 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 

Session 

6.39 

6.28 

6.4.2 

6.65 

6.05 

COMMENT: There were several cases in this district which received extensive pre-trial 
media coverage in 1979 and required large panels of prospective jurors for the selection 
process. Further, many last minute settlements, pleas, and continuances were reported 
which in many cases resulted in non-use of jurors. However, this district routinely 
schedules backup trials which help to counterba~ance the negative impact of last minute 
cancellations. As a consequence, Georgia, Northern showed improvement in 1979 in the 
categories of percent not selected, serving or challenged, percent selected or serving, 
and J. U. 1. 
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GEORGIA MIDDLE 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

L2J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Serving Challenged 

2,724 1,709 604 411 
20.48 

100 % 62.7 % 22.2 % 15.1 % 

52 28 53.8 24 46.2 133 

TOTAL.~ ~ CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

. ~ 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No. Discharged No.On 

in Existence July 1,1978 July 1, 1979 
-J 

4 3 1 2 2 

47 957 315 20.4 6.70 

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

\" USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPAR ISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED % Not Total 

- ~~-----

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

~ 84,200 633 31 

Not Selected, Serving $ 12 700 
or Challelli!8d ' 

76 57.1 57 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

$ 61,500 1309 
L 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

42.9 

% 

./ 

"'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

64 

...... 

Average 

I 

Number % Criminal % Sele<:ted Juror Number of Numberof 
JUNE 30 oUury c, Jury Selected, Usage NUmber of Sessions Hours in Number of or Serving or Grand Hours per Trials Trials Challenged Servmg Index Juries Convened Session Session 

1975 84 52.4 10.4 65.6 19.32 3 45 323 7.18 

1976 78 47.4 13.5 60.4 21. 06 4- 70 498 7.11 

1977 72 45.8 11. 8 64.9 19.99 5 44 336 7.64 

1978 52 48.1 14.6 60.6 21. 67 4. 45 309 6.87 

1979 52 46.2 15.1 62.7 20.48 4 47 315 6.70./ '-
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GEORGIA SOUTHERN 
JUROR U~)AGE PROFILE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

I' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Serving Challenged 

3,426 2,407 637 382 
18.72 

100 % 70.3 % 18.6 % 11.1 % 

82 47 57.3 35 42.7 183 

TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

/ 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No. Discharged 

No.On, 
in Existence July 1,1978 July 1, 1979 _ 

2 1 1 1 1 

20 417 88 20.9 4.40 

~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

136,200 744 40 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or ChallerlRed 15,100 

99 54.1 84 45.9 

CiVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

...... 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror 

Session Day , 34,300 1715 82 

D For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

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

" 
USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS "I 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED Number % Criminal 
% Not % Selected Juror Total Number of Number of Average 

Selected, NUmber of Numbarof JUNE 30 of Jury Jury 
Serving or or Usage Gral}d Sessions Hours in Hours per Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session 

1975 92 51.1 6.4 72.8 21. 26 4 15 81 5.40 

1976 96 36.5 9.9 74.0 18.96 3 38 227 5.97 

1977 77 27.3 5.6 76.8 20.27 3 20 82 4.10 

1978 86 46.5 10.5 71. 9 20.60 5 19 81 " 4.26 
: 

1979 82 

" 
42.7 11.1 70.3 18.72 2 20 88 4.40..,) 

COMMENT: This district makes extensive use of the multiple jury selection technique and 
its success is evidenced by the fact that only 11.1% of the total available jurors were 
not selected, serving or challenged. This figure compares favorably with the national 
average of 24.6%. 
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LOUISIANA EASTERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

LlJ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

r 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

. Total Selected " 

p ,. . . ,_ Not Selected, USAGE , 
Available .. or' Challenged" .. -. Serving.or INDEX 

Ser'vin'~ Challenged 

10,772 6,116 2,398 2,258 
16.86 

100 % 56.8% 22.3 % 20.9 % 

213 162 76.1 51 23.9 639 
7\;-;":., 

TOl\\.~? CIVIL % . CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

T6tal No.On 
No .. Impaneled No.Discharged No.On 

in Existence July1,1978 July1,1979 

8 5 3 3 5 

116 2,278 715 19.6 6.16 

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

"-
USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR " 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

'>,'>, 

ENDED %Not Total 

, 

VEAR ENDED 
.JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial juror 

Dav D<JY. 

332,100 520 31 

Not Selected, Serving $ 69 400 
or Challenged , 

472 73.9 167 26.1 
CIVfL ;. % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
1 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

88,600 764 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GR.lI.,ND JUROR UTILIZATION 

% 

./ 

'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

39 

'\ 

Average 'N.umber. % Criminal % Selectlld Juror Number of Number of 
JUNE 30 Of'tlI,lTY Jury Selected, 

or Usage NUmber of Sessions Hour$ in Number of 
Serving or Grand Hours per 

Triai~ . Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened ,; Session Session , 
.. 

1975 198 J'''\ 33.8" 17.7 59.6 16.31 9 115 661 5.75 
.. ., , 

1976 192 '39.6 17.0 58.9 16.88 9 114 627 5.50 
" 

" 

1977 
. ;i/ 

231 22.1' 17.8 59.0 15.66 8 132 822 6.23 

1978 150, 30.7 19.7 60.4 17.07 10 147 866 5.89 

1979 213 23.9 20.9 56.8 16.86 8 116 715 6.16,,/ 

COMMENT: There was a 42 percent increase in the number of jury trials in this district 
in 1979. One trial involving multiple defendants required a large jury panel for voir 
dire due to the publicity surrounding the case and. the number of challenges and excuses 
anticipated in such trials. This type of trial hinders effective juror usage and should 
be considered when reviewing the district's statistics. 
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LOUISIANA MIDDLE 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

" 

: Total" !)e,lected NotSeJected, " 
u', 

AVailable .. :or: ,Challeng~Q . ' Serving or. 
Serving' . Challenged 

376 104 147 125 

100 % 27.7 % 39.1 % 33.2 % 

10 5 50.0 5 50.0 

TOTAL. CIVil % CRIMINAL % 

"- JURY TRIALS I 
/ 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

'Total" No:On 
,~ .. 

No, ImPaneled', No.Discharged in E~!stenca July 1,1978 

4 1 3 3 

57 1,163 279 20.4 

I,' Sessions JUrorS in Hours.in, Avg. Jurors 
Convened Session .•. Session . per Se~sion . 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

37.60 

10 

. TOTAL 

" No.On 
JulY 1,,1979 

1 

4.89 

AI/g. Hours 
'per .Session 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
-

YEAR " 

JURY TFHf.LS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED ': %Not Total 

, . 

, 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

2 
JUDGESHIPS L-I 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

15,800 1580 42 

Not Selected, Serving $ 5, 200 
or Challen~ed 

4 40.0 6 60.0 

CIVil % ' CRiMINAL' % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

, 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

37,600 660 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

, . 

GRANDjUROR.lJTiLizAtIOI\i 

" 
Per 

Juror 
Dav 

32 

"\ 

£" 
Av~ra~ Numb~r %Crimi!1al % Selected Juror NUmber or Number Of Selected. l',Iumber of 

It' ','" 

JUNE 30 ,of Jury Jury or Usage Se.sSi6rlS •• l;!PursiQ ' Number' of 
. HOllrspei" Serving or . Grand' 

Tri&,s' Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened: Se~ion Session .. 
. :. 

: k"~~.98 ..•. 1975 15 .' ',I, 40.0 48.8 28.2 28.33 5 .... ':' i,55 "384 
. ' 

" : . 
'I ;:( 

1976 21 52.4 24.9 45.2 22.50 I 5 " 27 140 5,~ 19, 
, ": 

"'. : 
() 

1977 17 70.6 28.1 38.5 26.59 4 ,48 
" 253 ,5 27~ 

':' , , , . , ::.\ 

1978 9' 77~8 17.0 41. 7 24.00 • ,,'4 
'." 

57 ,I', 362 .. , . 6.35 
.. ) .. : 

1979 10 50,. a 33.2 27.7 37.60 4 
'",' 

57 279 4.89 y 

COMMENT: A panel of 112 prospective jurors was assembled for a criminal trial which 
lasted only one day. This case had a significant effect on the usage statistics because 
of the small amount of jury trial activity within Louisiana, Middle - 10 jury trial days 
and a total of 376 jurors available for service in 1979. 
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LOUISIANA WESTERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

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

P 
E 
T 

T 

I' 

/' 

Total 
Available 

4,557 

100 % 

88 
TOTAL 

Total 
in Existence 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Selected Not Selected, USAGE 
or Challenged Serving or INDEX 

Serving Challenged 

2,514 809 1,234 
18.83 

55.1 % 17.8 % 27.1 % 
-

! 
73 83.0 15 17.01 242 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No.On 
no.1 mpaneled No. Discharged No.On 

July1,1978 Jut'! 1, 1979 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

~ 181,000 748 40 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenqed 49,100 

173 71.5 69 28.5 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TOTAL Juror 
Session Dav 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

7 

51 

4 

1,089 

3 4 

355 21.4 

3 
, 

6.96 

86,500 1696 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
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/' 

"-

Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg.l:lours 
Convened Session Session per Session per Se'ssi on At Back Cover 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS '\ 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED Number % Criminal 
%Not % Selected Juror Total Number of Number of Average 

JUNE 30 of Jury \ Jury Selected, 
or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 

Trials I, Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened Session Hours per 
Challenged Juries Session 

1975 86 37.2 20.9 61.1 18.10 6 62 422 6.81 

1976 69 43.5 21. 5 57.8 18.16 9 61 387 6.34 

1977 65 24.6 24.6 53.8 17.19 10 51 334 6.55 

1978 70 10.0 23.0 55.0 14.39 7 37 263 7.11 

1979 88 17.0 27.1 55.1 18.83 7 51 355 6. 96../ 
~ 

COMMENT: Multiple voir dire is a utilization technique often employed by the judges of 
this district. The use of this procedure has enabled the district to achieve a low 
J.U.I. of 18.83 despite one notorious case which was expected to continue for an in
definite period of time. The jury selection for this case extended over a five day 
period and required a large pan~l of prospective jurors each day. This case, combined 
with a number of last minute settlements and pleas, resulted in a rise in the percent 
of jurors not selected, serving or challenged to 27.1 percent in 1979. 

A-50 

I 

, 
~, 



P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

MISSISSIPPI NORTHERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 
T:~ , Selected, [\Jot SelectGil; USAGE 

'~i!able ' : or' Challenged Serving or, " INDEX 
:Serlling " 

" Challenged 

2,272 1,495 484 293 
18.18 

100 % 65.8% 21. 3 % 12.9 % 

44 29 65.9 15 34.1 125 
TOTAL \ CIY,I;~, % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

\... JURY TRIALS 

/' 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No. Discharged No.On 

in Existence July 1, 1978 July 1" 1979 

2 1 1 1 1 

29 557 221 19.2 7.62 

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

\.. USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED Numbe:r % Not Total 

$ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day D~ 

730 40 
L 

91,200 

Not Selected, serving, $ 
or Challenged 11,800 

74 59.2 51 

CIVIL .", % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

24,600 848 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

40.8 

% 

.I 

'" 
Per 

Juror 
Da.y 

44 

'\ 

Average % Oriminal % Selected Juror Number of Number of 
JUNE 30 of Juq( ~ury Selected, 

or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 
ServJng or Grand Hours per 

\.. 

Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session 

1975 
.: 

64.0 5.53 50 , 9.6 71. 0 18.92 2 15 83 
.' 

1976 71 
, 

".52.1 10.2 73.5 18.39 2 9 53 5. H9 

1977 60 58.3 16.6 64.2 19.92 2 20 130 6.50 
! 

'1978 48 31.2 13.3 68.6 17.89 2 18 128 7.11 

1979 44' 34.1 12.9 65.8 18.18 2 29,~ 221 7.62 ...... 

COMMENT: This district has made effective use of the multiple voir dire technique of 
juror selection. The majority of jury trials are civil cases and a local rule restricts 
the size of civil juries to six members. Consequently, the number of jurors called for 
selection can be kept to a minimum. Jury pooling is not feasible in this district 
because the two judges routinely hold court in several different locations. Use of the 
code-a-phone has reduced the number of jurors reporting to the courthouse after cases 
have settled. 
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MISSISSIPPI SOUTHERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury tl'ial activity) 

I' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 
, 

,Total ' ,Select~d' , 
NotBeJecteCl" " USAGE 

Available ,: or' Challeng~d , Serving ,or ' INDEX 
, ServiM Challenglid 

3,986 2,198 583 1,205 
25.39 

100 % 55.1 % 14.7 % 30.2 % 

43 36 83.7 7 16.3 157 
" TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

/" 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

, 'Total No. On 
No. Impaneled ' No.Discharged No.On 

Iii EXIstence July 1,1,978 
' '" July 1, 1979 

, 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

161,200 1027 40 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 48,700 

130 82.8 27 17.2 
CIVIL % CRIMINt.}~ % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TOTAL Juror 
Session Dav 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

2 

25 

" 

1 1 

490 131 

1 1 ~ 
19.6 5.24 

28,900 1156 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 

59 

At Back Cover 
SessIons JUrors in Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg. Hours 

Convened ses~ion Session per Session per session 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

/ 
HISTORICAL COMPAR ISONS " 

YEAR 
' JURY TRiALS 
'- , " 

PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED Number % Criminal 
% Not % Selected Juror Total Number of Number of Average 

JUNE 30 of J'\Jry Jury Selected, or Usage ' Nu(nber of Sessions Hours in Number of 
," Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened ,Session Hours per 

Challenged Juries Session 

1975 65 34 .. 3 26.8 58.0 22.42 2 11 70 6.36 
<-

1976 59 32.2 30.4 53.8 24.97 2 15 79 5.27 
" 

1977 53 20.8 25.0 58.9 22.82 2 25 139 5.56 

1978 44" 27.3 26.1 61. 0 21. 92 2 20 108 5.40 
'-

"- 1979 43 16.3 30.2 55.1 25.39 2 25 131, 5.24,./ 

COMMENT: This district often selects two or more juries from one panel of prospective 
jurors, thus utilizing each juror's time in court more efficiently. The voir dire was 
often conducted by a U.S. magistrate. Additionally, this district reported one highly 
publicized case which was expected to require a considerable amount of time for trial. 
This case, which required an overly large panel of prospective jurors (119) due to 
anticipated challenges (43 in this instance), and several 1ast minute settlements and 
pleas in other cases had a negative effect on this district's usage statistics. 
This can partially explain the rise in J.U.I. from 21.92 in 1978 to 25.39 in 1979. 

A-52 





ALABAMA SOUTHERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFI LE 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

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

/ 

I NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

JUROR 
;;:. Selected, Not Select~d, • USAGE Per Per ~Total' 
Availaqle or-. Challenged· Servin'g or INDEX TOTAL Trial ,Iuror 

P 

E 
T 

2,859 

100 % 

",'Serving 

1,958 

68.5'10 

, ,Challenaed 

395 506 

13.8 % 17.7 

Day Day 

19.85 ~ 134,100 931 47 

% Not Selected, Serving $ 23 700 
or Challen.9,.ed , 

T 48 29 60.4 19 39.6 144 55 38.2 89 61. 8 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS " /' 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Per Per TOTAL Juror 
Session 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No. Discharged No.On 

in Existence July 1, 1978 July 1,1979 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

3 
'---

14 

Sessio;ls 
Convened 

2 

300 

Jurors in 
" Session 

1 1 2 

92 21. 4 6.57 

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

USAGE STATISTICS 

/ 
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

-
ENDED Number % Criminal %Not % Selected Juror Total 

JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, 
or Usage Number of 

Serving or Grand Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries 

1975 39 43.6 10.3 73.4 15.53 2 

1976 63 68.3 6.9 85.0 18.47 2 

1977 59 47.5 6.2 80.8 15.95 3 

1978 5,6 42.9 4.4 81. 0 15.28 3 

1979 48 39.6 1'7.7 68.5 19.85 3 

Dav 

~ 13,900 993 46 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

" 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 

Convened SeSsion 

18 122 

17 118 

44 309 

" 

14 81 

14 92 

Average 
Number of 
Hours, per 
Session 

6.78 

6.94 

7.02 

5.79 

6.57 

...." 

"- .;;/ . -
COMMENT: This district reported a notorious multidefendant case requlrlng an extra
large panel for the five-day selection of the jury. This one case had a significant 
effect on the utilization figures because of the relatiVely small amount of jury trial 
activity within the district. As a result the Juror Usage Index increased from 15.28 
in 1978 to 19.85 in 1979. 

i 

I 

A-41 

, 

I 
I 



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

TEXAS NORTHERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

L2J PLACES OF HOLDiNG COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L;LJ 

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

"'\ 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

P 
E 
T 
I 
T 

Total 
Available 

10,241 

100 % 

Selected 
or 

Seniing 

6,269 

61.2% 

Not Selected, 
Challenged Seniing or 

Challenaed 

1,475 2,497 

14.4Yo 24.4 % 

JUROR 
USAGE Per Per 
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dav Dav 

~ 328,100 640 32 
19.96 

Not Selected, Seniing $ 
80,100 or Challenged 

120 68 56.7 52 43.3 513 278 54.2 235 45 8 
\,.) 

TOTAL.' CIVIL:, % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAI_ % 

"- JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

/' 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS 

"'\ 

Per Per TOTAL Juror 
Session 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No. Discharged 

No;On 
in ExistenGe July1,1978 July 1,1979 Dav 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

10 7 3 4 6 ~ 69,200 760 38 

91 1,825 610 20.1 6.70 

Sessions Jurors in Hours in ,Ll,vg. Jurors Avg.Houts 
Convened Session SessiO'ol per SeSsion per Se.ssioh 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURYTRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED Nuniber % Criminal % Not % Selected Jumr Total 
JUNE 30 of Jury , JurY Selected, or Usage Number of 

Trials c Trials Seniing or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Juries, 

1975 .1,43 46.8 18.5 65.2 19.29 10 

I' 161 40.4 21. 2 63.3 19.49 1~" 1976 II 
if -

1977 IS'] 37.6 17.5 69.2 18.24 14 

1978 141 39.7 20.0 67.1 18.53 10 
,. 

,'. 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
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GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of 'Number of 
Sessions Hours in 

Convened . Session 
... .. 

100 644 

120 760 

134 BB4 

94 612 
:> 

"\ 

. 

Average 
Number of 
Hour)i per 

Session 

6 .• 44 

6.33 

,6.6.0 

6.51 

\. 
1979 120 43.3 24.4 61.2 19.96 10 91 610 6.70.." 

COMMENT: Texas, Northern uses the practice of calling in jurors at the beginning of 
their term of service for an "orientation and impanelment" day on which most of these 
jurors are not used for any voir dires. As a result, as few as 12 jurors were chosen 
from a panel of 139 prospective jurors. In addition, this district reported one 
notorious case which required an extra-large panel for the selection of a jury. These 
occurrences have the effect of increasing the percent of jurors who are not selected, 
serving, or challenged, while decreasing the percent selected or serving which is 
evident in Texas, Northern's historical comparison data. 

Two of the seven court divisions in this district continue to use l2-member civil 
juries which has an effect on the dlst~ict's overall J.U.I. 
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TEXAS EASTERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

WPLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/' 

4,168 

100 % 

89 
......... " 

' .• TOT~L., 

\... 

NUMBE~ OF JUROR DAYS 

,':. 

2,'516 

NObSel.eC&d~ 
Servio9. or . 

'Challjlnged, 

716 936 

60.3% 17.2 % 22.5 % 

75 84.3 14 15.7 
CIVIL·~ 

'*' 
CRIMlt-IAt %. 

;": 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

19.21 

217 
. TOTAl. 

Tota,· '.. .~i:IiOn·, .' '. . ; '~, • I ;No. On . 
inExistence' " ... ;;JuIY.l,t978.· NQ~lmpan~led No.Dlscharged July 1,.1979 

4 2 2 2 2 

38 724 211 19.1 5.55 
.' Q J .. HoiTi-s in Avg, Jur~rs' Avg: Hours Sessions ". urorsln 
Convened 

.' 
" Session Se,ssion per Session per Session .... ' ' .-

\. USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
.' 

YEAR 
". JL!RY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED %Not Total 

; 

, 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS LJ 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

130,900 603 31 

Not Selected, Serving $ 29 500 
or Challenged , 

177 81. 6 40 18.4 
.. 

CIVIL .;% CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

, 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

31,600 832 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JURdR UTILIZATION 
" 

...... 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

44 

" 

Average" Num.ber % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Number 6:f 
JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, 

or Usage Number. of Sessions Hours in "Number of 
Serving or .. Grand Hours per . . Trials'.' Trials' 
Challenged Serving Index JUries 

Conv'e(led ': Session Session 

1975 97 21.6 15.0 66.1 15.90 2 14 ,82 \J 5.86 <\~, 

' ... .. :, '. '\. 
~~ 

1976 81 '12.3 ' . 19.0 62.9 19.80 4 14 79 ' '5';~6'if' 
. '. c:, 

1977 89 20.2 19.1 65.9 
; 

17.94 3 32 190 5.94 
" 1978 .. 88 . .19, .. 2 26.3 58.5 . 20.52 2 28 .171 6.11 

',; 

1979 89 15. T .. · ... 22.5 60.3 19.21 .4 38 211 5.55...., " 
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TEXAS SOUTHERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

I' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Tot!!1 " 
Selected 

Challenged' 
NbtSelec;ted," USAGE 

,," " CQr Serving or INDEX , Available 
" 

Serving, Challencted 

14,945 9,3B1 1,942 3,622 
22.82 

100 % 62.B % 13.0 % 24.2 % 

149 34 22.B 115 77.2 655 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL, 

" 
% TOTAL 

\.. JURY TRIALS 

I' 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No,On 
No, Impaneled No. Discharged 

No,On 
'. inExistence July 1, 1978 

" 
JulV 1; 1979 

16 11 5 B B 

173 3,433 B16 19.B 4.72 

Sessions JUrors in Hours in Avg, Jurors Avg, Hours 
Convened Session '.' SElssioil per Session ' per Session 

~. 

\... USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
0 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED %Not Total 

, 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

522,200 797 35 

126 400 

206 31. 5 449 6B.5 
CIVIL .0 

'. % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
i 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

11B,BOO 6B7 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
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.' 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

% 

./ 

'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

35 

'\ 

Average ' NUmber %'criminal % Selected Juror Number of ." Number of 
JUNE 30 of JurY Jury Selected, or Usage Numbetof Sessions Hours 111 Number of 

Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened Session Hour~per 
Challenged Juries Session 

" : 

1975 " '. 

180 81.1 12.7 75.0 19.06' '" 11 '':) , 53 288 5.43 
" " 

1976 200 84.5 18.8 65,.8 22.47 1Q,. 87 
,: 

521 ." 5.9.9 

1977 171 ,74.9 20.8 67.3 22.81 ·.13 ,144 861 5.98 

1978 161 ' 6~. 2" 26.9 58.4 23.B9 16 " 1,80 993 
' ~l 

5 • .52 ~ tJ 

, 
1979 149 

~J 1'1'':' 

"-
77~2 24.2 62.8 22.B2 16 173' B16 4.72" ./ 

COMMENT: The multiple jury selecti'on proce'ss is extensively employed by the judges of 
this district in an attempt to maximize the service of each juror reporting to court. 
A judge will often select .a large number of juries (in 1979 as many as 8 juries for 
criminal cases in one day) from one panel brought in exclusively for selection. However, 
in 1979 there were several instances when very large numbers of jurors were assembled 
at the courthouse but not used for voir dire. These panels of unused jurors account in 
part for the 24.2 percent of jurors not selected, serving or challenged. 
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TEXAS WESTE.RN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

~ PLA~ES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected, Not Se.lected. USAGE 
.' or Challenged Servlhg or INDEX Availqble Serving' Challellged 

9,263 5,210 1,581 2,472 

100 % 56.2% 17.1 % 26.7% 
26.77 

127 24 18.9 103 81.1 346 
, TOTAL" CIVIL % C'RIMINAL % TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

, Totai No.On 
No. Impaneled No.Discharged No.On 

irt Existence " July 1.1978 July1. ,1979 

18 10 8 7 11 

142 2,914 543 20.5 3.82 

"Sessions 
F 

Jurors in ,.HOllrsin, Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours 
Convened . ,Session . $ession per Session per Session 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED % Not Total 

~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

288,200 833 31 

Not Selected. Serving $ 76 900 
or Challenged , 

94 27.2 252 72.8 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

f 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

102,500 722 

For National Profile 
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At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

% 

'" 
Per 

Juror 
Day 

35 

" 

Average Number, %Crirriinal % Selected Juror Number of Number of 
JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected. or Usage Number. of Sessions Hours in Number of 

Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened Session Hours per I 

Challenged Juries Session 

1975 1,13 ' 77.0 ',' 16.4 63.3 21.92 17 113 600 5.31 

1976 124 69.4 18.9 61. 7 22.87 17 101 407 4.03 

1977 136 ",' 75.0 21. 6 61. 3 23.67 19 147 " 744 5.06 
" " , 

1978 118, 83.1, " 24.1 57.9 26.14 19 102 393 3.85 
" 

" 
1979 'ri27 .81.01 26.7 56.2 26.77 18 142 543 3.82 ./ "- ;:lr 
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CANAL ZONE 
JUROR USAGE PROFI LE 

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

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected. Not Selec~ed, . USAGE 

Avaifaple or c Chillienged $ewing or INDEX 
Seniing Cliailenged 

1,494 571 439 484 
34.74 

100 % 38.2 % 29.4% 32.4 % 

25 - 0.0 25 110_0 0 43 
TOTAL CIVIL % G8~~~NAL % TOTAL 

, 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS Ll.--l 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

12,900 300 9 

Not Selected, Serving $ 4 200 
or Challenged , 

- 0.0 43 I: 100 0 
CIVIl:. % CRIMINAL I '., .fO 

"- JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/ 

"-

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1975 

1976 

1977 

1978 

1979 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

iotal " " No .. On 
No. Impaneled \1 No.On 

In Existence "JUly 1,1978 No. Discharged 
:lJuly 1,1979 ; 

- - - - -

- - - - -
., 

S~ssions Jurors in Hours in Avg; JUrors A1tg. Hours 
Convened Session 

, 
Session ,per Session p~"Session 

" . ,~ ! 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TR IA.LS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

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

Serving or . Grand 
.' 

Triai.s Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries 

7 , 100.'0 . 29.2 54.8 21. 79 N/A: " 

3 100~0 29.0 46.2 26.57 N/A 

3 LOO~'O 34.7 59.3 21. 43 N/A 
, : 

21 '95.2. 25.9 47.9 30.06 N/A 
., 

..... 
,-

25 100.0' 32.4 38.2 34.74 N/A 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"\ 

~ 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

-

For National Profile 
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-

Per 
Juror 
Dav . 

-

"\ 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number.of . Numberdf Average 

Sessions . Hours in . N.Umberof 
Hours per Convened:' Session Session 

" 
., 

'.!J 

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

- .. - - ",,' 
, 

- - -
" " 

.- - '.' 
.... '.-

". './ 

COMMENT: The District of the Canal Zone reported that no grand jury system was in 
operation in this court during the current l2-month period. 
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\.. 

KENTUCKY EASTERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFI'-:E 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Serving Challellged 

5,121 3,494 570 1,057 
21. 43 

100 % 68.2 % 11.1 % 20.7 % 

56 7 12.5 49 87.5 239 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

/' 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No. Discharged 

No.On 
in Existence July 1,1978 July 1, 1979 

7 1 6 2 5 

54 1,141 316 21.1 5.85 

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

\. USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED % Not Total 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS I 5!z I 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per 
TOTAL Trial 

Day 

~ 165 200 691 
Not Selected, Serving $ 

or Challeflillld 34 

39 16.3 200 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TR IAL DAYS 

~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

40,800 756 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

32 

200 

83.7 
% 

./ 

'\ 

Per 
JUror 
Dav 

36 

Average Number % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Number of 
JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, 

or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 
Serving or Grand Hours per Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index 

Juries Convened Session Session 

1975 107 89.7 35.8 54.5 27.05 6 29 177 6.10 

1976 118 79.7 34.8 56.6 23.51 6 22 126 5.73 

1977 86 79.1 30.3 58.3 23.54 5 16 79 4.94 

1978 65 86.2 28.3 61. 8 23.72 4 30 148 4.93 -_. 
1979 56 87.5 20.7 68.2 21. 43 7 54 316 5.85 

COMMENT: The district has significantly improved its percentage of jurors selected or 
serving in 1979. Kentucky Eastern uses the technique of multiple voir dire and. 
frequently selects jurors to be sworn in at a later date. 
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KENTUCKY WESTERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

L.!J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS I 3~ I 

r 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS ESTIMATED COSTS " 

P 
E 
T 
I 

:. ; 
Tqtah, 

.... "Available ,'.' 

4,063 

100% 

~~' .. 
", SEllected Y Not Selected, 

Ohilliell'ged or .. : ' Serving or 
··,:,.Senling .:. .. ' Challenged 

2,033 732 1,298 

50.0% 18.0 % 32.0 

JUROR 
USAGE Per Per 
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

20.94 
, 130,600 673 32 

% Not Selected, Serving $ 41 800 
or ChallenQed ' 

T 70 40 57.1 30 42.9 194 93 47.9 101 52.1 

".TOT.~L ;,CIVIL % CRIMINAL' %" . TOTAL CIVI,L % CRIMINAL % 

"- JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

/' 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per '. .,',""" Total", 
" .' •. ' in., E)(istllllce 

No.On 
july 1,1978 No. Impanelei:! 

. No.On 
No.DIscharged Jy,IY1, 1979'. 

Per TOTAL Juror 
Session 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

3 

52 

<iSe;si~n; 
, 9o~;'e;'ed' , 

:-:, 

3 

1,092 
", 

:JJJforS in, . 
'.::, .. Sessi.on' 

.' 

1 2 

271 21. 0 5.21 
0 

HoiJrs in ' , Avg; ,Jurors ;:AVg.Hours 
Session ", per Session" , PElf Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1975 

1976 

1977 

1978 

:.':: .. ' ':':":' .. 

:!?2 . ...·5 9 ~J;. 
"". .' 

'55:.0 .. 
< ',." 

t;';:·>· "." 
:4q~' 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

% Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

40.2 

32.2 

30.2 

31.9 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

44.4 

53.3 

53.9 

51.9 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

23.37 

19.11 

21. 91 

23.52 

I 

" 

Total 
Number of 

Grand 
Juries, 

.7 

.' 'E? .' .. 
". 

',4{; 

,.5, 

Dav , 32,200 619 29 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 
, ::, " 

, Number of '. Number of . 
Session's Hours in' 

C6miened, Session 

51·,·'280· . 
'.',' . 

.67 ·,333 .,. 
. 

101 '581, .... , 

72 
... 

435 

.. Average· 
Number of 

, Hours per 
. Session 

5.49 

4, .. 97 

5 • .75 ' 

6.04 

COMMENT: The Western District of Kentucky has continued its practice of holding juror 
qualification days when large panels are brought in for orientation but few jurors are 
selected for trials. This procedure results in many jurors who are available for 
selection but are not used. Two notoriety trials also contri.buted to a high percentage 
of jurors not selected, serving or challenged. 
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MICHIGAN EASTERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available 
or . Challenged Serving or INDEX 

Serving Challenged 

20,466 12,743 2,344 5,379 
17.57 

100 % 62.3% 11. 5 % 26.2 % 

207 105 50.7 102 49.3 1,_165 
TOTAL CIVIl", , % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

/ 
NUMBER OF GRAND JUR!ES 

Tatar No.On 
No. Impaneled No. Discharged 1'\16. On 

in Existence July 1,1978 July T, 1979 

~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS L1l.J 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day_ 

698,700 600 34 

Not Selected, Serving $ 183 1 00 J 
or Challenged , -

526 45.2 639 54.8 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL.'. % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS .I 

ESTIMATED COSTS .---

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror 

Session Dav 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

19 

306 

12 

5,916 

7 8 

1,812 19.3 

11 , 
5.92 

198,100 647 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 

33 

" 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1975 

1976 

1977 

1978 

Sessions Jurors)n' Hours in, AVg. Jurors Avg: Ho'urs 
Convened Session, Session. , per Session per Session' 

USAGE STATISTICS 

JURVTRIALS 

Number 
of Jury' 
Trials' 

186 

200 , 

, %Crimimil 
'JurY 
Trials 

68 ~ 8. 

76.0 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

%Not % Selected Juror Total 
Selected, or Usage Number of 
Serving or Grand' 
Challenged Serving Index juries 

" . 
28.0 64.4 20.60 12. '" 

25.6 65.2 20.40 iO 

At Back Cover 

'. 

GRANt> JUROR UTILIZATIQN 

'AvE1rage .' Numberof Numtierof' 
" Sessions " Hours in : " Number of . 

Hou'rs, per 
Session Convened " Session 

'" . . ... 

205 1,182 
"'" : 

297' 1 8036.,0.1 ",' '.', .,.. 
, ' . 

235 . : 
60.0 .... 22.8 67.4 19.65 .. 20 ".. ..,302 '1,697." .5,.62 

',' . . : ' 

199 '.' '54.8 20.4 68.2 16.99 
" . " 

,,1979 207' :49, .• 3 26.2 62.3 17.57 19>306 "'F,812:5"92~ 

COMMENT: The district had several notorious trials this year, the lar~est of which 
required calling an extra-large panel of potential jurors because there were multiple 
defendants in the case. It required 5 days to select the jurors for the case. In 
another case, 110 prospective jurors were called because counsel had stipulated that 
only jurors with at least two years of college were acceptable. 

In spite of these problems, Michigan, Eastern's J.U.I. was still well below the national 
average and is at its second lowest level in the last five years. 
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MICHIGAN WESTERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

F 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total. Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Challenged . Serving or INDEX 
Serving Chalienlled 

3,035 1,946 376 713 
23.53 

100% 64.1% 12.4 % 23.5 % 

33 10 30.3 23 69.7 129 
TOTAL .CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

/ 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No. Discharged No.On 

iii Exist ence July1,1978 July 1 ,1979 . 

3 2 1 1 2 

46 912 314 19.8 6.83 
Sessions . jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours 

Convened' Session Session per Session per Session , 

"'-
- USAGE STATISTICS . 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED %Not Total 

$ 
I 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS L..!-I 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dav Dav 

138,300 1072 46 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 32, 500 

29 22.5 100 77.5 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

36,600 796 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

% 

./ 

"'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

40 

Average Number % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Numberof 
JUNE 30 '. of Jury Ju'ry Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions ~ou~s in 

Number of 
Serving or Grand Hours per Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index JUries Convened esslon Session 

. 
1975 60' 50.0 8.3 81.4 14.70 1 14 77 5.50 

1976 36 61.1 16.9 72.4 17.51 1 16 107 6.69 
.~ 

"1977 62 53 • .2 9.8 81. 9 17.15 2 15 82 5.47 

1978 29 69~O 14.2 73.3 21. 00 2 22 138 6.27 
. " 

1979 '. 

.. 33 69.7 23.5 64.1 23.53 ·3 46 314 6.83 ./ "-
COMMENT: Despite the extensive use of the multiple voir dire technique, the J.U.I. in 
the Western District of Michigan has steadily increased (with the exception of a slight 
decrease in 1977) and in 1979 reached its highest level at 23.53. Although the 

~.'. percentage of persons not selected, serving or challenged is still slightly below the 
national average, it is also at its highest level in the 1970 1 s. The district had one i 
notoriety trial this year. \ 
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OHIO NORTHERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

r 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 
r-~' 

Tot~r ' '., Selected '" 
... :' 

Not Selected; USAGE 

. ' Available' or . Challenged' 'SE!rving.?r . INDEX 
Serving .,' Challenged 

7,133 4,738 764 1,631 
17.36 

100 % 66.4% 10.7 % 22.9 % 

88 45 51.1 43 48.9 r 411 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % ,.' TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.Oh 
No. Impaneled No.Discharged No.On 

in Existence July.1,1978 ' July"1.1979 

15 9 6 4 11 

176 3,517 877 20.0 4.98 

Sessions JUrors in Hoursih Avg. Jurors " Avg. Hours 
Convened Session Session Per Se~sibn per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED %Not Total 

, 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS L..lJLJ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day. 

303,100 737 42 

Not Selected, Serving $ 4 
or Challen~ed 69, 00 

176 42.8 235 57.2 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

, 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

142,400 809 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

. GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

%-

./ 

'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

40 

:.' Average Number % Selected Number of % Criminal Juror Number of 
JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, 

or Usage NUmber.of SessiOQs Hours in I Numberof 

Trials Trials 
Serving or Serving Index Grand ConvElned Session Hours per 
Challenged Juries Session 

-, 

1975 -" 121 49.6 36.6 54.1 20.61 9 88 ' !' 486 5.52 

1976 124 46.0 40.3 51. 3 21.12 12 i41 782 5.55 
" 

1977 128 .43.0 37.4 54.4 20.43 10 145 796 5.49 
" 1978 94 42.6 29.5 59.9 17.74 15 134 707 5.28 

1979 88 48.9 22.9 66.4 17.36 15 
.. ~, 

176 877 4.9:8./ 
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OHIO SOUTHERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFI LE 

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

/' 

/ 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

3,844 2,589 651 604 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

16.71 
100 % 67.4% 16.9 % 15.7 % 

53 28 ~2.8 25 47.2 230 
TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total', .' 
,'(oExi~eri~ . 

, No.on. 
July1,1978 

: No~.tmpaneled . NO,Dfsc~~rg~d '. Ng,:On. 
. ',. ." . Julyl~1979 , 

10 6 4 

83 1,601 555 

S' 'e' 's' 's·lo'·;n'·s:· ,. '. ' ' .' . . ';!UrorsinHours)rl 
'Convened :" '.' .' 'Session '. i "'Session');' .".,.. ".:il ." . '. I' 

5 5 

19.3 6.69 
.". , 

. ,t\vg .. Jurors" . Av9: Hours' 
'per Session .'per.Se$sion " 

\. USAGE STATISTICS 
'------------------------ -------------------------~ 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
,": .' :,:," , 

YEAR 
I.. "'JURYTRIALS, PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

" '. 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS L.§..-l 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

D;JV Dav , 140,300 610 36 

Not Selected, Serving $ 22 000 
or Challenqed , 

106 46.1 124 53.9 
" 

CIVIL % CfuMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

'60,900 734 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

'I 

Per 
JUror 
Dav 

38 

ENDED 
:,. ,:: 

% Not % Selected Juror 
.C.:, Total ',. 

Number of ' Average 

JUNE 30 
, N limper.: . % Criminal. 
, of Jury,J!lry 
.. Trials-,I ': 'Trials 

Selected, 
or Usage Serving or 

Number of Number of Sessions Hours in Numberot 
Gr,m<;l ·.Hours per 

.. J. ....:' Challenged Serving Index 
Juries Convened. Sessic:m Session 

.. ;' .. , 

1975 19.5 67.8 18.84 ',7 59 403 6.83 

1976 9 {\S1 ~,6 ".' • 20.0 67.6 19.00 ' ,,7, '. 66 393 5;95 

1977 
,.:') 

6,.85 18.7 68.1 18.50 7 
-'. 

67 459 
" 

1978 17.5 70.4 17.19 9 , 91 590 6 • .48 

1979 
\.,. 15.7 67.4 16.71 TO '83\," 555 ,6.69 j 47.~2 

COMMENT: The Southern District of Ohio had one highly publicized, multiple defendant 
case that required calling 42 persons for jury selection. Nevertheless, the district's 
J.U.I. and percentage not selected, serving or challenged continued to decrease. 
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TENNESSEE EASTERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

L4..J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

I' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected' Not Selectee!, USAGE 

'Available, or , , Challenged ' ' SerVing or INDEX 
, SerVing 

" ,ChallengEld 

2,546 1,564 376 606 

100 % 61. 4 % % % 
15.34 

14.8 23.8 

71 51 71. 8 20 28.2 166 
'TOTAL 
~, 

CIVIL ",% CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

/ 
I\IUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Totai No.On ,c' , 

No,On 
in Existence July 1, 197a No.1 rnpaneled No. Discharged jUly 1,.1979 

4 3 1 2 2 

14 290 85 20.7 6.07 

Sessions Jurors in Hours in Avg~ Jurors Avg.Hours 
Convened Sessio,n " Session per Session. per Ses,sion 

\.. USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
',' .. ,' 

YEAR 
JuRY JR 1/1 U!i PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION ! 

ENDED %Not Total 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS L-.l-I 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial JUror 

Day Day , 80,100 483 31 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
ar Challen!:led 19 , 100 I 

121 72.9 45 
CIVIL, %, CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

r 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

, Per TOTAL 
Session 

8,900 636 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JURORUTILIZATION 

27.1 
% 

.,) 

"'\ 

Per 
JUror 
Dav 

31 

, 

" Average , 'Number' of ,N.uinber % Criminal % Selected Juror NiJmberof 
JUNE 30 of Jury JiJry', , Selected, or Usage Nurnberof Sessions, Hours in, " Numberof 

Trials Trials' Serving or Serving Index Grand ¢onv~ned 'Session' Hours per 
Chbllenged Juries Session 

1975 143 39.2 23.3 65.1 16.92 6 8, ,45 5.62,· 
" , '.' 

' , 
1976 128 36.,7 25.5 61. 3 15.38 5, 13 81 6.23 .• 

H· , 
1977 133 38.3 23.3 62.5 15.43 ' 5 17' ~98 5 • .7 G'e: 

-.: ' , .' 

1978 ,88 ,31.8 24.6 63.1 14.27 "7, 14 '" 83 '5.93 

1979 : I"" 

\... 
',. ' 7,1,. 28.2 23.8 61. 4 15.34 I 4 , 14" " 85 6.07 

COMMENT: The low J.U.I. in the Eastern District of Tennessee is undoubtedly helped by 
its use of the multiple voir dire. One jury trial held before a magistrate was reported 
by this district in 1979. 
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TENNESSEE MIDDLE 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

L3..J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/ 

3,968 

100 % 

59 

NUMBER OF JUriCR DAYS 

2,323 

58.5% 

29 49.2 

570 

% 14.4 

30 

1,075 

% 27.1 

50.8 
'~TQT;~L '.' 'clVlLirn' CRIMiNAL; % 

'- JURY TRIALS 

/ 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

20.77 

191 
. TOTAl.: 

"'J No. ,Orr "'. No-.' Impa, neled NO.D.isc. har.lled No~ Q!1,.' 
JulY .11197J;l . J.ulY',1979 

.. , .. ' 
Total· 

. .)0 Exist.Ii'nce 

3 1 2 3 

.. -~-
53 1,076 358 20.3 6.75 

Sessions Jurors .in Hours in Avg. Jurors . Avg, Hourf ' 

I Cbrwened Se"s$ion Session Pf'lr Session per Sessioi'i'"l 
" 

'\. USAGE STATISTICS -

, 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS L.3.....J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dav Dav 

128L OOO 670 32 
Not Selected, Serving $ 4 

or Challenged 3 700 

84 44.0 107 56.0 
CIVIL ' , % ,. CRIMINA.L % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per ",OTAL 
Session 

~ '-, 
43L 000 811 

~
or National Profile 

Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

~ 

J 
Per 

Juror 
Dav 

40 

( ______ ~--~--~------_.~--------H-IS-T-O-R-I-C-A-L--C-O-M-P-ATR-I-SO_N_$ ____ .~----------~--------~~ 

" 

I 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1975 

1976 

1977 
'r.~ .... 

1978 

\... 
1979 

~,URY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND f.:llJROR UTILIZATION 
~------~--~----~------~------~--------+---~-.~~~,~'~'~:'--~-------.--~----~ 

Number % Criminal 
%Not 

of Jury Jury Selected, 
Serving or 

Tr"iill s Trials Challenged .. 

83 54.2 31. 7 

78 53.8 35.5 

60 58.3 38.9 

58 ~7.2 33.4 

59 <? 50.8 27.1 

% Selected juror 
Usage 
Index 

or 
Serving 

53.8 19.75 

53.2 19.43 

49.9 23.94 

54.7 23.34 

58.5 20.77 

A-68 

Tqtal 
Number of 

Grand 
Juries 

2 

" 

Number of 
Sessions 

Convened 

15 :\ 
':"'-

" :;; 16 

NUmber of 
Hours in 
.Session 

87 

176" 

Average 
·'Number of 

HOUfS per 
Session 

5.80 

6.77 



TENNESSEE WESTERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

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

P 
E 
T 
I 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/ 

: 

\.. 

/ 

..... 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1975 

1976 

1977 

1978 

1979 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

AVailable or Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Serving Challenged 

5,431 3,566 958 907 
17.30 

100% 65.7% 17.6 % 16.7 % 

87 35 40.2 52 59.8 314 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No. Discharged No.On 

in Existence July 1,1978 July1,1979 

6 3 3 3 3 

93 1,889 569 20.3 6.12 

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

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

% Not Total 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day , 153,300 488 28 

Not Selected, Serving $ 25 600 
or Challer:!fl?d , 

136 43.3 178 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

f 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

58,900 633 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

56.7 
% 

./ 

....." 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

31 

" 
' Average" Number % Criminal % Selected Juror NUmber of Numberof 

of Jury Jury Selected, 
or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Numper of 

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

, 

104 60.6 13.5 66.3 16.82 4 59 412 6.98 

78 51. 3 15.9 70.0 17.07 3 56 353 6.30 
. 

69 60.9 13.7 69.1 17.26 3 89 621 6.98 

82 64.6 13.6 68.3 16.87 4 67 400 5.97 

87 59.8 16.7 65.7 17.30 6 93 569 6.,12 ./ 

COMMENT: The Western District of Tennessee charged the jury costs to a defendant who 
changed his plea after the 30 member panel had reported. Due to the special nature of 
another case, the jury selection process covered a four day period. This case should be 
considered when examining this district's usage statistic? 
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ILLINOIS NORTHERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

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

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Selected Not Selected, USAGE Per Per Total 
Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror 

Serving Challenged Dav Dav 

20,285 11,488 2,634 6,163 ~ 638,100 578 31 
P 
E 
T 100 % 56.6% 13.0 % 

18.37 
30.4 % Not Selected, Serving $ 194 000 I 

or Challenged , 

T 213 99 46.5 114 53.5 1,104 561 50.8 543 49.2 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

"- JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS ./ 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per TOTAL Juror 
Session 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No. Discharged No.On 

in Existence July 1,1978 July 1, 1979 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

, 
"-

YE,C\R 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1975 

1976 

1977 

1978 

22 7 15 10 12 

431 8,849 2,200 20.5 5.10 

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

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number % Criminal 
% Not % Selected Juror Total 

of Jury Jury Selected, 
or Usage Number of 

Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged Juries 

165 60.0 25.2 63.6 16.87 24 

135 78.5 31. 9 58.3 19.86 21 

163 66.9 26.8 63.6 17.47 22 

171 65.5 27.1 62.1 17.89 20 

Dav , 281,100 652 32 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 

Convened Session 

330 1,686 

451 2,729 

388 2,074 

383 1,944 

Average 
Number of 
Hours per 

Session 

5.11 

6.05 

5.35 

5.08 

'\ 

1979 213 53.5 30.4 56.6 18.37 22 431 2,200 5.10 ./ '-
COMMENT: Despite its commendable practice of reusing jurors for more than one jury 
trial, Illinois, Northern recorded an increase in its J.U.I. from 17.89 in 1978 to 18.37 
in 1979 and an increase in the percent of jurors not selected, serving or challenged 
from 27.1% in 1978 to 30.4% in 1979. These increases can be partially attributed to 
the occurrence of last minute pleas and settlements. 

In the area of grand juror usage, this district reported an increase of 12.5% in the 
number of sessions convened and an increase of 13.2% in the number of hours in session. 
The average number of hours per session remained stable at ~.10 hours. 
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ILLINOIS CENTRAL 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

I' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

. Totai . 
." .' Se!~Cte9 .... Not Selected,.: USAGE 

Availilql~ ....•...... .. or,·.·. Challenged . Sei;vingor': INDEX .. : .. .. . SeNing' '" .. .. ' Challen!Jl!d 

3,083 1,661 634 788 

100 % 53.8% 20.6 % 
21. 56 

25.6 % 

43 18 41. 9 25 58.1 143 
. TOTAL., CiV.IL % CRIMINAL % . TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

/' 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

, Total 
Trit:xistenr;e 

,No.On;; 
July 1,1978 

No, Discharged No'. On 
July1, 1979 . 

5 4 1 3 2 

37 780 223 21.1 6.03 

Sessions: Jurors in Hours in Avg.Jurors Avg.Hours 
Convened Session Session per Session per Session i ,< 

'- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED % Not Total 

, 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS L..LJ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

105,500 754 34 

Not Selected, SeNing $ 2 
or Challen~ed 2 , 90O 

59 41. 3 84 58.7 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

26,300 692 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

% 
..I 

'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

36 

'\ 

Average Ie:' Nurnber .%Crjminal % Selected Juror Number of Nul'nberof 
JUNE 30 6fJury .Jury Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 

Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened Session Hours per 
J.'-- Challenged Juries Session 

1975 -. - - - - - -' - , -
1976 

_. - - - - - - - -
" 

. 

1977 - - - - - - - - ... 

1978 - - - - - - - - -
' .. ' '. .. 

" 

1979 .43 58~1 25.6 53.8 21. 56 5 37 223 6.03./ \, .i 

COMMENT: Public Law 95-409, the IIFedera1 District Court Organization Act of 1978 11
, 

and Public Law 95-573 included a realignment of this district. After the reorganization 
went into effect on April 1,1979, the statutory places of holding court for Illinois, 
Central were Peoria, Quincy, Springfield, Rock Island, and Danville. The statistics for 
1979 reflect activity for these places of holding court; therefore, no historical 
comparisons have been provided. 
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ILLINOIS SOUTHERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

L1J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected. Not Selected; USAGE 
or Chal.,lenged .Serving or INDEX Available Servin!l Challen!l!ld 

2,418 1,363 522 533 

100 % 56.4% 21.6 % % 
20.67 

22.0 

26 10 38.5 16 61.5 117 
TOTAl,. CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No.Discharged 

No.On 
in .Existence July 1,1978 July 1,1979 

3 1 2 2 1 

37 723 217 19.5 5.86 

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

\... USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED % Not Total 

$ 
I 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS L1-J 

ESTIMATED COSTS '" 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Dav Dav 

110,500 921 47 

Not Selected, Serving $ 29 900 
or Challen!led ., 

48 41.0 69 59.0 
CIVil % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

, 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

52,700 1464 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

% 

../ 

'" 
Per 

JUror 
Dav 

69 

....... 

Average Number % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Number of Selected, Number of Number cif JUNE 30 of Jury Jury or Usage Sessions Hours in Serving or Grand Hours PElr Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index 
Juries Convened Session Session 

1975 - - - - - - - - -
1976 - - - - - - - - -
1977 - - - - - - - - -
1978 - - - - - - - - -

\... 
1979 26 61.5 22.0 56.4 20.67 3 723 217 5.86 

COMMENT: Public Law 95-409, the "Federal District Court Organization Act of 1978", 
and Public Law 95-573 included a realignment of this district. After the reorganization 
went into effect on April 1, 1979, the statutory places of holding court for Illinois, 
Southern were Alton, Cairo, East St. Louis, and Benton. The 1979 statistics reflect 
juror activity for these places of holding court; therefore, no historical comparisons 
have been provided. 
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INDIANA NORTHERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

LiJ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Serving Chalienqed 

4,770 3,031 600 1,139 
19.31 

100 % 63.5% 12.6 % 23.9 % 

54 19 35.2 35 64.S 247 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

/ 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No. Discharged 

No.On 
in Existence July 1,1978 July 1, 1979 

4 3 1 1 3 

43 816 21S 19.0 5.07 

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

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED % Not Total 

, 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dav Dav 

163, ,300 661 34 

Not Selected, Serving $ 39 000 
or Challenqed , 

67 27 1 1 SO 172 q 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

, 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

65,000 1512 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

% 

" 
Per 

Juror 
Dav 

SO 

" 

Average NUmber % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Number of Selected, Number of Number of JUNE 30 of Jury' Jury or Usage Sessions Hours in Serving or Grand Hours per Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries 
Convened Session Session 

1975 96 71. 9 32.0 49.2 25.73 4 40 273 6.S2 

1976 S3 91.6 37.1 42.S 31. 26 4 59 340 5.76 

1977 84 58.3 24.6 59.1 20.93 4 60 364 6.07 

1978 57 50.9 27.6 53.1 19.93 6 51 287 5.63 

1979 54 64.8 23.9 63.5 19.31 4 43 218 5.07 ..J 
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INDIANA SOUTHERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

I' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Serving Challenqed 

3,402 2,083 521 798 
15.53 

100 % 61.2% 15.3 % 23.5 % 

49 33 67.3 16 32.7 219 

TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

I' 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No.Discharged 

No.On 
in Existence July 1, 1978 July 1,1979 

4 1 3 3 1 

66 1,331 478 20.2 7.24 

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

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED %Not Total 

~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

122,200 558 36 

Not Selected, Serving $ 28 700 
or Challenqed ' 

137 62.6 82: 37.4 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

63,500 962 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

% 

..I 

"'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

48 

" 
Average Number % Criminal % Selected Juror Number ot Number of 

JUNE 30 of Jury JurY' 
Selected, 

or Usage Number of Sessions . Hour-sin Number of 

Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened . Session Hours' per 
Challenged Juries Session 

1975 71 43.7 18.1 60.6 15.83 4 70 461 6.59 

1976 57 50.9 16.4 63.7 14.97 5 89 615 6.91 

1977 60 51. 7 21. 7 60.6 17.58 4 57 349 6.12 

1978 42 26.2 24.4 60.6 13.20 4 50 303 6.06 

1979 49 32.7 23.5 61.2 15.53 4 66 478 7.24..1 
"- '~:"" 

COMMENT: This district reported an increase in both petit and grand jury activity. The 
number of jury tri a 1 s increased by 16.7% from 42 'i n 1978 to 49 in 1979. The number of 
grand jury sessions convened increased by 32.0~&q \>'hile the number of hours in s~ssion 
increased by 57.8%. The average numbel" of houy's in session rose by over an hour to 
7.24. 
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WISCONSIN EASTERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected. USAGE 

Available or, Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Servin!l Chalhm!lBd 

4,082 2,881 633 568 
14.63 

100 % 70.6% 15.5 % 13.9 % 

46 26 56.5 20 43.5 279 -
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL I • 'Yo 

TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No: Discharged 

No.On 
in Existence July1,1978 • ~j July 1,1979 

3 2 1 1 2 

64 1,31.8 346 20.6 5.41 
" 

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

\.. USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED %Not Total 

$ 
I 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS L!--1 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dav Dav 

139,300 499 34 

Not Selected, Serving $ 19 400 
or Challermed ' 

145 52.0 134 48.0 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

60,400 944 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

% 

./ 

'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

46 

"I 

Average Number % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Number of 
JUNE 30 of Jury 'Jury Selected, 

or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 
Serving or Grand Hours per Tria.ls Trials Challenged Serving Index JUries Convened Session Session 

1975 44 ,61. 4 22.2 60.4 17.94 3 53 252 4.75 

1976 38 71.1 16.7 69.1 17.69 3 61 363 5.95 

1977 58 62.1 16.1 68.0 15.81 4 84 524 6.24 

1978 32 37.5 25.7 63.3 15.52 4 73 411 5.63 

1979 46 43.,5 13.9 70.,6 14.63 3 64 346 5. 41 ~ \.. 

COMMENT: Despite an increase in the percentage of criminal jury trials which usually 
call for larger voir dire panels, this district was able to decrease its J.U.I. from 
15.52 in 1978 to 14.63 in 1979. Wisconsin, Eastern also reported improvement in the 
percent of jurors selected or serving which increased from 63.3% in 1978 to 70.6% in 
1979. These statistics have been achieved because the judges of the district stagger 
their trial starting times, pool their jurors, and use multiple voir dire. 
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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 Selected, USAGE 

Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Serving Challenged 

1,825 1,302 369 154 
17.89 

100 % 71.4% 20.2 % 8.4 % 

28 7 25.0 21 75.0 102 

TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

/ 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No. Discharged 

No;On 
in Existence July1,1978 July 1, 1979 

2 1 1 1 1 

27 511 162 18.9 6.00 

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

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED %Not 
., 

Total 

~ 

23 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

" ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dav Dav 

60,300 591 33 

Not Selected, Serving $ 5 100 
or ChalieTilled '. 

22.5 79 177.5 
CIVIl.. % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
I 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

46,000 1704 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

~ 

" 
Per 

Juror 
Dav 

90 

'I 

Average Number % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Number of 
JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of or Serving or 'Grand Hours per Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index 'JUries Convened Session Session 

1975 22 54.5 8.7 72.8 15.67 2 15 62 4.13 

1976 17 58.8 11. 5 67.9 17.95 1 21 105 5.00 

1977 8 ,87.5 4.7 71. 3 19.11 2 20 115 5.75 

1978 24 50.0 5.0 78.2 16.17 2 32 226 7.06 

1979 28 75.0 8.4 71. 4 17.89 2 27 162 6 .. 00 ./ '\.. 

COMMENT: Wisconsin, Western reported an increase in the proportion of criminal jury 
trials whic~ rose from 50.0% in 1978 to 75.0% in 1979. This increase partially accounts 
for the rise in the J.U.I. to 17.89 and the decrease in the percent of jurors selected 
or serving to 71.4%. 
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ARKANSAS EASTERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Serving Challenged 

4,017 2,372 846 799 
21. 48 

100 % 59.0% 21.1 % 19.9 % 

74 39 52.7 35 47.3 187 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

/ 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No.Discharged No.On 

in Existence July1,1978 July 1,1979 

1 1 - - 1 

19 407 131 21. 4 6.89 

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

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED %Not Total 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dav Dav , 135.,100 722 34 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challen!led 26,900 I 

96 51.3 91 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

$ 
L 23,700 1247 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

48.7 

% 

./ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

58 

Average Number % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Number of 
JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, 

or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Numberof 

\.. 

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

1975 68 61. 8 18.7 54.7 21. 90 2 16 119 7.44 

1976 88 72.7 19.9 55.9 21.73 2 21 115 5.48 

1977 100 70.0 17.8 57.2 20.91 3 28 158 5~64 

1978 77 79.2 26.9 51. 3 23.30 3 21 144 6.86 

1979 74 47.3 19.9 59.0 21.48 1 19 131 6.89./ 
. 

COMMENT: This dlstrict reported a decrease of approximately 32 percentage points in 
criminal jury trials. In addition, Arkansas, Eastern reported improvement in the 
category of percent of jurors selected or serving which increased to 59.0% and in its 
J.U.I. which dropped to 21.48. 
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ARKANSAS VVESTERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

F 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 
" Selected 

". ,- ' NotSelected, USAGE .. Total' .. 
Available " or Challenged, Sl1rving or INDEX 

., Serving ChallenQed 

2,652 1,659 793 200 

100 % 62.6% 29.9 % 7.5 % 22.86 

44 28 63.6 16 36.4 116 
TOTAL " CIVIL .% CRIMINAL % TO:r·AL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

I' 
c ... , 

No.O" . j NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 
~') 

Total. ,;::< No.On. c I INo,DiSCharged i n Exist~ nee , July1,1978 No.lmpaileled 
Jv.ly 1,1$,ii':b 

'::'-.::i::f 

1 1 - - 1 t 

10 225 48 22.5 4.80 
" . .,~~ 

, Sessions :Jurors in. 
. 

Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours 

'.' 
Convened . Ses~i,on Session per Session perSessjon 

"-
USAGE STATISTICS --

---
HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

" 
YEAR 

. JURY TRIALS";! PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

% Not . Total 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS L2-J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day , 98,600 850 37 

~ot 8f!leeted, Serving $ 
~_'?L,ghallenged I 

7,400 
r""~. 

67 57.8 49 
CIVil % CRIMiNAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

$ 
I 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

21,200 2120 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

42.2 
% 

..I 

~ 

Per 
Juror 
Day, 

94 

I 

ENDED , Number % Criminal' % Sel~cted Juror Numbe.r of Number of Average 

JUNE 30 .' of. Jury JlJlY 
Selec(ed, or Usage NumbEfi: of Sessions Hours in Number of 

Trials' Trials Serving or 
S~rving Index Grand Convened Sessi'on Hours per 

Challeng;od '\' Juries Session . ':;-': ... .' 

1975 
: >\ ,51 25 •. 5 21. 4 53.1 25.26 2 r~' \,) 7 42 6.00 'I:·.·. ~~~; 

. " 
'" 

1976 47 " 38.3" 6.1 63.8 22.11 'I ,10 44 . ~ 4.40 

1977 39 29.1 
. ~.' 

10 .. 17.2 58.7 23. 3'; r > 1 57 5.70 
" Q -, <, J> ., 

,<,,~ 

1978 .42 16.7 10.3 64.4 23.08 2 11 59 5.36 ' .. ~.\ 
'.' 

" 
1979 44. .36.4' 7.5 62.6 22.86 1 10'.· 48 4.80;....-'-
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IOWA NORTHERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

L2J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

TOtal Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Chal!enged Serving or INDEX 
Serving (/ Challenged 

" 

887 549 152 186 
14.08 

100% 61.9 % 17.1 % 21.0 % 

14 9 64.3 5 35.71 63 
TOTAL CIVil % CRIMINAL """t'J % TOTAL 

'- JURY TRIALS I 
/' 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No. Discharged No.On 

in Existence JulV 1,1978 July 1,1979 

4 2 2 2 i 2 

26 545 161 21. 0 6.19' 

SesSions JUrors in Hoursln Avg. Jurors Avg .. Hours 
Conve.n'ed Session Se~sion per Session per Session 

\... USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
.JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED %Not Total 

YEAR ENDEQ 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"\ 

Per Per 

I 
TOTAL Trial JUror 

Day Day , 46,000 730 52 

Not Selected, Serving $ 9 700 
or Challenaed , 

46 73.0 17 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

, Per TOTAL 
Session 

24,200 931 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

.. ' "" 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION':; 

27.0 
% 

../ 

" 
Per 

Juror 
Da_y 

44 

. Average Number % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Numbilrof 
JUNE 30 of Jury , Jury Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions , Hours in Number cif 

Tria.ls Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand Conl/ened Session Hours per 
Challenged Juries Session 

1975 27 59.3 18.9 61. 8 15.64 2 28 211 7.54 

1976 22. 50.0 21. 9 57.6 17.77 4 32 211 6. 5~,<, 

1977 31 38.7 19.5 65.1 14.29 4 45 313 6.96 

1978 ' '::. '. 
17 35.3 34.8 45.5 21. 70 2 16 95 5.94 

1979 '4 
.' 

'- 14 35.7 21.0 61. 9 14.08 26 161 ,6.1~../ 
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IOWA SOUTHERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

r 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total ' Selected NotSelected, USAGE 

Available or Challenged Sel'ving 9r INDEX 
Serving Challenged 

3,081 1,893 524 664 

61. 4% 
20.40 

100% 17.0% 21. 6 % 

35 6 17.1 29 82.9 151 

TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

/ 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Totar No.On 
No. Impaneled No. Discharged 

No.On 
in Existence July 1.,1978 July 1,1979 

2 1 1 1 1 

20 390 128 19.5 6.40 
:, 

Sessi;:ms' Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours 
Convened Session Session per Session per Session 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED % Not Total 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS I 2~ I 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

~ 107,100 709 35 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenqed 23,1001 

39 25.8 112 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

$ 13,100 655 
L 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTI,'_IZATION 

74.2 

% 

./ 

"'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

34 

'\ 

Average Number % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Number of 
JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 

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

1975 30 56.7 31. 3 49.9 21. 84 2 18 122 6.78 

1976 53 67.9 15.2 67.4 17.45 3 41 301 7.34 

1977 43 60.5 12.8 69.3 15.91 2 16 104 6.50 

1978 " 30 66 ~.7 13.1 68.0 17.15 2 18 112 6 .. 22 

1979 35 82.9 21.6 61. 4 20.40 2 20 128 6 :40./ 

COMMENT: Iowa, Southern reported a number of last minute pleas, notorious trials, and 
multiple defendant trials. One drug case involved 18 defendants and required a large 
panel of prospective jurors in anticipation of challenges and excuses. These occurrences 
tend to have an adverse effect on juror utilization as can be seen by the increase in 
the J.U.I. to 20.40 and the decrease in the percent of jurors selected or serving to 
61.4% • 
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MINNESOTA 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

L2J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

I' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Serving Challenged 

6,665 3,989 1,042 1,634 

100 % 59.9% 15.~ 24.5 % 
18.67 

65 30 46.2 35 53.8 357 

TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

/' 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No.D.ischarged No.On 

in Existence July 1,1978 July 1,1979 

4 2 2 2 2 

64 1,234 343 19.3 5.36 

Sessions Jurors in Hours In Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours 
Convened Session Session per Session per Se~sion 

"- USAGE STAT:,sTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED % Not Total 

, 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS L..§..J 

EST;,vlATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

232,'900 652 35 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or ChalienRed 57,000 

192 53.8 165 46.2 

CiVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

, 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

51,500 805 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

% 

./ 

...., 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

42 

Average Number % Criminal % Selected Juror NUmber of Number of 
JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 

\... 

Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened Sl;lssion Hours per 
Challenged Juries Session 

1975 90 51.1 13.8 71.4 17.55 2 46 294 6.;39 

1976 " 
97 48.5 16.6 67.7 16.32 2 52 261 5.02 

1977 87 62.1 21.1 60.4 17.62 2 70 349 4.99 

1978 79 54.4 22.8 60.7 17.77 3 54 310 5.74 
, 

1979 65 53.8 24.5 59.9 18.67 4 64 343 5.36 ..) 

COMMENT: Minnesota reported numerous settlements, changes of plea, and a notorious case. 
In addition, this district reported a number of orientation days in which large panels of 
prospective jurors were called in but no juries were selected for trial. These 
occurrences resulted in large numbers of jurors reporting to the courthouse, but going 
unused and partially account for the increase in the J.U.I. to 18.67. 
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MISSOURI EASTERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

o Total Se,letted Not Selected. USAGE 

,Availabie, .. or ,Challenged . Serving' or INDEX 
Serving Challenged 

4,510 2,584 966 960 

15.03 
100 % 57.3% 21.4 % 21. 3 % 

109 75 68.8 34 31.2 300 

tOTAL. CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

'- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Totaf I"" NO,On. 
No. Impaneled No.Discharfled 

. No.On 
in Exist ence JuJy 1. 1978 July 1,1979 

5 2 3 2 3 

67 1,321 375 19.7 5.60 

Sessions Jurors ,in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours 
Ccinvened Session Session per Session per Session ... :;; 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED % Not Total 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dav Dav , 144,100 480 32 

Not Selected, Serving $ 30 700 
or Challenged ' 

205 68.3 95 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

45,000 672 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

31. 7 

% 

./ 

"\ 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

34 

, 

Average 

I 

Number % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Number of 
JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 

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

1975 lOS 53.7 19.0 59.4 17.17 4 71 401 5.65 

1976 121 52.1 20.3 55.2 17.08 .it 6 III 585 5.27 

1977 13S' 44.2 ., 20.0 54.9 17.43 6 102 514 5.04 

1978 100 L42. O. 22.0 57.4 16.89 4 73 420 5.75 

1979 109 31.2 21.3 57.3 15.03 5 67 375 5.60./ "-
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MISSOURI WESTERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFI LE 

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

( 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

1\ Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Serving Challenged 

2,968 1,680 762 526 
16.96 

100 % 56.6% 25.7 % 17.7 % 
-' 

44 23 52.3 21 47.7 175 
TOTAL OIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No. Discharged 

No.On 
in ExistenCe July1,1978 July 1,1979 

6 2 4 3 3 

65 1,333 429 20.5 6.60 

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

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPAR ISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED % Not Total 

, 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS LU 

ESTIMATED COSTS " 
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Day Day 

103,200 590 35 

Not Selected, Serving $ 18 300 
or Challenged , 

106 60.6 69 39.4 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

, 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

63,000 969 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

% 

./ 

"-
Per 

Juror 
Day 

47 

" 
Average Number % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Numberof 

JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, 
or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 

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

1975 68 72.1 31. 7 45.5 26.67 4 94 627 6.67 

1976 70 67.1 29.0 46.5 24.60 6 46 290 6.30 

1977 59 50.8 26.3 48.3 22.85 3 53 374 7~06 

1978 57 66.7 24.7 4~.4 22.85 4 63 427 6.78 

1979 44 47.7 17.7 56.6 16.96 6 65 429 6. 60 .J \.." 

COMMENT: Despite a number of notorious trials, Missouri, Western was able to report 
improvement in its J.U.I., which decreased from 22.85 in 1978 to 16.96 in 1979. The 
category of percent of jurors selected or serving also showed improvement, increasing 
from 48.4% in 1978 to 56.6% in 1979. 
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NEBRASKA 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

LlJ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESH!PS Ll.J 

P 
E 
T 

T 

G 
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/ 

,~ 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1975 

1976 

1977 

1978 

1979 
'-

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Total S~I~cted Not Se lected, USAGE 
" or Challenged ·Serving or INDEX .L\vailable Serving Challehged 

3,723 1,849 736 1,138 
18.43 

100 % 49.7% 19.7% 30.6% 

48 31 64.6 17 35.4 202 
. TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No.lmpaheled No. Discharged No.On 

'ih Existence·' July1,1978 July1,1979 

3 1 2 1 2 

21 422 141 20.1 6.71 

Sessio.ns. Jurors In Hours in Avg. Jurors AI/g. Hours 
Convened Session Sessi.on pet session per Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURYTRI,A.,LS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION I· 

%Not Total 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dav Dav , 143,500 710 39 

Not Selected, Serving $ 43 900 
or Challenqed ' 

143 70.8 59 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

$ 
L 

25,100 1195 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 
,. 

29.2 
% 

./ 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

59 

'" 

Average Number % Criminal 'JI. Seiected Juror Number of Number of 
.of Jury Jury . Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 

Trials Trials Serving or Serving Inde): Grand Convened Session Hours per 
Challenged Juries Session 

~2 46.8 30.4 51. 9 19.88 1 23 154 6.70 
'~\~ 

'63 •. 30.2 31. 8 52.6 17.04 1 . 15 103 6.87 

62. 29.0 22.6 57.8 15.43 2 . '°16 112 7.00 

50 24.0 26.7 56.6 15.34 1 13 89 6.85 

48 ,. 35.4 30.6 49.7 18.43 3 21 141 6.71.../ 

COMMENT: This district reported a number of last minute settlements and an increase 
in its percent of criminal jury trials, both of which tend to have an adverse effect on 
juror utilization statistics. These occurrences are reflected in the increase in the 
J.U.I. to 18.43 and the decrease in the percent of jurors selected or serving to 49.7%. 

A-90 

I 



P 
E 
T 
I 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 

NORTH DAKOTA 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

I' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Cha{lenged Serving or INDEX 
Serving Challellged 

2,017 1,116 429 472 

100% 55.3% % % 19.03 
21. 3 23.4 

27 7 25.9 20 74.1 106 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL' % TOTAL 

'- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No, Discharged No,On 

in Existence July 1, 1978 July 1,1979 

3 2 1 2 1 

15 301 89 

44 
CIVIL 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS L1-.J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per 
TOTAL Trial 

Da 

21 500 

41.5 62 58.5 
% CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ~ 

"\ 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror 

Session Dav , 
19,900 1327 66 

20.1 5.93 
D For National Profile 

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

Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

'- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
'I 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

.-
ENDED Number % Criminal 

% Not % Selected Juror Total Nuniberof Number of Average 
JUNE 30 of Jury Jury' Selected, or Usage Number of 

Ses~jons Hours in Number of 

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

1975 36 66.7 23.0 57.7 20.60 2 9 51 5.67 

1976 24 58.3 23.5 59.8 20.63 2 8 44 !5. 5 O 

1977 24 79.2 23.2 61. 3 20.49 ,2 11 63 5.73 . 
1978 ,31 64.5 24.8 56.8 18.14 2 12, 65 5.42, 

<l 

1979 27 74.1 23.4 55.3 19.03 3 15 89 5. 93 ~ '- " 

COMMENT: This district reported numerous jurors in travel and a number of last minute 
pleas and settlements. These occurrences tend to have an adverse effect on juror 
utilization statistics and would partially account for the increase in the J.U.I. from 
18.14 in 1978 to 19.03 in 1979. 
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SOUTH DAKOTA 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Serving Challenged 

2,543 1,448 438 657 
20.18 

100 % 56.9% 17.2 % 25.9 % 

29 10 34.5 19 65.5 126 

TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No. Discharged 

No.On 
in Existence July1,1978 July 1,1979 

2 - 2 - 2 

17 332 96 19.5 5.65 

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

" 
USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED % Not Total 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

I 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day , 105,500 837 41 

Not Selected, Serving $ 27 300 
or Challenaed . ' 

58 46.0 68 154.0 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL I 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

$ 
L 29,200 1718 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

% 

..J 

'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

88 

'\ 

Average 

I 

Number % Criminal % Selected Juror Numberof Number of 
JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, 

or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 

Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened Session Hours per 
Challenged JUries Session 

1975 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 

1977 42 59.5 31.9 48.7 22.89 4 24 132 5.50 

1978 4.3 62.8 28.5 50.3 22.39 2 I 21 93 4.43 
.' 

1979 29 65.5 25.9 56.9 20.18 2 17 96 5.65../ " 
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ALASKA 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jUlY trial activity) 

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR ." 
Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or " ',Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Serving ChalJellfLed 

1,343 511 127 705 

100 % 38.0 % 9.5 
31.98 

% 52.5 % 

14 2 14.3 12 85.7 42 

TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

-
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. impaneled No.Dischargec\ No.On 

in Existence July 1,1978 July 1,1979 

1 1 - - 1 

14 279 106 19.9 7.57 

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

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED % Not Total 

~ 

12 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Dav 

74,300 1769 55 

Not Selected, Serving $ 39 000 
or ChaJlel!fLed ' 

28.6 30 71. 4 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

35,100 2507 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

"'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

126 

Number % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Number of Average 
JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, 

or Usage NUl11Qer of Sessions" Hours in Number of 

Trials Trials Serving or 
Serving Index Grand Convened Session Hours per 

Challenged Juries Session 
v 

1975 12 83.3 36.3 49.5 25.41 2 17 96 5.65 . 
1976 18 88.9 25.6 62.3 20.94 1 21 76 3.76 

1977 20 85.0 22.6 63.9 18.04 2 25 135 5.40 

1978 14 78.6 32.3 52.5 23.58 2 21 131 6.24 
-" 

'" 
r, 1979 14 8!5.7 52.5 38.0 31. 98 1 14 ,106 7 .57 ~ 

COMMENT: In 1979, this district reported a number of last minute settlements and pleas 
and separate orientation days. These occurrences and apredaminantly criminal o.alend~r 
(85.7%) tend to adversely effect utilization statistics and would partially account for 
the increase in the J.U.I in this district to 31.98 and the decrease in the percent of 
jurors selected or serving to 38.0%. 
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ARIZONA 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total S~lected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Challengeo Serving or INDEX 
Serving Challenged 

7,490 4,454 1,555 1,481 

100 % % 20.7% % 21. 40 
59.5 19.8 

84 5 6.0 79 94.0 350 
TOTAL CIVIL "., 

I % CRIMINAL % ' .... TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No. Discharged 

No.On 
in Existence July .1, 1978 

I" 
July 1, 1979 

5 4 1 4 1 

128 2,531 671 19.8 5.24 

Sess.ions Jurors in Hours in Ayg. Jurors Avg. Hours 
Convened Session Session per S(,!ssion per Session 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIA:LS. PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED %Not Total 

, 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS L.8-1 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

229,200 655 31 

Not Selected, Serving $ 45 400 
or Challenged , 

25 7.1 325 92.9 
CI,VIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

102,100 798 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

% 

./ 

"'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Day 

40 

'\ 

Average ' Number .... % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Number of 
JUNE 30 of Jury " Jury Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 

Serving or Grand Hours per Trials 'Trials Challenged Serving Index JUries Convened Session Session 
'. 

1975 
151 . 92.1 21. 2 53.9 22.00 6 92 584 6.35 .. ' 

1976 174 
" 

95.;4 24.5 45.6 25.88 "'7 
.. 

105 664 6.32 

1977 170 95.9 15.6 57.4 21. 56 7 142 820 5 77 

1978 106;: ' 93.4 24.3 49.6 24.29 8 
I' 

'138 824 5.97 
, 

1979 84 94.0 19.8 59.5 21. 40 5 128 671 5.-24...1 

COMMENT: Despite a predominantly criminal jury trial calendar (94.0%) and a number of 
notorious trials, multiple defendant trials, and last minute pleas and settlements, 
Arizona was able to increase its percentage of jurors selected or serving from 49.6% 
in 1978 to 59.5% in 1979. Improvement was also reported in its J.U.I. which dropped 
from 24.29 in 1978 to 21.40 in 1979. 
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CALIFORNIA NORTHERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFI LE 

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

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Chailenged Serving or INDEX 
Serving Challenged 

13,891 9,121 1,746 3,024 
16.28 

100 % 65.6 % 12.6 % 21. 8 % 
-'-.. -

107 55 51.4 52 48.6 853 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No.Discharged No.On 

in Existence July 1,1978 July 1, 1979 

8 4 4 3 5 

163 3,248 898 19.9 5.51 

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

\... USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
,-j~!RY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED % Not Total 

$ 
I 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dav Day 

523 .. ,700 614 38 
-

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or ChalleT!!l.ed 114, 200 1 

573 67.2 280 32.8 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

123,800 760 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

% 

./ 

, 
Per 

Juror 
Dav 

38 

Average Number I % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Nwnberof 
JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 

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

1975 107 58.9 21. 2 65.8 15.97 9 108 628 5.81 

1976 119 54.6 21. 5 6E?8 16.16 11 148 805 5.44 
l~ 

" 

1977 120 60.0 21. 4 65.9 16.77 9 -. .140 779 5..56, 
': --

1978 133 56.4 17.3 69.3 15.76 10 '131 734 5 •. 60 " 
~ 

1979 1'07 4.8.6' 21. 8 65.6 16.28 8 16.3 898 I 
5.51 ./ \... ( 
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JUAQR USAGE PROFILE 

CALIFORNIA EASTERN 

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

I" 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Servinq Chal/enqed 

2,976 1 1,,770 457 749 

100% 59.4% % % 
18.26 

15.4 25.2 

! 41 9 22.0 32 78.0 163 

I TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

I' 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No. On 
No. Impaneled NO.DisC~~.lrged No.On 

in. Existence July 1, 1978 July 1, 1979 

5 3 2 2 3 
'"---, ,. 

71 1,481 346 20.9 4.87 

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

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED %Not Total 

I 

, 
59 

YEA.!~ (ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

., 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day D~y_ 

101,500 62-3 34 

Not Selected, Serving $ 25 600 
or Challenqecl ' 

36.2 104 ~3.8 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

, 

-

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

61,900 872 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

,. 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 
~.)-

./ 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

42 

" 
Average Number %Criminai % Selected Juror Number of I NUmber of 

JUNE 30 of Jury JIJrv Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions . (~I;!,'iiS in Number of 

Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened Session Hours per 
Challenged Juries Session :d - ,~~ 

1975 
., 

58 8LO 32.7 55.4 20.55 3!. 50 191 3.82 

1976 57 87.7 34.6 53.4 23.39 3 50 182 3.64 

1977 30 ,.90.0 37.0 53.5 22.48 2 40 146 3.65 ., 
,:\' 

1978 37 81.+ 1 24.9 59.3 20.39 " "5 43 179 4.16 
~.'1<i 
1 

1979 41 78.0' 25.2 59.4 18.26 5 71 346 4.87 ../ 
"- .. 

COMMENT: For the third year in a row California, Eastern has recorded improvement in 
its J.U.I. In 1979, this district recorded a J.U.I. of 18.26, a drop of approximately 
two points from the 20.39 reported in 1978. 

California, Eastern also recorded an increase in its grand jury activity in 1979. While 
the total number of grand juries in existence remained at five, the number of sessions 
convened increased by 65.1% and the number of hours in session increased by 93.3% from 
179 in 1978 to 346 in 1979. 
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CALIFORNIA CENTRAL 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected .--::: Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Chali~l1ged Serving or INDEX 
Serving -:-" Challe'l!ied '- -

16,328 9,396 1,577 5,355 
19.82 

100 % 57.5 % 9.7% 32.8 % 

193 63 32.6 130 67.4 824 

TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

JURY TRIALS 

/ 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No, Impaneled No.Discharged No.On 

in Existence July1,1978 July 1,1979 

28 13 15 15 13 

376 7,217 2,015 19.2 5.36 

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

\. USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPAR ISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED %Not Total 

, 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS L.!lJ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dav Dav 

514,200 624 31 

Not Selected, Serving $ 168 700 
or ChallenQed ' 

316 38.3 508 61. 7 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

; 

~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

230,900 614 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

% 

./ 

""'I 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

32 

'\ 

Average Number % Criminal % selected! Juror Numberof Number of Selected, Num.ber of Number of· JUNE 30 of Jury Jury or Usage Sessions Hours in 

"-

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

1975 202 84.7 28.2 62.0 20.83 26 494 2~571 5.20 

1976 206 
/1 

['.2.0 27.7 62.4 19.64 26 423 2,226,; 5.26 

1977 225 78.7 28.4 61. 3 19.77 33 405 2,08.3 5.14 

1978 177 71. 8 29.5 61. 7 20.71 27 327 1,647 5.04 

1979 193 67.4 32.8 57.5 19.82 
~ \ 

28 376 2,015 5.36 ./ 

COMMENT: This district continues its practice of calling jurors in for separate 
orientation days. In 1979, jurors attending orientation days accounted for approximately 
38% of all jurors not selected, serving or challenged. This practice, along with a large 
number of settlements, continuances, pleas, and notorious trials, tends to have an 
adv~rse effect on juror utilization which can be seen in the slight decrease (4.2%) 
in the percent of jurors selected or serving. However, California, Central·s J.U.I. 
did show improvement, dropping from 20.71 in 1978 to 19.82in 1979. 
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CALIFORNIA SOUTHERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

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

P 
E 
T 

T 

I' 

Total 
,. 

,Available 

8,863 

100% 

79 

TOTAL 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

Selected Not_Selected, 
or Challenged Serving or 

" Serving Challenged 

5,205 1,511 2,147 

58.7% 17.1 % 24.2 

12 15.2 67 84.8 

CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JUROR 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

'\ 

USAGE Per Per 
INDEX TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

~ 272,000 667 31 

% 21. 72 
Not Selected, Serving $ 65 800 

or ChallenQed ' 

408 112 27.5 296 72.5 

TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS .I 

/' 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS 

'\ 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No.Discharged 

No.On 
in Existence July 1 •. 1978 July1,1979 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror 

Session Day 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

12 

163 

8 

3,226 

4 6 

808 19.8 

6 , 
4.96 

90,900 558 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 

28 

\.. 

Se'isions 
.. 

Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours 
Convenec!" Session Session per Session per Session At Back Cover 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
'\ 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS .. PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED %Not Total Average Nlimbilr % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Number of 
JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, 

or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 
;. Trials Trials., Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened Session Hours per 

Challenged Juries 

1975 151 95.4 25.6 53.6 23.66 14 192 866 

1976 146 90.4 20.5 60.8 20.95 14 177 796 

1977 105 91. 4 22.9 60.1 22.73 13 168 827 

1978 102 94.1 18.4 65.6 19.72 13 154 676 
. 

. " 1979 79 84.8: 24.2 58.7 21. 72 12 163 808 

COMMENT: The use of separate orientation days results' in jurors being present for 
service and paid but not utilized in a jury trial. California, Southern continued 
this practice in 1979 and reported 938 jurors who were called in for orientation 

Session 

4.51 

4.50 

4.92 

4.39 

4.9.6 . ./ 

alone. These jurors account for 43.7% of all jurors not selected, serving or challenged 
in this district during 1979. This practice, along with the occurrence of last minute 
pleas, dismissals, and continuances, contributed to the increase in the J.U.I. and 
the decrease in the percent of jurors selected or serving. 
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HAWAII 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

r 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Challenged -Serving or INDEX 
Serving Challenged 

1,354 829 468 57 

100 % % % % 
19.62 

61.2 34.6 4.2 

18 4 22.2 14 77.8 69 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No.Discharged 

No.On. 
in Existence July1,1978 July1,1979 

4 2 2 2 2 

31 587 148 18.9 4.77 

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

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED % Not Total 

~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS L1..-1 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

49,200 713 36 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged I 2,100 

14 20.3 55 79.7 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

17,400 561 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

% 

/ 

, 
Per 

Juror 
Dav 

30 

, 

Average Number % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Number of 
JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, 

or Usage NUmber of Sessions Hours in Number of 

'-

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

1975 
21 76.2 13.3 58.2 19.93 1 35 183 5.23 

1976 20 65.0 8.7 65.0 15.40 3 33 198 6.00 

1977 20 75.0 8.3 58.1 20.32 3 60 371 6.18 

1978 11 36.4 1.3 67.5 12.73 4 4)7 212 4.51 
, . ' ~( 

1979 18 77.8 4.2 61. 2 19.62 4 31 148 4.77/ 

COMMENT: Hawaii reported one criminal notoriety trial, which required 72 jurors for the 
selection process. This, along with the increase in the percentag~ of criminal jury 
trials, partially accounts for the increase in the J.U.I. which rose seven points from 
12.73 in 1978 to 19.62 in 1979. 
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IDAHO 
JUROR USAGE PROFI LE 

LJJ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected N ot\ Se lected, USAGE 
, Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX 

Serving Chane~ed 

1,462 892 283 287 

100 % % % % 
16.61 

61. 0 19.4 19.6 

24 12 50.0 12 50.0 88 
TOTAL CIVIL %. CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

/' 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

, 

, Total No.On No.On 
in Existence July 1, 1978 No. Impaneled No. Discharged July 1,1979 

1 1 - 1 -

22 448 141 20.4 6.41 

Sessions jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors Ayg. Hours 
Crii":.¥ned Session Session perSession per Session 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED % Not Total 

, 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS L.2--.J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

48,900 556 33 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or ChaliellfLed 9,600 

47 53.4 41 46.6 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

38,700 1759 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

% 

..J 

'" Per 
Juror 
Day 

86 

"'I 

Average Number % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Number of 
JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 

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

1975 2'3 39.1 26.4 60.5 15.39 2 26 170 6.54 

1976 25 68.0 20.0 69.5 15.51 3 29 182 6.28 

1977 31 51.6 22.8 59.1 16.57 3 32 240 7.50 

1978 22 , 54.5 34.7 49.5 20.39 3 16 108 6.75 ;, 

1979 24 50,.0 19.6 61. 0 16.61 1 22 141 6.41/ " COMMENT: Despite a number of travel days, last minute settlements, and instances where 
the defendant fai 1 ed to appear, Idaho reported improvement in both its J. U. 1. a.nd its 
percentage of jurors selected or serving. The J.U.I. dropped from 20.39 in 1978 to 16.61 
in 1979, while the percentage of jurors selected or serving increased from 49.5% in 
1978 to 61.0% in 1979. 
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MONTANA 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected . ' NotSele.cted • USAGE 

Available or Cilalienged SerVing or' .• INDEX 
Servihll '. .' Challen!!l!d 

1,717 960 227 530 

100 % 55.9 % 13.2 
18.87 

% 30.9 % 

28 19 67.9 9 32.1 91 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No. On 
.> 

No.On 
in Existence July 1.1978 No. Impaneled No.Dischar~ed 

July 1 .• 1979 

2 1 1 1 1 

7 143 45 20.4 6.43 

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

\.. USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED % Not Total 

, 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS L.l-1 

ESTIMATED COSTS '\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dav Dav 

66,100 726 38 

Not Selected. Serving $ 20 400 
or Challenlled ' 

68 74.7 23 25.3 
C.IVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

14,500 2071 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

% 

~ 

'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

101 

Average Number % Criminal % Selected Juror N.umberof Number·of 
JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected. 

or Usage Number of . Sessions Hours'in Number Qf 
Serving or Grand Hours per Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session 

1975 39 41. 0 30.4 51. 0 19.73 2 15 95 6.33 

1976 32 62.5 23.3 54.7 20.45 1 9 66 7.33 

1977 54 59.3 17.4 68.3 17.16 1 8 55 6.88 

1978 38 60.5 22.7 63.1 18.37 2 7 52 7.43 

\.. 
1979 28 32.1 30.9 55.9 18.87 2 7 45 6.43....1 
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NEVADA 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected "'" Not Selected, USAGE -"' 
Av~ilable 

or ~"l::hllllenged Serving or INDEX 
Serving A " Challenged 

4,465 2,459 759 1,247 

100 % 55.1 % 17.0 % % 
22.78 

27.9 

42 10 23.8 32 76.2 196 

TOTAL CIVIL """ % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

/ 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

.. Total No,On 
No. Impaneled No. Discharged No.On 

·in Existence July 1,1978 July 1,1979 

5 3 2 2 3 

110 2,073 483 18.8 4.39 

Ses.sions Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg. Hours 
Convened Session· SesSion per Session per Session 

...... USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED % Not Total 

~ 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS "\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Jurol' 

Day Dav 

128,400 655 29 

Not Selected, Serving l 35 800 
or ChallelJRed ' 

45 23.0 151 77.0 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TR IAL DAYS 

, 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

60,600 551 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

% 

./ 

" 
Per 

Juror 
Dav 

29 

Average Number .% Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Numbe~of 
JUNE 30 of Jury • JIJrv Selected, Usage Number of Sessi.ons Hours in Numberbf or Serving or Grand Hours per Trials Trials· Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session 

" 

1975 ~6 88.9 26.0 59.2 20.99 4 86 351 4.08 

1976 55 89.1 28.3 56.6 22.65 i" 4 89 421 4.73 
, 

1977 41 73.2 38.8 49.4 23.24 ' \~';5~ 139 ". 760 5.47 
1.1 

1978 26 76.9 30.4 54.8 23.47 
·4· 

5 110 
, 

508 4.62 

1979 42 • 76~2 27.9 55.1 22.78 5 110 t. 483 4.,39 ./ 

COMMENT: The number of jury trials in Nevada increased by 61.5% from 26 in 1978 to 42 
in 1979. The majority of these trials (76.2%) were criminal, which require more 
jurors and therefore increase the juror utili~ation index. This should be kept in 
mind when reviewing this district's profile. 
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OREGON 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

3,408 1,915 670 823 

100% 56.2 % 19.7 % 24.1 % 

49 16 32.7 33 67.3 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

17.21 

198 

, 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS L2-J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dav Dav 

110,400 558 32 

Not Selected, Serving $ 26 600 
or Challenged , 

106 53.5 92 46 5 

JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS 

G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

/ 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1975 

1976 

1977 

1978 

,979 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

3 3 3 

63 1, 138 406 18 . 1 6 . 44 
,';'. 

Sessions: . JUrors in .. Hours in Avg; Juf6r~ . Avg .. Hours 
Co.nv~ned·. Sessipo· Session perSessiori per~ess!on 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
.... . ... 

JURYTRIALS· PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

.,', 
Number. 
of Jury 
Trials.:. 

85 

83 

81 

49 .. , 

... . .. 
% Criminal 

. Jury 
Trials 

31.,8 

36.1 

54.3 

63.9 

%Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

26.6 

22.6 

22.7 

19.2 

.6:7~3 24.1 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

54.5 

54.2 

54.9 

64.0 

56.2 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

16.28 

15.96 

16.02 

16.15 

17.21 

Total 
Number of 

Grand 
Juries 

3 

5 .. 

5 

3 

ESTIMATED COSTS "'" 
Per Per 

TOTAL Juror 
Session Dav 

~ 59,500 944 52 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

.GRANDJUROR UTiL,ZAT,ON 
.. 

Number of 
Sessions 

Convened 

; 

54 

50 

67 

.; 72 

Numt!¢rof 
Ho.ursin 
Se~si6n 

... 273 

245 

·336 

.. ~ 409 

···406 

. A~~rage 
Nomb~rof· 
Hours per 

Session 

4.>90 

5.;01 

5.68 

'6.44.:; 

COMMENT: A number of notorious cases, travel days, last minute settlements, dismissals, 
and pleas in Oregon resulted in a J.U.I. of 17.21, the highest in the last five years. 
The percent of jurors selected or serving was also negatively effected and decreased 
from 64.0 in 1978 to 56.2 in 1979. 
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WASHINGTON EASTERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/' 

'. 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

. Selected .::'" ....... Total 1'J.oH'ielllctlld" ..... . ·.·or· ' .. .•.• . Ch<lllenged'" . "~el"i)jhg or " . ,"-Av~ilabl~' Serving .'. ;,.,.' .... . Ch<ille:tiged ~ 

r .• " . 

1,161 704 233 224 

100% 60.6 % 20.1 % 19.3 

19 6 31. 6 13 68.4 

TcrrA.h .' '·..CIVIL% .,. CRIMiNAL.%' 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

% 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

17.86 

65 

TOTAL, 

Tota!, 
I,,:: inExistence 

,', No.On· 
Jul;;11 ;1978 

N:o;lrripiu1eled NQ.O\schar.ged ',. No.,On· 
, " .. c >',' July 1, 1.979 .. 

2 1 1 1 1 

12 247 50 20.6 4.17 

, ''''', 

.', SSssiohs Jurors Tn • l:!oursYh' Av9. jurors Avg. Hours 
Convened. . llessioll Session per Session per Session 

"- USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
" 

YEAR c' 
JURYTRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED '" c: % Not Total 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"'\ 

-
Per Per 

TOTAL Trial Juror 
Dav Day 

$ 36,400 560 31 
L. 

Not Selected, Serving $ 7, 000 
or ChallenQed 

35 53.8 30 

,CiviL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

, 

:, 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

22,900 1908 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND,JUROR UTILIZATION 

46.2 

I" % 

./ 

"'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

93 

"'\ 

Average " Number Juror Num.ber of Number of , % Criminal Selected, % Selected Number of Number of JUNE 30 'of Jury ,Jury or Usage Sessions Hours in 
Trials Trials, Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened Session 

. Hours per 
Challenged JUries Session 

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 

1977 23, 65.2 21.0 58.4 19.41 2 " 13 78 6.00 

1978 ' . 27 
. 

J4'.1· 18.0 56.4 21. 54 1 12 61 5.08 
., 

'\19 ., 

1979 .68.4 19.3 60.6 17.86 2 12 50 ,4.17 
\... ./ 
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WASHINGTON WESTERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JIUDGESHIPS L2.-.-J 
r 

"-

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1975 

1976 

1977 

1978 

1979 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

ESTIMATED COSTS "' 
Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

AvailaQle .or Chalier,ged Serving or INDEX 
Serving Chalien!llld 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

4,597 2,620 802 1,175 
21.79 

100% 57.0 % 17.4 % 25.6 % 

, 148,100 702 32 

Not Selected, Serving $ 37,900 
or Challenqed 

72 9 12.5 63 87.5 211 31 14.7 180 85.3 

TOTAL CIVIL .% CRIMINAL % .. TOTAL .CIVIL ; % .CRIMIi'\JAL % 

JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS ..I 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled . No. Discharged No.On 

in Existence July 1,1978 July1,1979 

4 2 2 2 2 

60 1,299 478 21. 7 7.97 

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

USAGE STATISTICS ..• 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number % Criminal 
% Not % Selected Juror Total 

of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of 

Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged JUries 

" 
96 83.3 25.7 55.9 19.53 3 

82 90.2 21. 6 59.9 19.90 4 

73 82.2 22.1 59.1 18.96 2 

61 85.2 20.9 62.1 20.31 4 

72 87.5 25.6 57.0 21.79 4 

ESTIMATED COSTS "-
Per Per TOTAL Juror 

Session Dav , 42,100 702 32 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

Number of Number of 
Sessions Hours in 

Convened Session 

48 331 

54 376 

53 .. 
373 

55 419 

90 478 

Average 
Number.of 
Hours per 

Session 

6.90 

6.96 

7.04 

7.62 

7.97 
. ..1 

COMMENT: Washington, Western with its predominantly criminal jury trial calendar (87.5%) 
reported a number of notorious cases in 1979. These cases necessitated calling in 
large panels of prospective jurors, many of whom were not used in a trial. These cases 
would partially account for the increase in Washington, Western's J.U.I. which was re
corded at a five year high of 21.79 in 1979. 
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GUAM 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

387 221 48 118 

100% 57.1 % 12.4 % 30.5 % 

4 3 75.0 1 25.0 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

19.35 

20 

, 
11 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS ~ 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

11,200 560 29 

Not Selected, Serving $ 3, 40'0 
or Challenged 

55.0 9 45.0 
;;)'ic;rrA,t::;:,,'" ;?"({jlVji~~:\;,;P\{;%~<:' :'tRiMINAE; [;~%~ .. ', •.• 

JURY TRIALS 

"1:Q;rib:t§ lo:;~iCly,i(;'\;; ~~'." ;~C,RiMINAt) ,:"ij( 
JURY TRIAL DAYS ~ 

/ 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS 

~ 

Per Per TOTAL Juror 
Session 

1 1 1 

11 221 55 20.1 5.00 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

.' ..... .. .. ... ,',,,:; " :.J.\tr'(j.r~:iii:. ;'1'" ...•... H,' 0 .• u.·.Js.··.l .. n. ' .·.·A.II.·.g .. J .. ur.o. ·.·.r~,·· .... ·.· .. ',.A.v. g:.H.d.~.rs'; ;:i'{G~J~f~4~';:'" ;'C: :S,~sst~~ ..... :I',;.·~e,ssi~n . ·.p~rSessl()~f. per~es~l.qn 
\. 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1975 

1976 

1977 

1978 

USAGE STATISTICS 

'. . .' ..... ' .;. 
. N'uiT\ber< ... % Criminal 
.. QfJW\1 . .; '~lJrv" 

.......... Tri~ls "" Trials 

'. 
J6 ' 75.,0 '. 

',,66.7' 

2 . . ..' 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

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

25.8 56.7 18.94 

57.9 32.8 34.50 

63.1 20.5 60.00 

30.7 66.5 14.35 

Total' 
NlImber of 

Grand· 
Juries '.' 

" .'. 

.2 
. ". 

,2 

2 
. 

.1 

Dav , 5,400 491 24 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR liflLlZATioN . 

'. . 
. Number of ·.Number of . 

SessionsHI;JlJrs in . 
: Convened ',' Session . 

11 34 

8 30 
., 

15 59 

7 24 
~ 

Average 
.' Number of 

Hours per 
Session 

. 

3.09 

3.75 '. 

3.93 

3.43 

30.5 57.1 19.35 1 ·11 55 1979 "·4' .·.25.0 5.,00 
" '.j ,"" '. ~ 

COMMENT: Guam, with a total of seven months of no petit jury trial activity, reported 
on ly four jury tri a 1 sin 1979. The percent of jurors not selected, servi ng, or 
challenged decreased to 57.1% in 1979 while the J.U.I. increased five points to 19.35. 
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NORTHERN MARIANA ISLANDS YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

LJJ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) JUDGESHIPS L.l-1 

r 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available pr Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Serving Challenged 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

461 84 85 292 
, 13,300 1330 29 

100 % % % % 46.10 
18.2 18.4 63.4 - . 

Not Selected, Serving $ 8,400 or ChallenRed I 

4 - 0.0 4 100 ( 10 - 0.0 10 100 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % 

"- JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS ..I 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
"\ /' 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Per Per 
TOTAL Juror 

Session Dav 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No. Discharged No.On 

in Existence July 1, 1978 JUly1,1979 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

-

-

-

-

- -

- -

- ~ 

-

-

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 

- -

\, 

Session;; Jurors in Hours in Avg. Jurors Avg.Hollrs 
Convened Session Session per Session per Session At Back Cover 

\, USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS '" 
YEAR 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED %Not Total Average Number. % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Nllmberof 
JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number 9f Sessions Hours in Number of 

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

1975 - - - - - - - - -.. 

1976 - - - - - - - - -
1977 - - - - - - - - -
1978 - - 100.0 - - N/A - - -
1979 4 100.0 63.4 18.2 46.10 - - - -

COMMENT: This district reported its first jury trials since it was created by Public 
Law 95-157 on January 8, 1978. A total of four jury trials were held in the Northern 
Mariana Islands in 1979, all of which were criminal. One trial was a murder and 
kidnapping trial which required 156 prospective juror's for the selection process and 
resulted in many jurors not used. This accounts for the low percentage of jurors 
selected or serving and the high J.U.I. 
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G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

COLORADO 
JUBOR USAGE PROFILE 

LlJ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/' 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Serving I .. Challenged 

6,731 4 087 1 ~42 1 402 

100 % 
60 7 

% 18 5 % 20 8 % 
17.26 

130 33 25.4 97 74.6 390 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

\.. JURY TRIALS 

/ 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No. On 
No. Impaneled No. Discharged 

No.On 
in Existence July 1, 1978 July 1,1979 

4 2 2 2 2 

50 984 370 19.7 7.40 

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

\.. USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED Number % Not Total 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS L.6-.J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per 
TOTAL Trial 

Day 

~ 237 900 .. 610 

I I 
Not Selected, Serving $ 

49 or ChalleQRed 

141 36.2 249 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

$ 
L 54 000 1080 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

" 
Per 

Juror 
Day 

35 

500 

63 8 
% 

./ 

" 
Per 

Juror 
Dav 

55 

'\ 

Average % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Number of 
JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, 

or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 
Serving or Grand Hours per 

\.. 

Trials Trials Challenged Serving Index Juries Convened Session Session 

1975 136 70.6 16.3 64.8 15.09 2 48 305 6.35 

1976 107 62.6 23.9 57.3 16.53 1 49 334 6.82 

1977 101 72.3 18.6 64.5 16.77 2 44 332 7.55 

1978 96 69.8 23.2 59.8 17.76 3 62 420 6.77 

1979 130 74.6 20.8 60.7 17.26 4 50 370 7.40,.) 

COMMENT: Despite a predominantly criminal jury trial calendar (74.6%) and a number of 
last minute settlements and continuances which resulted in jurors being paid and not 
used, Colorado maintained its J.U.I. at 17.26 and increased its percentage of jurors 
selected or serving to 60.7%. This district also reported one criminal case which was 
tried by six jurors. 
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T 

KANSAS 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

L3..J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/ 

3,666 

100% 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

2,400 

% 65.5 

546 720 

14.9 % 19.6 % 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

16.59 

, 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS L.5.---1 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

115,600 523 32 

Not Selected, Serving $ 22 700 
or Challenaed ' 

55 22 40.0 33 60.0 221 91 41.2 130 58.8 
;;:·;'TdT'Al',; :·;)"CIVj'I.,'(·;,.7'~.%';,,~~IM!IIIAbt:~,%:,.! 

G 

" A 
N 
o 

/ 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1975 

5 

25 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

3 2 1 4 

521 174 20.8 6.96 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COM¥ARISONS 

PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

%Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

% Selected 
0r 

Serving 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

20.7 63.5 19.85 
~------~~~~~~~~~--------+-------~--

1976 20.2 64.4 17.62 

1977 
"""i:;:' 

:\;;:5,3:H~~:;, 2 1 • 4 63.2 16.87 

1978 18.6 66.3 17.48 

1979 19.6 65.5 16.59 

JURY TRIAL DAYS ~ 

, 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

20,400 816 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

39 

COMMENT: Kansas reported a J.U.I. of 16.59 in 1979, 'Its lowest in the last five years. 
This improvement occurred despite a number of last minute p1eas and settlements. The 
percentage of jurors se~ected or serving dropped slightly to 65.5%. 

A decline in grand jury activity was also reported by this district. While the number 
of grand juries in existence remained at five, the number of sessions convened dropped 
by 55.4% and the number of hours in session decreased by 51.5%. 
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NEW MEXICO 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

L4.J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

4,421 2,782 798 841 

100 % % % 62.9 18.1 19.0 % 

75 27 36.0 48 64.0 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

20.56 

215 

, 
84 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS L1....J 

ESTIMATED COSTS ""\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

186,800 869 42 

Not Selected, Serving $ 35 500 
or Challenged I ' 

39.1 131 60.9 
~::fOTAt.;; ;' :.~,IVil:.';/ '.<'%;;: i~CRIM]N~l. : %.:c:.. ::::.tdT.At. i··~dV{l;oC.~ :C'j6 ". ,',cRiMiNAI£' ..... ::'Yo'< •. 

\. JURY TRIALS JURY TRIAL DAYS ../ 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES ESTIMATED COSTS "'" 
per 

Per TOTAL Juror 
Session 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1975 

1976 

1977 

1978 

4 

31 

3 1 2 2 

612 149 19.7 4.81 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

%Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

18.3 

14.3 

15.6 

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

~,';:;b4{\()'~': 19. 0 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

59.6 

64.7 

66.6 

70.3 

62.9 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

16.69 

19.25 

17.55 

16.55 

20.56 

, 
29,900 965 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

Dav 

49 

COMMENT: Approximately 39% of the jurors in this district who were not selected, serving 
or challenged were jurors in travel status the day before or the day after a trial. 
The large number of jurors in travel status in combination with a number of notorious 
trials and last minute pleas and settlements resulted in the highest J.U.I. reported 
by this district in the last five years. These occurrences also had a negative effect 
on the percentage of jurors who were selected or serving which dropped from 70.3% in 
1978 to 62.9% in 1979. 

Several techniques are used in this district to keep the number of selected or serving 
jurors high. They include pooling jurors, staggering the starting times of trials, 
and multiple jury selection. 
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G 
R 
A 
N 
o 

1975 

1976 

1977 

OKLAHOMA NORTHERN 
JUROR USAGE PROF) LE 

L-1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/' --

NUMBER OF JURuR DAYS 
JUROR 

, " 'Total' '" ' Selected ",-,. ~ " . ,;!;~~!~1~ac::rcj~, .' USAGE 
;. " Al/a)lable _ I~' or . ChallengE!d J INDEX 
, ~ ~,f . ' Servin!!'. : -··Chilile'n!lilcf",· 

1,835 1,225 215 395 
16.99 

100% 66.8% 11. 7 % 21. 5 % 

25 10 40.0 15 60.0 108 
-'~TOj~i../,~: ':'CIVI,L:": '(:%,- .·CRI~IN,At .: .%:'-:' I'. TOTAL 

" JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Tot;il,,,, ·'No.On 
,'. inExiStence" , '1, July li 197,8 

2 1 1 1 1 

20 410 152 20.5 7.60 

SessiOri~.:'J!Jrd;s1nHours,in '. ',. Avg.Jurors Avg,Hollrs 
~~~,.~~~~,n_~~~.~,._.~,~S~~s~si_o~n~-L~'~s_.e~~_io~n~ __ ~p_e~rS_eS~Si~on_:_·~p~er_s_·e~sS~io~n~ 

\. USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 
• I' • 

·-,JUaYT.RIALS,' PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

%Not Total 

, 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1919 

JUDGESHIPS l..2.33.J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dav Dav 

55,6,00 515 30 

Not Selected, Serving $ 
or Challenged 12,000 j 

50 46.3 58 53.7 
i'CIVIL % '.', CBIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

, 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

14,600 730 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

,'.. , ..' ,,-. 
'1 GR.f\,NDJURORUTILI2;ATION 

,,' 

.% 

~ 

......, 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

36 

Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

. Number of 
Grand'ii 
Juries • it 

Number of 
Sessions' 

,Convened 

, Nllmber~f 
. 'I-j'ours in 
>~,.~\£~ssior 

r. "Average 
, Number-of 
. Hoursper" 

". Session 
" ' 

29.1 52.7 20.28 7 55 7.8.6 
>,', 

12.3 70.5 >40 

17.4 69.0 

11. 5 72.9 

21.5 66.8 
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D 

OKLAHOMA EASTERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

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

" NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
JUROR 

Total Selected 'NotS<:!lected, USAGE 

o;fvailal;lle I 
or Qhallenged Serving or ' INDEX 

SerVing Challenged 

1,585 1,104 328 153 

100 % 69.6 % 20.7 % 9.7 % 
16.01 

42 12 28.6 30 71 4 99 
'TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL, 

"- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No. On 
. No. Impaneled No. Discharged No.On 

in Existence July 1, 1978 July1,1979 

2 1 1 1 1 

18 343 117 19.1 6.50 

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

\.. USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORIC/.l.,L COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED %Not Total 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS a33.J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

$ 62,000 
L-

626 39 

Not Selected, Serving $ 6 0 ~ 
or Challenqed ' 

10 110 1 hq ihq 7 

CIV!L % CRIMINAL % 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

~ 

" 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

22,400 1244 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRI(INDJUROR UTILIZATION 
" 

./ 

" 
Per 

Juror 
Da~ 

65 

i'l 
Average Number % Criminal % Selected Juror N4tnber of Number of 

JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, 
or Usage Number of ~:~ssions; Hours in Number of ", 

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

1975 . 39 ~; 61.'5' 27.2 54.7 17.57 2 20 136 
; 

6.80 

1976 48 50.0 
;', 

5.22 19.2 68.9 14.80 2 9 47 

1977 40 52.5 13.1 68.8 14.69 2 23 'lSI 6.57 
" 

1978 2'4 70·.8 21.2 60.7 18.59 2 14 93 6.64 

1979 42 71. 4 9.7 69.6 16.01 2 18 117 6.50./ \.. 

COMMENT: This district recorded an increase of 75% in the number of jury trials, from 24 
in 1978 to 42 in 1979. Despite its predominantly criminal jury trial calendar (71.4%) 
and a number of travel days and continuances, Oklahoma, Eastern was able to decrease 
its J.U.I from 18.59 in 1978 to 16.01 in 1979. Correspondi'ng1y, the percent of jurors 
selected or serving increased from 60.7% in 1978 to 69.6% in 1979. 
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T 
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T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

OKLAHOMA WESTERN 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

3,836 2,929 598 309 

100 % 76.3% 15.6 % 8.1 

79 57 72.2 22 27.8 

,"rOJAL., ..CIVIL ' .. 1.% iZ.CAIMIi'.,jA:L ''if; 

% 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

11.70 

328 

TOTAL. 

" JURY TRIALS 

YEAR 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

No.On 
··J4I\11,.1978 

.', '.',' ,. . ".No.On 
.Np.lmp'!lll1led No.Dlsch'lrged 'J' '1' l' '197'9 

2 1 1 

44 865 326 

.~ 'ii" 

Sessions> .•. . JU(9rsi[l Hours- ih 
--'... C.c:inv~ne9' ..••.... '. ~e~siqn, .. · ". ,Session 

USAGE STATISTICS 

.' . u y. '.' '. 

1 1 

19.7 7.41 

Alig. Jurors i,'Avg.Hours 
per: Session' per Session 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

-,t~YRYtRr~U3 .•... , '. PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION , 
.. 

" .. '.'.; " %Not Total 

, 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS 13
2
/31 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Jurol' 

Day Day 

117,500 358 31 

Not Selected, Serving $ 9, 500 
or Challen!:]ed 

243 74.1 85 25.9 
.' 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

$ 38,300 870 
L-

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

" 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATIQN 

i ... ' . 

.% 

./ 

........ 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

44 

ENDED %.Crirriinal Number of Average N~ll)pet ' 
Selected, % Selected Juror Numtier of .Numberof 

Number of JUNE 30 Of'jiJf\'" . . Jury , . or Usage Sessions • HOIIl'S in 

"-

'.Tria.is,, ", ". T~ials>' 
Serving or Serving Index Grand .. ~., Convened . Session Hours per 

i' Challenged Juries' i:,." 
. Session 

'.,' •• 
1975 j5\~ ,'," 6·i.7 

.(,,;", 

,,14 91 6.50 22 · 7 62. 3 17. 28 1 '. , 

" 
.. 

4'7,~3 1 

1976 ,::1:12" 12 · 6 69. 6 13.56 1 14 93 6.64 
' .. , .'''''', ..... .. , -"-

.. ' , . 

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

1977 ,':rOO"" 4.6.0, 14. 2 70. 8 13. 49 2 21 
. 

'150. <7.14 
" '. , " 

85 29.4 6 7 77. 6 12 33 2 35 " 255 7.29 1978 · . ,,' 
, '. ,I . 

: '. '. 

1979 79 27. 8 8.1 76. 3 11. 70 2 I 4.4 326 ,}.41./ 
.:, .' " :=~ 

COMMENT: Oklahoma, Western continues to improve its juror utilization as evidenced by 
another decrease in its J.U.I. to the current 11.70. The percent of jurors selected 
or serving dropped slightly from 77.6% in 1978 to 76.3% in 1979. 
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D 

UTAH 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

2 
L=-..J PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

/ 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

c) 
Totill Selected ' Not Selected, 

'Available or Chllllenged Senli]1g or' 
Serving' Challenged 

3,356 2,200 680 476 

100 % 65.5% 20.3 % 14.2 % 

45 10 22.2 35 77.8 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRfMlf'lAL % 

"- JURY TRIALS 

/ 
NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On , 
No, Impaneled No.Discharged in Existence July 1,19~8 

2 2 - 1 

21 409 107 19.5 

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

\.. USAGE STATISTICS 

JUROR 
USAGE: 
INDEX 

19.51 

172 
TOTAL 

No~ 9n 
,July 1, 1979 

1 

5.10 

Avg. Hours 
per Session 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED % Not Total 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS L.-2J 
ESTIMATED COSTS 

"'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day , 126,600 736 38 

Not Selected, Serving $ 18, 000 
or Challenged 

38 22.1 134 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TRIAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

$ 13,700 
L 

652 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

77.9 
% " 

~ 

---. 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

33 

'1 

Average Number %Criminat' % Selected Juror Number of Number of 
JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Numbercif 

Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand Convened: ",seSSion 
HOUfsper 

" Challenged Juries Session 

1975 37 48.6 21. 3 64.9 18.78 2 39 las 4.82 

1976 72 59.7 21.4 64.8 19.60 4 26 99 . <,:' 
3.,Bl, 

1977 47 48.9 36.8 52.1 23.40 2 E?5 300 4 • .62 

1978 47 87.2 30.9 56.7 22.70 4 :26 129 4.96 

1979 
, 45 " 77.B 14.2 65.5 19.51 2 21 107, 5·10 

\"" -", 
• ' ,y 

k-119 



P 
E 
T 
I 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

WYOMING 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

~ PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

r 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Serving Challenged 

818 584 114 120 
14.35 

100 % 71. 4 % 13.9 % 14.7 % 

18 8 44.4 10 55. '6 57 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 

"- JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No.Discharged No.On 

in Existence July 1, 1978 July 1,1979 

1 1 - - 1 

19 386 144 20.3 7.58 

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

"- USAGE STATISTICS 
cc_ 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

YEAR 
JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

ENDED % Not Total 

! 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS L1.---1 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
'\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial JUror 

Dav Dav 

~ 28,000 491 34 

Not Selected, Serving $ 4 100 
or Challenqed ' 

24 42.1 33 
CIVIL % CRIMINAL 

JURY TR IAL DAYS 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL 
Session 

$ 
L 

12,200 642 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

GRAND JUROR UTILIZATION 

57.9 
% 

../ 

'\ 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

32 

~ 

Average 

I 

Number % Criminal % Selected Juror Number of Number of 
JUNE 30 of Jury Jury Selected, or Usage Number of Sessions Hours in Number of 

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

1975 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 

1977 39 46.2 21.2 68.2 12.24 1 5 37 7.40 

1978 26 42.3 19.7 67.4 12.82 2 8 55 6.88 

1979 18 55.6 14.7 71.4 14.35 1 19 144 7.58 '- ./ 
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

L..l---1 PLACES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

P 
E 
T 
I 

T 

G 
R 
A 
N 
D 

/' 

/ 

NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 
" Selected, ,.,. .', 'Not'Selected; T,otal " .. 

.~h<!ller\g~d ! S~ivii:lg ot. or. Available: ;Serving Challen.!JIld . 

13 660 7 788 1 986 3 886 

100% 57.0 % 14.5% 28.5 

125 46 36.8 79 63 ___ 2 
TOTAl .••. "C'IVlb ,'., '% "CFI.IMINAL:r·% ' 

" . Total· 
in !=lSistel')Ce 

23 

JURY TRIALS 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

13 10 8 

% 

705 13,839 3,373 19.6 
'. . , :: .. ,',; '. .'.' .'. . ;' . 

JUROR 
USAGE 
INDEX 

22.65 

15 

4.78 

" ~Sessl~ns ,Jur6rs'in ,Hours In :-

I',foilvene(j .. t.:Session ." ,.: "', Sllssion .' 

YEAR 
ENDED 

JUNE 30 

1975 

1976 

1977 

1978 

1979 

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

%Not 
Selected, 
Serving or 
Challenged 

% Selected 
or 

Serving 

58.2 

56.3 

57.0 

Juror 
Usage 
Index 

21. 59 

, 

, 

YEAR ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1979 

JUDGESHIPS u.s...J 

ESTIMATED COSTS 
""\ 

Per Per 
TOTAL Trial Juror 

Dav Dav 

471,200 781 34 

NotSelected,Serving $ 134 30Q] 
or Challell!ied , 

ESTIMATED COSTS 

Per TOTAL Session 

277,300 393 

For National Profile 
Open Foldout 
At Back Cover 

""'I 

Per 
Juror 
Dav 

20 

COMMENT: This district reported the occurrence of a number of highly publicized cases 
requlrlng large panels of prospective jurors for the jury selections in anticipation of 
a large number of challenges and excuses. In some instances, the jury selection process 
required several days and the jury was sequestered throughout the trial. In addition to 
these notorious trials, the District of Columbia reported the use of a considerable 
number of alternate jurors - often as many as six. These factors can have a negative 
effect on juror utilization statistics as can be seen by the increase in the J.U.I. to 
22.65. 
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CHALLENGE FOR 
CAUSE: 

EMF ANELMENT 
DAY: 

GRAND JURY: 

INDICTMENT: 

JURY PANEL: 

JURY POOL: 

LOCAL RULES: 

MULTIPLE 
VOIR DIRE: 

NOTORIOUS CASE: 

APPENDIX A 
GLOSSARY OF TERMS 

An objection by a party to the impaneling of a pro
spective juror, for which some disqualifying cause or 
reason is alleged. 

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

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

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

A group of prospective jurors chosen from the larger 
jury pool for the voir dire examination in a case. 
Jurors not selected to serve in that case return to 
the jury pool. 

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

Certain rules or orders of each district court for the 
purpose of regulating the practice in actions before 
them. 

1~e simultaneous examination and selection of two or 
more juries to be subsequently used in separate trials 
before the same judge. 

A case which receives extensive publicity prior to or 
during trial. Often in such cases the judge: re~uires 
the jurors to be sequestered or kept together for the 
duration of the trial for reasons of security and to 
shield them from publicity. 
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PETIT JURY: 

PEREMPTORY 
CHALLENGE: 

PLEA: 

PRELIMINARY 
EXAMINATION (OR 
PRELIMINARY 
HEARING): 

PRE-TRIAL 
CONFERENCE: 

SETTLEMENT: 

STAGGERED TRIAL 
STARTS: 

VOIR DIRE: 

APPENDIX A 
GLOSSARY OF TERMS 

(Continued) 

Persons selected according to law, impaneled and 
sworn in a district court to determine questions of 
fact, in any civil or criminal action, through hearing 
the evidence presented at trial. 

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

In a criminal proceeding the defendant's declaration, 
in'open court, that he is guilty or not guilty of the 
charges made against him in the indictment. 

A hearing to determine whether or not probable cause 
exists to believe that an offense has been committed 
and that the defendant has committed it. 

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

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

In a multiple judge court the starting time of voir 
dire for each judge is staggered to avoid simultaneous 
voir dires and limit the number of jurors who must be 
summoned. The jurors not selected to serve in the 
first case can then be used in a second or third voir 
dire on the same day. 

The examination made of prospective jurors in court 
prior to the empanelment of a jury in a particular 
case. Its purposes are (1) to determine their 
qualifications to serve in a particular case, including 
questions of competence and bias, and (2) to elicit 
information about the jurors which is needed by the 
parties and their attorneys for the informal exercise 
of peremptory cha11enge~. 
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APPENDIX B 

List of U. S. District Courts That Have 
Adopted Rules Reducing the Size of Civil Juries 

District of Columbia (April 16, 1971)* 

"In all civil cases tried in this Court the jury shall consist of six (6) mem
bers, except in cases of eminent domain." (Effective June 1, 1971) 

FIRST CIRCUIT 

Maine (November 29, 1971) 

" ••• In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members." 

Massachusetts (October 8, 1971) 

"In all civil jury eases, the jury shall consist of six members. This 
rule shall become effective November 1, 1971." 

New Hampshire (July 27, 1971) 

"(a) (1) In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six mem1)ers 
and the clerk shall select by lot the names of six persons to be drawn 
initially." (Effective September 1, 1971) 

Rhode Island (Filed September 20, 1971) 

"(a) Six-man juries. In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of 
six members. The jury in a criminal case shall consist of twelve members, 
except as provided in Rule 23(b) of the Federal Rules of Criminal Pro
cedure." (Effective September 27, 1971) 

Puerto Rico (January 19, 1972) 

IIIn all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members." 

SECOND CIRCUIT 

Connecticut (October 17, 1972) 

"Number. of, Jurors. 
all civil cases." 

The jury shall consist of six members in the trial of 
(Effective October 1, 1972) 

New Yor.k, Northern (July 3, 1973) 

"In all Civil Jury Cases in this District Court, the jury shall consist of 
six (6) members. The challenges permitted shall remain as provided in 28 
U.S.C. 1870 and Rule 47(b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure." 
(Effective August 31, 1973) 

New York, Eastern (July 3, 1973) 

"A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons." 
(Effective August 1, 1973) 

*Date of Court Order, if known. 
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New York, Southern (July 24, 1973) 

"A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons." 
(Effective August 1, 1973) 

Vermont (October 17, 1972) 

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six members. In pro
tracted litigation an additional juror, or jurors, may be selected who 
will participate in the deliberations and verdict." (Effective July 1, 1973) 

THIRD CIRCUIT 

Delaware 

"In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six members except that 
the parties may stipulate that the jury in any such case shall consist of 
any number less than six. (Effective 1-1-73, applicable to all civil trials 
commencing on or after that date, without regard to the date upon which the 
action was filed)." 

New Jersey (May 28, 1971) 

"In all civil jury actions, except as may be otherwise expressly required 
by law, the jury shall consist of six members." (Effective September 1, 
1971) 

Pennsylvania, Eastern (April 13, 1971) 

"(a) Except as provided in (b), juries in civil cases shall consist, ini
tially, of eight (8) members. Trials in such cases shall continue so long 
as at least six (6) jurors remain in service. If the number of jurors falls 
below six (6), a mistrial shall be declared upon prompt applicatipn there
fore by any party then on the record. (b) Trial by a jury consisting of 
twelve (12) members may be had if written demand therefore (with notice to 
all parties) is filed with the court not less than thirty (30) and not more 
than sixty (60) days following service of the last pleading directed to the 
issue triable of right by the jury. (c) This rule shall become effective 
on May 1, 1971. All civil jury cases pending in this court on the effec
tive date hereof shall be tried in accordance with sub-division (a) unless 
demand for trial by jury consisting of twelve (12) members is made within 
fifteen (15) days following the effective date of this rule." (Effec-
tive May 1, 1971) 

Pennsylvania, Middle (July 6, 1973) 

"(a) Juries in civil cases shall consist, initially, of at least eight (8) 
members. Trials in such cases shall continue so long as at least six (6) 
jurors remain in service. If the number of jurors falls below six (6), a 
mistrial shall be declared upon prompt application therefore by any party 
then on record." (Effective July 6, 1973) 

Pennsylvania, Western (May 27, 1971) 

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six members. This Rule 
shall be applicable to all civil actions tried in this District on or after 
September 1, 1971." (Effective September 1, 1971) 

Virgin Islands (February 16, 1973) 

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members." 
(Effective March 1, 1973) 
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FOURTH CIRCUIT 

~~yland (June 10, 1971) 

"In civil cases in which trial by jury has been demanded pursuant to F.R.C.P. 
38, the jury shall consist of six jurors, plus such number of alternate 
jurors, as the court may deem necessary. This rule shall apply to all cases 
tried on or after the date of this order, effective August 20, 1973." 

North Carolina, Middle (October 14, 1971) 

"(a) Number of Jurors. in Civil Jury Cases. In all civil jury cases the 
jury shall consist of six (6) members." (Effective January 1, 1972) 

South Carolina (March 14, 1978) 

"In all civil cases tried in the United States District Courts for the Dis
trict of South Carolina, the issues may be submitted to juries of six (6) 
or twelve q2) jurors, at the discretion of the presiding judge." 

Virginia, Eastern (May 22, 1972) 

"The jury in any civil case shall consist of six. The number of peremptory 
challenges shall be as provided by law (28 U.S.C. §1870)." (Effective July 
1, 1972) 

Virginia, Western 

There is no local rule, "however, unless counsel object it is the policy of 
this court to use (7) seven member juries for ci'.,il cases." Joyce F. 
Witt, Clerk of Court. 

West Virginia, Northern 

"(e) In civil actions in which trial by jury has been demanded pursuant to 
Rule 38, Federal Rules of Civil Procedur~, the jury shall consist of six 
jurors, plus such number of alternate jurors as the Court may determine 
necessary." (October 1, 1970) 

West Virginia, Southern (February 15, 1974) 

"In civil actions in which trial by jury has been demanded pursuant to Rule 
38, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the jury shall consist of six jurors, 
plus such number of alternate jurors as the Court may determine necessary." 
(Effective July 1, 1973, amended February 15, 1974) 

FIFTH CIRCUIT 

Alabama, N0rthern (October 8, 1974) 

"Rule 4. Size nf Civil Juries.--Except as otherwi.se directed by a Judge of 
the court, the ju::y in all civil jury cases shall consist of six members. 
This rule does :,~()t preclude the impaneling of alternate jurors under Rule 
47 (b), Federal Rules of Civjl Procedl"re, nor does it preclude the parties, 
'with the consent of a Judge of the court, from entering additional stipu
lations with respect to such jury under Rule 48, Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure. " 

Alabama, Middle (July 12, 1971) 

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members." 
(EffecUve August 15, 1971) 
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Alabama, Southern (August 25, 1971) 

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

Florida, Northern (December 1, 1977) 

"Rule 22. In all civil casel'! tried by jury, the jury shall consist of six 
persons plus such number of alternate jurors, if any, as may be directed 
by the Court to be called and impaneled to sit as alternate jur.ors." 

Florida, Middle (June 27, 1972) 

"Rule 5.0l(a) In all civil cases tried by jury, the jury shall consist of 
six persons plus such number of alternate jurors, if any, as the Court may 
specify." (Effective July 1, 1977) 

Florida, Southern (February 8, 1971) 

"Rule l5A. (Effective June 13, 1972) A jury for the trial of civil cases 
shall consist of six persons plus such alternate jurors as may be impaneled." 

Georgia, Northern 

"All civil actions shall be tried to a jury of six members and challenges 
shall be in accordance with Title 28 U.S.C. §1870." 

Georgia, Southern 

"Rule 9. All civil actions shall be tried to a jury of six members and 
challenges shall be in accordance with Title 28 u.s.c. §1870, when a party 
files a written demand therefore at or before the time of the pretrial 
conference. All other civil cases shall be tried to a jury of twelve mem
bers." 

Louisiana, Eastern (April 20, 1971) 

"In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of six (6) members." 
(Effective May 1, 1971) 

Louisiana, Middle 

"Rule l6A. Jury Cases. In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of 
six (6) members." 

Louisiana, Western (April 9, 1971) 

"In all civil jury cases, jurisdiction for which is based on 28 U.S.C. ~1332, 
45 U.S.C. §5l, and 46 U.S.C. ~688, the jury shall consist of six members, 
with three peremptory challenges allowed to each opposing party. One al
ternate juror, in lengthy cases, will be impaneled, with one peremptory 
challenge allowed to each of the opposing parties." (Effective April 15, 1971) 

Mississippi, Northern (September 27, 1972) 

"The District Judges for the United States District Court for the Northern 
District of Mississippi do hereby adopt a local rule ni court to provide 
that in all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six members, with three 
peremptory challenges' allowed to each opposing party. In its discretion. the 
court may impanel two alternate jurors, with one peremptory challenge allowed 
each of the opposing parties. H (Effective January 1, 1973) 
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Texas, Northern 

"Miscellaneous Order No. 21 (May 1, 1978) Order concerning civil jury 
composition. It is ordered that effective May 1, 1978, in all civil jury 
cases in the Abilene, Amarillo, Lubbock, San Angelo and Wichita Falls Divi
sion, except as may otherwise be expressly required by law or controlling 
rule, the jury shall consist of six members. Peremptory challenges shall 
be allowed for jurorfl and alternate jurors as provided in Section 1870 of 
Title 28, United States Code and Rule 47(b) Federal Rules of Civil Pro
cedure. At the discretion of the presiding Judge the jury may consist of 
twelve members." (i.e.; 5 of 7 divisions) 

Texas, Eastern (December 3, 1973) 

" .. • in all civil jury cases, except as may be otherwise required by law, 
the jury shall consist of six members; however, it shall be optional with the 
Presiding Judge to require a twelve-member civil jury trial rather than six 
members. II (Effective January 1, 1974) 

Texas, Southern (July 27, 1973) 

"A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six (6) pE!rsons, plus 
such alternate jurors as may be impaneled." (Effective July 30, 1973) 

Texas, Western (May 1, 1971) 

"In all civil jury cases, except as may be otherwise expre~sly required by 
law or controlling rule, the jury shall consist of six members." (Effective 
July 1, 1971) (As amended July 1, 1971) 

SIXTH.CIRCUIT 

Kentucky, Eastern (January 6, 1976) 

"Order. It is ordered, effective immediately, in all civil jury cases in 
this District, the jury shall consist of six (6) members plus such alternates 
as the Court may deem proper under the circumstances of the case." 

Kentucky, Western (April 24, 1972) 

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members." 
(Effective May 1, 1972) 

Michigan, Eastern 

Michigan, Eastern has a rule Vroviding for 6 member civil juries, but we did 
not receive it in time to include it in this report. 

Michigan, Western (July 17, 1974) 

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

Ohio, Northern (March 24, 1972) 

"In all civil trials, juries shall consist of six members." 
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Ohio, Southern 

"Rule 3.12A A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six (6) 
persons, plus such alternate jurors as may be impaneled, unless the court 
orders a jury of eight (8) or twelve (12). (Effective February 22, 1978) 

Tennessee, Eastern (October 13, 1971) 

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

Tennessee, Middle (March 23, 1972) 

"It is therefore ORDERED that from and after May 1, 1972, in all civil jury 
cases the jury shall consist of six persons, excluding alternates." 

Tennessee, Western (January 6, 1978) 

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

SEVENTH CIRCUIT 

Illinois, Northern (May 18, 1971) 

"In all jury cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required by law or 
controlling rule, the jury shall consist of six members." (Effective Sep
tember 13, 1971) 

Illinois, Eastern (December 10, 1970) 

HIn all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six members." (Effective 
September 1, 1971) 

Illinois, Southern (January 21, 1971) 

"In all jury cases (civil), except as may be otherwise expressly required by 
law or controlling rule, the jury shall consist of six members." (Effective 
May 1, 1971) 

Indiana, Northern (February 1, 1975) 

"Rule 25 Civil Jury Cases. In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of 
six (6) members, unless otherwise provided by law." 

Indiana, Southern (March 3, 1975) 

"Rule 31 In all civil cases the jury shall consist of six (6) jurors." 

Wisconsin, Eastern (July 26, 1971) 

"In all jury cases except as may be otherwise expressly required by law or 
controlling rule, the jury shall consist of six members." (Effective Sep
tember 1, 1971) 

Wisconsin, Western (August 28, 1973) 

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

Iowa, Northern 

"To better serve the interests of judicial economy and to avoid the calling of 
alternates in all civil jury cases the parties shall be bound by the verdict 
of not less than six jurors." (Effective November 30, 1971) 

Iowa, Southern (amended July 20, 1973) 

"To better serve the interests of judicial economy and to avoid the calling 
of alternates in ·all civil jury cases the parties shall be bound by the ver
dict of not less than six jurors." 

Minnesota (November 12, 1970) 

"In all civil jury cases, the jury shall consist of 6 members." 

Missouri, Eastern (July 30, 1973) 

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

Missouri, Western (.Tuly 1, 1972) 

"Unless otherwise specially ordered by the court in a designated civil action 
or consolidated actions, the juries shall consist of six members in all 
civil cases, including but not limited to complex cases." 

Nebraska (January 17, 1972) 

"In all civil jury cases the juries shall consist of six members." (Effec
tive March 1, 1972) 

Ndrth Dakota (January 1, 1977) 

"Rule VIII C 1. In all jury cases, including condemnation cases, except as 
may be otherwise expressly required by law or controlling rule, the jury shall 
consist of 12 persons, or at the discretion of the presiding Judge, it shall 
consist of 6 persons, plus such alternate jurors as may be impaneled. (Jan
uary 1, 1977 Order signed by Judge B. Van Sickle: "Pursuant to the provisions 
of Rule VIII C. of the Local Rules of the United States District court for 
the District of North Dakota, as amended January 1, 1977, all civil juries 
to be impaneled in the Southwestern and Northwestern Divisions of the Dis-
trict shall consist of six persons, plus such alternate jurors as may be im- 'I 

paneled. Peremptory challenges shall be exercised as prov.ided by 28 United 
States Code, Section 1870, and Rule 47(b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Pro-
cedure". 

South Dakota 

"In .all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six persons." (Effective 
July 30, 1973) 

NINTH CIRCUIT 

Alaska (October 1, 1973) 

"(A) In all civil cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members." (Effec
tive October 1, 1973) 
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Arizona (October 1, 1971) 

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

California, Northern (November 18, 1971) 

"Rule 245-1 In all civil actions in which a party is entitled to a jury 
trial, the jury shall consist of six members and such alternates as the judge 
may determine." 

California, Eastern (October 22, 1971) 

"In all cases in which a jury is demanded in civil cases, trial of a cause 
shall be before a jury consisting of six (6) members." (Effective November 
5, 1971) 

California, Central (March 8, 1971) 

"In all cases in which a jury is demanded in civil cases, trial of the cause 
shall be before. a jury c'onsisting of six (6) members." (Effective March 15, 
1971) 

California, Southern (March 19, 1971) 

"In all cases in which a jury is demanded in civil cases, trial of the cause 
shall be before a jury consisting of six (6) members." (Effective April 15, 
1971) 

Hawaii (March 31, 1971) 

Idaho 

"In all civil jury cases for which jurisdiction is based on 28 U.S.C. Section 
1332, 45 United States Code, Section 51, and 46 United States Code, Section 
688, the jury shall consist of six members." (Effective April 12, 1971) 

"Rule 12.1 Civil Jury. The jury in a civil case at law, or in a non-criminal 
case in which a right by jury is otherwise granted by statute, shall consist 
of six jurors unless the parties stipulate to a lesser number." (Effective 
July 1, 1974) 

Montana (Filed July 14, 1971) 

"(d) (1) A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons plus 
such alternate jurors as may be impaneled." 

Nevada 

"A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six (6) persons, plus 
such alternates as may be impaneled." (Effective November 15, 1973) 

Oregon (May 1, 1976) 

"Rule 22 (c) In all civil cases tried to a jury, the number of jurors shall 
be six. The parties shall be entitled to the challenges available under 28 
U .S.C. !H870 and Federal Rules of Civil Proc." 47(b) 

Washington, Eastern 

"Rule 17 (a) A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six jurors • ." 
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Washington, Western (May 22, 1972) 

Guam 

"A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six jurors plus such 
alternate jurors that may be impaneled." (effective July 1, 1972) 

"In all cases in which a jury is demande.d in civil cases, trial of the cause 
shall be before a jury consisting of six (6) members, unless otherwise order
ed by the Court." (Effective September 1, 1973) 

Northern Mariana Islands 

"(c) (1) A jury for the trial of civil cases shall consist of six persons plus 
such alternate jurors as may be impaneled." 

TENTH CIRCUIT 

Colorado 

"(c) E:!tcept as is otherwise expressly prollri.ded by law, in all civil cases 
the jury shall consist of six members unless the parties stipulate to a 
lesser number." 

Kansas (Mareh 11, 1971) 

"In all civil jury cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required by law 
or controlling rule, the jury shall consist of six members." (Effective June 
1, 1971} 

New Mexico (February 1, 1977) 

"Rule 21. Six Member Juries. The jury shall consist of six members in all 
civil jury cases. lbe number of alternate members will be at the discretion 
of the Court." 

Oklahoma, N01:thern (August 7, 1973) 

"In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members. The 
challenges permitted shall remain as provided in 28U,S.C. 1870 and Rule 
47 (b) ,of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. II (Entered August 7, 1973) 

Oklahoma, Eastern (April 14, 1972) 

"(3) In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist of six (6) members. The 
challenges permitted shall remain as provided in 28 U.S.C. 1870 and Rule 47(b) 
of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure." (Effective ~uly 1, 1972) 

Oklahoma, WI~stern 

"(c) In all civil jury cases the jury shall consist 0:" six (6) members. 
The challenges permitted shall remain as provided in 28 U.S.C. 1870 and Rule 
47(b)of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure." (Added, effective August 1, 
1973. ) 

Wyoming (February 25, 1971) (amended August 21, 1972) 

"In all civil jury cases, except as may be otherwise expressly required by 
law or controlling rule, the jury shall consist of six members." (Effective 
Septe,mber 1, 1972) 

A-134 

'f, 



P 
E 
T 
I 
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NATIONAL 
JUROR USAGE PROFILE 

{2961 PLA.O:ES OF HOLDING COURT (with jury trial activity) 

f 
NUMBER OF JUROR DAYS 

JUROR 

Total Selected Not Selected, USAGE 

Available or Challenged Serving or INDEX 
Serving Challenged 

565,617 334,765 91,575 139,277 

100% 59.2 % 16.2% 
19.60 

24.6 % 

7,083 3,416 48.2 3,667 51. 8 28,851 
TOTAL CIVIL % CRIMINAL % TOTAL 
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ESTIMATED COSTS 
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TOTAL Trial Juror 

Day Day 

~18, 863,500 654 33 

Not.8elected,Serving $4 640 400 
or ChallenQed I , 

131680 47.4 15,171 52.6 
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1975 

1976 

1977 

1978 
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\" 

NUMBER OF GRAND JURIES 

Total No.On 
No. Impaneled No.Discharged No.On 

in Existence July1,1978 July 1, 1979 

674 363 311 287 387 

9,790 194,151 50,891 19.8 5.20 

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

USAGE STATISTICS 

HISTORICAL COMPARISONS 

JURY TRIALS PETIT JUROR UTILIZATION 

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

or Usage Number of 

Trials Trials Serving or Serving Index Grand 
Challenged JUries 

8,607 57.0 23.8 60.1 19.32 570 

8,709 59.1 24.1 60.2 19.73 604 

8,374 54.5 24.1 60.4 19.55 641 

7,181 55.6 24.0 60.5 19.51 659 

7,083 51.8 24.6 59.2 19.60 674 
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