Jury Management I ndices Report

Jury Management datais provided by the clerk of court for each county or the
circuit court administrator. This datais self reported through the jury management
reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data cannot be confirmed by
OSCA staff.

The Jury Management indices were devel oped to monitor jury systems
performance in the local tria courts. Consistently poor performance on one or more of
the indices may indicate the need to review and conceivably change procedures. Often,
however, the indices are not sufficient to isolate the specific problem or suggest
alternative or modifications that will improve performance. The following are definitions
of the indices used in this report.

SUMMONING YIELD A comparison of the number of jurors who are
available to serve on the first day of the term of service to the number of prospective
jurors summoned for the term. The Summoning Yield percentage is calculated by
dividing the total number of prospective jurors available to serve by the total number of
jurors summoned. The Florida Supreme Court goal for the Summoning Yield index is
forty percent (40%) or more.

JUROR DAYSPER TRIAL (JDPT) The average number of daysajuroris
needed for each trial. JDPT is calculated by dividing the sum of jurors reporting daily
and carry-overs by the total number of jury trials (six-person + twelve-person). The
Florida Supreme Court goal for the JDPT is 30.5 or less.

PEOPLE BROUGHT IN PER TRIAL (PBI) The average number of
prospective jurors needed to start atrial. PBI is calculated by dividing the total number
of jurors reporting daily by the total number of jury trials (six-person + twelve-person).
The Florida Supreme Court goal for the PBI is18.3 or lessfor a"typical" six-person trial
and 30.5 or lessfor a*“typical” twelve-person trial.

PERCENT TO VOIR DIRE The percentage of prospective jurors that undergo
guestioning by counsel for a specific trial. The percentageis calculated by dividing the
total number of persons sent to voir dire by the total number of jurors reporting daily.
The Florida Supreme Court goal for Percent to Voir Direis 100% or more.

AVERAGE PANEL SIZE The average number of prospective jurors selected
from the pool and sent to voir dire for the empanelment of onejury. In Florida, there are
standard panel sizesfor al trials. These standard panel sizes are set by administrative
order of the Chief Justice.

NUMBER OF TRIALS Thetotal number of six-person and twelve-person
trias.




Jury Management Indices Report

First Judicial Circuit

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
T e A e e e e
IFirst Circuit 31.0% 31.6% 30.0% 34.3% IFirst Circuit 38.9 40.8 38.8 45.8
[Circuit Median 39.5% 39.1% 40.2% 41.6% [Circuit Median 52.8 54.7 51.2 52.9
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
fFirst Circuit 30.2 318 31.2 36.4 fFirst Circuit 78.9% 82.5% 77.5% 73.0%
ICircuit Median 42.6 43.7 40.3 43.0 ICircuit Median 64.6% 64.9% 64.8% 64.8%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IFirst Circuit 23.8 26.2 24.2 26.6 IFirst Circuit 167 157 140 152
[Circuit Median 26.5 26.9 27.3 26.7 [Circuit Median 125 128 112 130

|Legend: Circuit [

Circuit Median €

Standard A I

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed by OSCA staff.

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 1-1



Jury Management Indices Report

Escambia County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT

Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 IQ y 2009 2009 2009 2010
[Escambia 25.4% 26.6% 25.3% 26.5% [Escambia 323 39.4 317 39.7
IState Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% IState Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3

People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend

Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
IEscambia 235 28.9 24.1 29.3 IEscambia 84.1% 89.6% 88.3% 83.2%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IEscambia 19.7 259 21.3 259 IEscambia 113 104 103 99
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Legend: County [l State Median @ Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed by OSCA staff.

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 1-2



Jury Management Indices Report Okaloosa County
Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 IQ y 2009 2009 2009 2010
fOkaloosa 44.4% 44.5% 48.8% 55.0% JOkaloosa 67.0 61.7 72.3 94.1
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Quarterly PBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
I 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
lOkaloosa 56.9 56.1 63.1 85.8 JOkaloosa 51.1% 34.6% 48.6% 23.3%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
JOkaloosa 29.1 19.4 30.6 20.0 Okaloosa 19 15 14 8
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 248 State Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed by OSCA staff.

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 1-3



Jury Management Indices Report

Santa Rosa County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend

Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Santa Rosa 37.6% 41.6% 34.0% 39.3% Santa Rosa 46.4 422 49.3 46.2
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3

People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data

Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data

louarterly pBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010

Santa Rosa 40.9 35.9 42.6 38.7 Santa Rosa 100.0% 100.0% 84.0% 100.0%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 451 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%

Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend

Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
Santa Rosa 40.9 359 35.8 38.7 Santa Rosa 24 25 20 33
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 24.8 State Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 1-4



Jury Management Indices Report Walton County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar | Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 Q y 2009 2009 2009 2010
\Walton 26.5% 24.7% 23.2% 39.1% Walton 41.2 25.2 55.3 62.3
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
louarterly pBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly o Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
\Walton 30.0 18.8 50.3 55.3 Walton 65.8% 95.5% 32.5% 28.1%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
50 60
40 50 e —— N o
30 40 M - \‘A
o[ e—t—g———A—3 i e —
o " ~y, —=— = |
0 - - ‘ ‘ 10 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09
Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
\Walton 19.7 18.0 16.3 155 \Walton 11 13 3 12
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 24.8 State Median 9 12 9 11
Legend: County [l State Median @ Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 1-5



Jury Management Indices Report

Second Judicial Circuit

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
S e e N i e e e
Second Circuit 45.1% 41.4% 43.0% 44.2% Second Circuit 38.1 37.3 42.8 38.8
|Circuit Median 39.5% 39.1% 40.2% 41.6% |Circuit Median 52.8 54.7 51.2 52.9
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
50 100% e
40 = /e/’ 90% A
30 —‘;;A\./If 80% —.v—al/
20 700 | S — * PN ° =
10 60% i
0 - - - - 50% - - -
04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09
Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
louarterly pBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly o Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
Second Circuit 30.7 29.9 35.1 31.1 ISecond Circuit 74.4% 89.4% 76.8% 85.3%
|Circuit Median 42.6 43.7 40.3 43.0 ICircuit Median 64.6% 64.9% 64.8% 64.8%

Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend

Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
|First Circuit 22.8 26.8 26.9 26.6 Second Circuit 118 108 98 123
ICircuit Median 26.5 26.9 27.3 26.7 |Circuit Median 125 128 112 130
|Legend: Circuit [l  Circuit Median 4 Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed by OSCA staff.

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010)
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Jury Management Indices Report

Franklin County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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S A e N i e e e
IFraninn 32.6% 24.0% 0.0% 33.1% IFraninn 62.3 36.0 0.0 78.0
fstate Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% fstate Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
JFranklin 51.0 36.0 0.0 58.0 fFrankiin 48.5% 58.3% 0.0% 70.7%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IFraninn 24.8 21.0 0.0 41.0 IFraninn 4 1 0 1
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County [l State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010)
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Jury Management Indices Report

Gadsden County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend

Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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IGadsden 47.8% 33.8% 43.3% 42.4% IGadsden 38.6 422 39.9 30.9
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3

People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data

Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data

louarterly pBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010

Gadsden 30.7 31.0 31.5 24.0 IGadsden 95.2% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 451 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%

Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend

Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IGadsden 29.2 31.0 315 24.0 [Gadsden 13 12 10 16
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 24.8 State Median 9 12 9 11
|Legend: County [ State Median €@ Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 2-3



Jury Management Indices Report Jefferson County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar | Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 Q y 2009 2009 2009 2010
Jefferson 26.6% 29.8% 46.7% 32.0% Jefferson 133.0 63.0 42.0 63.0
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
louarterly pBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
Jefferson 133.0 59.5 35.0 56.0 Jefferson 5.3% 11.8% 20.0% 12.5%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
Jefferson 7.0 7.0 7.0 7.0 Jefferson 1 2 1 1
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 24.8 State Median 9 12 9 11
|Legend: County [ State Median €@ Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 2-4




Jury Management Indices Report

Leon County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend
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Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT

Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 IQ y 2009 2009 2009 2010
fLeon 44.9% 42.9% 42.0% 44.2% fLeon 35.1 37.4 44.8 39.8
IState Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% IState Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3

People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
fLeon 27.9 30.2 37.3 32.1 fLeon 80.4% 79.8% 70.5% 81.9%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
fLeon 22.4 24.1 26.3 26.3 fLeon 94 84 74 98
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 2-5



Jury Management Indices Report

Liberty County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend

50%

40% A & —
30% ‘g'[ L

20%

10%

0% - - ‘ -

04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09
Fiscal Year

Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data

Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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JLiberty 39.6% 35.5% 36.8% 41.5% fLiberty 41.7 19.5 34.0 0.0
IState Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% IState Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
fLiberty 37.0 19.5 29.8 0.0 JLiberty 73.0% 100.0% 95.3% 0.0%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
fuiberty 27.0 19.5 28.4 0.0 JLiberty 3 2 5 0
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 2-6



Jury Management Indices Report

Wakulla County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend

Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
Summoning vied | 000 | 2005 | sooo | zowo | Jeeerenyaoet | A" | Yeee | Caooe | oro
\Wakulla 69.4% 62.0% 62.0% 57.5% Wakulla 64.0 24.9 30.3 29.7
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
louarterly pBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly o Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
\Wakulla 51.0 18.9 221 22.4 Wakulla 13.7% 318.9% 130.5% 165.6%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
\Wakulla 7.0 60.1 28.9 37.1 \Wakulla 3 7 8 7
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 24.8 State Median 9 12 9 11
Legend: County [l State Median @ Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010)
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Jury Management Indices Report Third Judicial Circuit

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
50% 70
40% T & Z /.__.-/'_\7 60
o . ol ” M
20% 20 |
10% 20 S
0% ; ; ‘ ‘ 20 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09
Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
S e e e e
Third Circuit 45.6% 37.3% 40.3% 38.5% Third Circuit 52.2 57.1 42.3 50.4
|Circuit Median 39.5% 39.1% 40.2% 41.6% |Circuit Median 52.8 54.7 51.2 52.9
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
louarterly pBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly o Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
Third Circuit 51.2 50.5 39.5 435 IThird Circuit 72.2% 77.8% 84.8% 90.0%
|Circuit Median 42.6 43.7 40.3 43.0 ICircuit Median 64.6% 64.9% 64.8% 64.8%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
Third Circuit 36.9 39.3 335 39.2 Third Circuit 13 21 15 22
|Circuit Median 26.5 26.9 27.3 26.7 |Circuit Median 125 128 112 130
|Legend: Circuit [ Circuit Median € Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed by OSCA staff.

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 3-1



Jury Management Indices Report Columbia County
Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
S e e N i e e e
Columbia 53.8% 36.4% 47.9% 40.7% {Columbia 40.4 37.4 38.4 44.0
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
Columbia 40.4 37.4 38.4 44.0 {Columbia 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
Columbia 40.4 374 38.4 44.0 IColumbia 8 14 7 13
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 248 State Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 3-2



Jury Management Indices Report

Dixie County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 IQ y 2009 2009 2009 2010
IDixie 28.7% 19.8% 29.3% 15.6% IDixie 86.0 60.5 66.0 58.0
IState Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% IState Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3

People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data

Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data

Quarterly PBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
I 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
[Dixie 86.0 445 66.0 58.0 [Dixie 74.4% 58.4% 77.3% 60.3%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data

Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data

Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IDixie 64.0 26.0 51.0 35.0 IDixie 1 2 1 1
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 3-3



Jury Management Indices Report

Hamilton County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 IQ y 2009 2009 2009 2010
fHamilton 25.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% fHamilton 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
IState Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% IState Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Quarterly PBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
I 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
fHamilton 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 fHamilton 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
50 60
40 ﬁ" 50 — - .
\ L
30 40 —
2 -— ° ————n 30
20
10 10 - g
0 - - : : 0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09
Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
fHamilton 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 fHamilton 0 0 0 0
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 3-4



Jury Management Indices Report

Lafayette County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend
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Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data

Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
terly JDPT

Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 [Quarterly 2009 2009 2009 2010

ILafayette 0.0% 49.5% 33.3% 43.1% ILafayette 0.0 135.0 26.0 28.3

IState Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% IState Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3

People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data

Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data

Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
ILafayette 0.0 99.0 20.0 28.0 ILafayette 0.0% 100.0% 100.0% 92.9%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
fLafayette 0.0 99.0 20.0 26.0 fLafayette 0 1 1 3
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11

Legend: County [H

State Median <o

Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 3-5



Jury Management Indices Report

Madison County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT

Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 IQ y 2009 2009 2009 2010
IMadison 36.7% 38.0% 0.0% 35.7% IMadison 132.0 205.0 0.0 50.0
IState Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% IState Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3

People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data

Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data

Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
Madison 132.0 205.0 0.0 50.0 [Madison 5.3% 2.9% 0.0% 12.0%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
fMadison 7.0 6.0 0.0 6.0 [Madison 1 1 0 1
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 3-6



Jury Management Indices Report

Suwannee County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend

Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Suwannee 24.0% 46.8% 25.5% 38.2% Suwannee 31.0 71.3 56.3 85.8
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3

People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend

60
50
40 7‘%
30 T
20
10 T T T
04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09

Fiscal Year

People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data

Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data

louarterly pBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
Suwannee 24.0 48.0 44.7 485 Suwannee 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 88.1%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 451 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%

Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend

Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
Suwannee 24.0 48.0 44.7 42.8 Suwannee 2 3 3 4
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 248 State Median 9 12 9 11
Legend: County [l State Median @ Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 3-7



Jury Management Indices Report Taylor County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar | Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 Q y 2009 2009 2009 2010
Taylor 38.0% 0.0% 40.8% 0.0% Taylor 38.0 0.0 34.7 0.0
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
louarterly pBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
Taylor 38.0 0.0 34.7 0.0 Taylor 100.0% 0.0% 27.9% 0.0%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
Taylor 38.0 0.0 9.7 0.0 Taylor 1 0 3 0
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 248 State Median 9 12 9 11
Legend: County [l State Median @ Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 3-8



Jury Management Indices Report

Fourth Judicial Circuit

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
T A e e e e
fFourth Circuit 32.7% 31.2% 33.0% 31.7% fFourth Circuit 50.7 47.0 46.2 49.2
[Circuit Median 39.5% 39.1% 40.2% 41.6% [Circuit Median 52.8 54.7 51.2 52.9
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
fFourth Circuit 40.9 35.9 34.1 34.9 fFourth Circuit 65.7% 65.2% 72.6% 80.4%
ICircuit Median 42.6 43.7 40.3 43.0 ICircuit Median 64.6% 64.9% 64.8% 64.8%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IFourth Circuit 26.8 234 24.8 28.1 IFourth Circuit 141 149 139 159
[Circuit Median 26.5 26.9 27.3 26.7 [Circuit Median 125 128 112 130
|Legend: Circuit [ Circuit Median € Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed by OSCA staff.

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 4-1



Jury Management Indices Report Clay County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 IQ Y 2009 2009 2009 2010
Iclay 43.2% 45.5% 38.6% 45.7% Iclay 73.3 60.1 93.3 79.6
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Quarterly PBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
I 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
ICIay 62.9 52.3 79.3 63.4 |Clay 34.6% 34.9% 32.8% 43.6%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
Clay 21.8 18.3 26.0 276 Iclay 8 8 7 8
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 24.8 State Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 4-2




Jury Management Indices Report

Duval County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
50% 70
40% A A — 60
~— S v —— -
30% .—.—_./._——g.i 50 5.__]4.——7_.
20% 40
10% 30 —
0% ‘ ' ‘ ' 20
04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09
Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
S A e N i e e e
fouval 31.3% 29.2% 31.7% 30.0% fouval 49.4 45.9 42.0 46.6
IState Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% IState Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
IDuvaI 39.7 34.8 30.2 322 IDuvaI 70.2% 68.0% 82.0% 88.0%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IDuvaI 27.9 23.7 24.8 28.4 IDuvaI 125 133 128 147
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 4-3



Jury Management Indices Report

Nassau County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
S e e N i e e e
[Nassau 42.0% 42.7% 42.1% 40.7% [Nassau 49.4 53.0 97.3 84.3
fstate Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% fstate Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
INassau 36.8 37.4 79.0 76.3 INassau 42.5% 63.5% 26.6% 24.3%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
INassau 15.6 23.8 21.0 185 INassau 8 8 4 4
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 4-4



Jury Management Indices Report

Fifth Judicial Circuit

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
e A e N i e e e
IFifth Circuit 38.0% 39.5% 39.8% 40.3% IFifth Circuit 58.8 50.4 47.6 53.5
[Circuit Median 39.5% 39.1% 40.2% 41.6% [Circuit Median 52.8 54.7 51.2 52.9
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
IFifth Circuit 47.1 40.3 38.2 425 IFifth Circuit 55.3% 60.8% 59.1% 60.7%
ICircuit Median 42.6 43.7 40.3 43.0 ICircuit Median 64.6% 64.9% 64.8% 64.8%

Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
|Fifth Circuit 26.1 24.5 22.6 25.8 IFifth Circuit 116 121 118 111
[Circuit Median 26.5 26.9 273 26.7 [Circuit Median 125 128 112 130
|Legend: Circuit [ Circuit Median € Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed by OSCA staff.

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010)

5-1



Jury Management Indices Report Citrus County
Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
S B e e N i e e e
ICitrus 47.5% 48.9% 43.8% 47.7% [Citrus 58.4 129.5 61.8 58.4
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
[citrus 48.3 113.5 43.1 45.9 [citrus 51.0% 22.7% 48.2% 53.5%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
Citrus 24.7 25.8 20.8 24.6 ICitrus 9 4 9 12
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 248 State Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010)
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Jury Management Indices Report

Hernando County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 IQ y 2009 2009 2009 2010
fHernando 47.6% 45.9% 51.6% 52.4% fHernando 53.3 70.8 412 53.3
IState Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% IState Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Quarterly PBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
I 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
fHernando 42.9 61.6 37.2 47.0 fHernando 69.5% 56.8% 73.7% 75.2%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IHernando 29.8 35.0 274 35.3 IHernando 12 8 13 9
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Legend: County [l State Median @ Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010)
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Jury Management Indices Report

Lake County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
T e A S e e e
fLake 34.9% 37.5% 36.9% 38.0% fLake 62.4 64.7 52.2 43.8
IState Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% IState Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
fLake 478 51.4 39.6 333 fLake 57.9% 57.0% 63.1% 79.4%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
fLake 27.7 29.3 25.0 26.4 fLake 37 28 28 36
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 5-4



Jury Management Indices Report

Marion County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend
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Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
S e e N e e e e
fMarion 36.4% 36.7% 36.9% 35.7% fMarion 56.8 39.7 472 56.9
IState Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% IState Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3

People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Quarterly PBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
I 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
fMarion 46.2 311 39.0 47.7 fMarion 53.1% 71.2% 56.1% 48.2%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IMarion 24.6 221 21.9 23.0 IMarion 56 7 60 49
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Legend: County [l State Median @ Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 5-5



Jury Management Indices Report Sumter County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar | Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 Q y 2009 2009 2009 2010
Sumter 25.8% 24.8% 26.2% 25.6% Sumter 81.0 35.3 29.0 78.0
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
louarterly pBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar IQuarterIy o Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
Sumter 775 24.8 23.8 41.0 Sumter 27.7% 57.6% 58.9% 84.4%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
Sumter 215 14.3 14.0 34.6 Sumter 2 4 8 5
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 248 State Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 5-6




Jury Management Indices Report

Sixth Judicial Circuit

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
S e e e e e e
Sixth Circuit 42.2% 40.8% 42.0% 46.7% Sixth Circuit 48.9 51.1 57.2 52.4
|Circuit Median 39.5% 39.1% 40.2% 41.6% |Circuit Median 52.8 54.7 51.2 52.9
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
louarterly pBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly o Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
Sixth Circuit 415 429 49.1 458 ISixth Circuit 63.4% 65.5% 58.2% 58.6%
|Circuit Median 42.6 43.7 40.3 43.0 ICircuit Median 64.6% 64.9% 64.8% 64.8%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
Sixth Circuit 26.3 28.1 28.6 26.8 Sixth Circuit 199 199 160 207
|Circuit Median 26.5 26.9 27.3 26.7 |Circuit Median 125 128 112 130
|Legend: Circuit [ Circuit Median € Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed by OSCA staff.

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 6-1



Jury Management Indices Report

Pasco County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
T e
fPasco 40.3% 36.9% 40.7% 48.1% fPasco 48.1 48.2 63.8 735
fstate Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% fstate Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
fPasco 385 38.0 54.8 64.8 fpasco 70.4% 67.8% 47.2% 39.2%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IPasco 27.1 25.8 25.9 254 IPasco 59 63 58 53
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Legend: County [l State Median @ Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 6-2




Jury Management Indices Report

Pinellas County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 IQ y 2009 2009 2009 2010
fPinellas 43.2% 43.0% 43.1% 45.6% fpinellas 49.2 52.5 53.4 45.2
IState Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% IState Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Quarterly PBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
I 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
fPinellas 42.7 45.1 45.9 39.2 fpinellas 60.7% 64.6% 65.6% 69.6%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IPineIIas 25.9 29.2 30.1 27.3 IPineIIas 140 136 102 154
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
|Legend: County [ State Median @ Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 6-3



Jury Management Indices Report

Seventh Judicial Circuit

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
S e A i e e e
Seventh Circuit 43.3% 40.5% 41.5% 42.0% Seventh Circuit 44.7 50.6 58.7 50.5
|Circuit Median 39.5% 39.1% 40.2% 41.6% |Circuit Median 52.8 54.7 51.2 52.9
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
louarterly pBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly o Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
Seventh Circuit 35.1 395 44.3 38.9 ISeventh Circuit 63.5% 58.4% 52.5% 58.1%
|Circuit Median 42.6 43.7 40.3 43.0 ICircuit Median 64.6% 64.9% 64.8% 64.8%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
Seventh Circuit 22.3 23.0 23.3 22.6 Seventh Circuit 70 75 74 81
|Circuit Median 26.5 26.9 27.3 26.7 |Circuit Median 125 128 112 130
|Legend: Circuit [ Circuit Median € Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed by OSCA staff.

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 7-1



Jury Management Indices Report

Flagler County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend
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Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT

Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 IQ y 2009 2009 2009 2010
fFlagler 29.8% 39.1% 41.2% 35.1% [Flagler 29.6 36.6 46.8 46.0
IState Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% IState Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3

People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
[Flagler 20.9 21.7 34.3 311 [Flagler 94.7% 73.8% 59.0% 63.7%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IFIagIer 19.8 20.4 20.2 19.8 IFIagIer 9 12 13 11
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 7-2



Jury Management Indices Report

Putnam County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
T e A e e e
fputnam 32.4% 28.3% 30.6% 38.5% fputnam 37.9 50.8 70.9 714
fstate Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% fstate Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
fputnam 32.3 426 63.0 65.2 fputnam 55.8% 49.9% 40.1% 27.9%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IPutnam 18.0 21.2 25.3 18.2 IPutnam 7 9 7 9
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 7-3



Jury Management Indices Report

St. Johns County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
50% 70
40% —n—— 9 60 B
— == v
30% 50 ﬁéa
20% 40
10% 30 - S
0% ‘ ' ‘ ' 20
04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09
Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
S e e i e e e
St. Johns 42.9% 39.7% 42.5% 43.6% St. Johns 47.8 35.1 41.3 44.3
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
louarterly pBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly o Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
St. Johns 323 20.2 34.9 315 St. Johns 60.5% 84.7% 54.1% 58.7%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
St. Johns 19.5 17.1 18.9 185 St. Johns 8 11 8 6
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 248 State Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010)
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Jury Management Indices Report

Volusia County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend

Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data

lQuarterIy _ Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar louarterty JopT Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 2009 2009 2009 2010
\Volusia 45.6% 43.1% 43.6% 43.5% \Volusia 48.1 58.5 63.3 48.7
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3

People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data

Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data

louarterly pBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
\Volusia 38.8 47.0 45.9 37.0 \Volusia 61.7% 54.6% 53.6% 65.8%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 451 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%

Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend

Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
Volusia 23.9 25.7 24.6 24.3 \Volusia 46 43 46 55
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 24.8 State Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 7-5



Jury Management Indices Report

Eighth Judicial Circuit

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
S A e e N e e e e
IEighth Circuit 35.0% 37.6% 37.9% 42.2% IEighth Circuit 42.2 34.2 47.9 39.0
[Circuit Median 39.5% 39.1% 40.2% 41.6% [Circuit Median 52.8 54.7 51.2 52.9
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
IEighth Circuit 31.2 26.5 38.2 29.8 IEighth Circuit 75.7% 92.0% 83.2% 78.8%
ICircuit Median 42.6 43.7 40.3 43.0 ICircuit Median 64.6% 64.9% 64.8% 64.8%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
[Eighth Circuit 23.6 24.4 318 23.4 [Eighth Circuit 46 46 43 63
[Circuit Median 26.5 26.9 27.3 26.7 [Circuit Median 125 128 112 130
|Legend: Circuit [ Circuit Median € Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed by OSCA staff.

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 8-1



Jury Management Indices Report

Alachua County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend

Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Alachua 35.5% 38.1% 39.2% 42.9% Alachua 36.2 32.7 45.1 40.9
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3

People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data

Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data

louarterly pBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
Alachua 28.0 24.6 354 29.5 Alachua 85.7% 97.0% 85.9% 88.9%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 451 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%

Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend

Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
Alachua 24.0 239 30.4 26.3 Alachua 31 33 31 40
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 248 State Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County [l State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 8-2



Jury Management Indices Report

Baker County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data

Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data

Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
terly JDPT

Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 fQuarterly 2009 2009 2009 2010

IBaker 25.1% 23.7% 27.1% 30.0% IBaker 69.5 84.0 60.8 19.2

fstate Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% fstate Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3

People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend

Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
[Baker 345 77.0 445 14.2 [Baker 100.0% | 50.6% 99.4% 93.8%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IBaker 345 39.0 44.3 13.3 IBaker 2 1 4 9
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 8-3



Jury Management Indices Report

Bradford County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 IQ y 2009 2009 2009 2010
IBradford 39.4% 0.0% 38.6% 50.6% IBradford 87.0 0.0 141.0 86.0
IState Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% IState Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data

Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data

Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
IBradford 55.7 0.0 127.0 79.0 IBradford 68.3% 0.0% 23.6% 8.9%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IBradford 38.0 0.0 30.0 7.0 IBradford 3 0 1 1
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 8-4



Jury Management Indices Report Gilchrist County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 IQ y 2009 2009 2009 2010
IGilchrist 32.5% 0.0% 43.0% 62.0% IGilchrist 53.0 0.0 49.0 19.5
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
louarterly pBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly o Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
Gilchrist 26.0 0.0 43.0 155 IGilchrist 26.9% 0.0% 46.5% 58.1%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IGilchrist 7.0 0.0 20.0 9.0 IGilchrist 1 0 1 2
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 24.8 State Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 8-5




Jury Management Indices Report Levy County
Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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fLevy 32.6% 36.7% 41.5% 37.5% fLevy 40.7 33.6 38.3 48.1
IState Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% IState Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3

People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
fLevy 33.7 25.7 32.7 417 fLevy 49.5% 100.0% | 100.0% 65.6%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
fevy 16.7 25.7 32.7 27.3 fevy 9 10 6 9
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County [l State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 8-6



Jury Management Indices Report Union County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
50% 200
40% —12 n y —
30% Aﬁ\\;/ M — /~ 0 /
s N\ / 100 Ve
10% A4 0 g—————py———*
04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09
Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
S B e e N i e e e
funion 0.0% 51.2% 0.0% 38.6% funion 0.0 36.5 0.0 47.0
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
funion 0.0 36.5 0.0 40.5 funion 0.0% 50.7% 0.0% 44.4%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
Junion 0.0 185 0.0 18.0 Junion 0 2 0 2
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 248 State Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County [l State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 8-7




Jury Management Indices Report

Ninth Judicial Circuit

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
T e A e e e e
[Ninth Circuit 40.6% 38.7% 40.0% 45.9% [Ninth Circuit 425 41.7 455 45.9
[Circuit Median 39.5% 39.1% 40.2% 41.6% [Circuit Median 52.8 54.7 51.2 52.9
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
INinth Circuit 37.1 354 39.4 39.7 INinth Circuit 61.8% 60.4% 61.9% 60.4%
ICircuit Median 42.6 43.7 40.3 43.0 ICircuit Median 64.6% 64.9% 64.8% 64.8%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
INinth Circuit 23.0 214 244 24.0 INinth Circuit 332 353 266 306
[Circuit Median 26.5 26.9 27.3 26.7 [Circuit Median 125 128 112 130
|Legend: Circuit [ Circuit Median € Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed by OSCA staff.

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 9-1



Jury Management Indices Report

Orange County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
S B e e e N e e e el
forange 42.3% 40.6% 41.9% 47.4% forange 41.9 40.3 41.1 44.0
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
Jorange 36.7 33.5 35.1 37.5 forange 65.0% 65.6% 71.2% 66.7%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
|Orange 23.9 22.0 25.0 25.0 |Orange 262 282 208 239
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 248 State Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 9-2



Jury Management Indices Report

Osceola County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend

Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT

Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 IQ y 2009 2009 2009 2010
[Osceola 32.0% 31.2% 34.1% 40.6% fOsceola 449 47.0 61.5 52.6
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3

People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
JOsceola 38.7 43.0 54.7 41.7 lOsceola 50.8% 44.1% 40.4% 42.8%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
JOsceola 19.6 19.0 221 20.4 JOsceola 70 71 58 67
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 248 State Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 9-3



Jury Management Indices Report

Tenth Judicial Circuit

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
S A i e e e
Tenth Circuit 43.1% 40.9% 41.4% 41.3% Tenth Circuit 70.4 58.9 51.6 62.0
|Circuit Median 39.5% 39.1% 40.2% 41.6% |Circuit Median 52.8 54.7 51.2 52.9
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
50 100% —
) — L _— 90% —a—a
30 ~— M M 80% —
20 700 | S — * - o
10 60% I
0 ‘ - - - 50% ‘ - - -
04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09
Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
louarterly pBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly o Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
Tenth Circuit 422 38.9 37.7 39.2 ITenth Circuit 68.3% 84.9% 76.2% 90.1%
|Circuit Median 42.6 43.7 40.3 43.0 ICircuit Median 64.6% 64.9% 64.8% 64.8%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
Tenth Circuit 28.8 33.0 28.8 35.3 Tenth Circuit 60 82 73 84
|Circuit Median 26.5 26.9 27.3 26.7 |Circuit Median 125 128 112 130
|Legend: Circuit [ Circuit Median € Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed by OSCA staff.

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 10-1



Jury Management Indices Report

Hardee County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data
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225
185 /\\
145 \
105 —.——I-é./ \

65 - = = .
25 — A ;

04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09
Fiscal Year

>

Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data

Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 IQ y 2009 2009 2009 2010
fHardee 59.3% 57.0% 0.0% 68.9% fHardee 455 42.0 0.0 0.0
IState Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% IState Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
fHardee 34.3 35.0 0.0 0.0 fHardee 21.2% 40.0% 0.0% 0.0%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IHardee 7.3 14.0 0.0 0.0 IHardee 4 2 0 0
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010)
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Jury Management Indices Report Highlands County
Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
terly JDPT
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 [ouarterly 2009 2009 2009 2010
IHighIands 19.1% 23.2% 23.7% 19.1% IHighIands 23.8 27.6 31.0 28.6
IState Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% IState Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Quarterly PBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
I 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
fHighlands 18.0 16.6 21.7 14.8 fHighlands 75.9% 101.5% 63.8% 114.9%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IHighIandS 13.7 16.9 13.8 17.0 IHighIands 6 8 6 10
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 10-3



Jury Management Indices Report Polk County
Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 IQ y 2009 2009 2009 2010
fPolk 44.1% 41.7% 42.5% 42.2% fPolk 77.9 62.8 53.4 65.8
IState Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% IState Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Quarterly PBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
I 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
fPoik 45.7 414 39.2 417 fPolk 70.8% 85.3% 76.8% 90.5%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
fPoik 324 35.3 30.1 37.8 fpoik 50 72 67 74
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 10-4



Jury Management Indices Report

Eleventh Judicial Circuit

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
S e A e
[Eleventh Circuit 39.9% 38.0% 38.1% 37.6% [Eleventh Circuit 74.2 75.1 74.7 67.5
[Circuit Median 39.5% 39.1% 40.2% 41.6% [Circuit Median 52.8 54.7 51.2 52.9
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
IEIeventh Circuit 60.2 62.6 57.9 52.3 IEIeventh Circuit 69.2% 64.7% 69.6% 81.2%
ICircuit Median 42.6 43.7 40.3 43.0 ICircuit Median 64.6% 64.9% 64.8% 64.8%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IEIeventh Circuit 41.7 40.5 40.2 425 IEIeventh Circuit 273 252 237 286
[Circuit Median 26.5 26.9 27.3 26.7 [Circuit Median 125 128 112 130
|Legend: Circuit [ Circuit Median € Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed by OSCA staff.

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 11-1



Jury Management Indices Report

Dade County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data

Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data

Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 IQ y 2009 2009 2009 2010
fpade 39.9% 38.0% 38.1% 37.6% fbade 74.2 75.1 74.7 67.5
IState Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% IState Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Quarterly PBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
I 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
fpade 60.2 62.6 57.9 52.3 fbade 69.2% 64.7% 69.6% 81.2%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IDade 41.7 40.5 40.2 42.5 IDade 273 252 237 286
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 11-2



Jury Management Indices Report Twelfth Judicial Circuit

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar | Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
terly JDPT
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 Quarterly 2009 2009 2009 2010
Twelfth Circuit 34.8% 33.0% 34.7% 35.6% Twelfth Circuit 59.4 60.4 60.4 67.3
|Circuit Median 39.5% 39.1% 40.2% 41.6% |Circuit Median 52.8 54.7 51.2 52.9
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
louarterly pBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly o Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
Twelfth Circuit 49.3 47.9 48.4 495 ITweIfth Circuit 59.5% 65.3% 65.1% 64.8%
|Circuit Median 42.6 43.7 40.3 43.0 ICircuit Median 64.6% 64.9% 64.8% 64.8%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
Twelfth Circuit 29.3 313 315 321 Twelfth Circuit 70 96 77 90
|Circuit Median 26.5 26.9 27.3 26.7 |Circuit Median 125 128 112 130
|Legend: Circuit [ Circuit Median € Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed by OSCA staff.

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 12-1



Jury Management Indices Report

Desoto County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend
50%
40% A S
30% / \

20% /i/ N
10% —

Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
. ZaN
70
60 \

5° ﬂ%éﬁ;i

| = 40
0% T T T T 30 - - - - — |
04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09
Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 IQ y 2009 2009 2009 2010
fDesoto 11.3% 27.0% 14.8% 12.3% fDesoto 39.5 34.4 52.0 65.7
IState Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% IState Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Quarterly PBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
I 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
IDesoto 39.5 24.8 52.0 61.0 IDesoto 69.6% 97.5% 26.0% 31.1%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IDesoto 275 241 135 19.0 IDesoto 2 8 2 3
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11

|Legend: County [

State Median 2 2

Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 12-2



Jury Management Indices Report

Manatee County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
S e e i e e e
[Manatee 39.8% 42.7% 42.8% 41.6% Manatee 74.8 66.2 64.6 72.6
fstate Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% fstate Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
IManatee 64.0 52.4 51.7 49.8 IManatee 48.8% 69.2% 64.0% 71.2%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IManatee 31.3 36.2 331 354 IManatee 26 37 32 43
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
|Legend: County [l State Median <4 Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 12-3



Jury Management Indices Report

Sarasota County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend

Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend

People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
Brmeviss [ | o | o o | oo [ T [ [y
Sarasota 34.0% 28.9% 31.6% 35.0% Sarasota 50.8 60.3 57.7 62.2
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data

louarterly pBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
Sarasota 40.6 48.2 45.7 48.4 Sarasota 69.4% 59.7% 68.2% 61.3%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 451 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%

Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend

Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
Sarasota 28.2 28.8 31.2 29.7 Sarasota 42 51 43 44
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 24.8 State Median 9 12 9 11
|Legend: County [l State Median <4 Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 12-4



Jury Management Indices Report

Thirteenth Judicial Circuit

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar | Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 Q y 2009 2009 2009 2010
Thirteenth Circuit 31.2% 28.7% 22.8% 22.6% Thirteenth Circuit 60.4 50.6 44.0 42.7
|Circuit Median 39.5% 39.1% 40.2% 41.6% |Circuit Median 52.8 54.7 51.2 52.9
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
louarterly pBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
Thirteenth Circuit 48.7 39.7 29.8 27.4 IThirteenth Circuit 55.0% 59.3% 84.6% 91.7%
|Circuit Median 42.6 43.7 40.3 43.0 ICircuit Median 64.6% 64.9% 64.8% 64.8%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
Thirteenth Circuit 26.8 23.6 25.2 251 Thirteenth Circuit 137 135 141 182
|Circuit Median 26.5 26.9 27.3 26.7 |Circuit Median 125 128 112 130
|Legend: Circuit [l  Circuit Median 4 Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed by OSCA staff.

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 13-1



Jury Management Indices Report

Hillsborough County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
S vl Il Il vl B et el Bl el e

IHiIIsborough 31.2% 28.7% 22.8% 22.6% IHiIIsborough 60.4 50.6 44.0 42.7
IState Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% IState Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3

People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
IHiIIsborough 48.7 39.7 29.8 27.4 IHiIIsborough 55.0% 59.3% 84.6% 91.7%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
fHillsborough 26.8 23.6 25.2 25.1 fHillsborough 137 135 141 182
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County [l State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 13-2



Jury Management Indices Report

Fourteenth Judicial Circuit

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
T e
fFourteenth Circuit 36.0% 43.4% 39.5% 41.9% fFourteenth Circuit 53.4 52.4 50.9 62.2
[Circuit Median 39.5% 39.1% 40.2% 41.6% [Circuit Median 52.8 54.7 51.2 52.9
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
IFourteenth Circuit 43.7 45.4 41.1 50.0 IFourteenth Circuit 39.3% 23.1% 28.6% 28.2%
ICircuit Median 42.6 43.7 40.3 43.0 ICircuit Median 64.6% 64.9% 64.8% 64.8%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
fFourteenth Circuit 17.2 10.5 11.8 14.1 fFourteenth Circuit 37 33 33 39
[Circuit Median 26.5 26.9 27.3 26.7 [Circuit Median 125 128 112 130
|Legend: Circuit [ Circuit Median € Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed by OSCA staff.

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 14 -1



Jury Management Indices Report Bay County
Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
terly JDPT
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 [Quarterly 2009 2009 2009 2010
[Bay 39.2% 45.4% 42.5% 43.3% [Bay 52.5 63.1 51.0 61.8
IState Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% IState Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Quarterly PBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
I 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
[Bay 42.1 54.1 40.0 48.8 [Bay 33.5% 13.9% 18.4% 15.4%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
50 150
40 120 = =
30 90 l/ o
o ———4— o

20 — =

60

30 ’

10
0 T ; \ \ 0
04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
[Bay 14.1 75 7.4 75 [Bay 26 19 22 24
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010)

14 -2




Jury Management Indices Report Calhoun County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
T e A e e e
fcaihoun 39.0% 0.0% 36.3% 35.7% fcalhoun 36.0 0.0 58.0 48.3
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
fcalhoun 29.3 0.0 54.5 417 fcalhoun 82.9% 0.0% 38.5% 50.4%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
Calhoun 24.3 0.0 21.0 21.0 Icalhoun 4 0 2 3
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 24.8 State Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County [l State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 14 -3




Jury Management Indices Report Gulf County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
50% —I\ 70
40% R -—u—3 —9§ 60
~— » v — -
30% 50 - ﬁ
20% 2 *— M Y/‘
10% 30 S
0% ‘ ' ‘ ' 20 ‘ ; ; ;
04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09
Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
S e A e i e e e
lGulf 33.0% 57.0% 29.6% 44.4% IGulf 73.0 425 33.7 43.8
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
louarterly pBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly o Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
Gulf 66.0 36.0 27.2 37.0 IGulf 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IGulf 66.0 36.0 27.2 37.0 IGulf 1 2 6 6
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 24.8 State Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 14 -4



Jury Management Indices Report

Holmes County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data

Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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S e A e S e e e
fHolmes 29.3% 21.3% 33.7% 32.3% fHolmes 79.0 39.0 0.0 151.0
IState Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% IState Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
fHolmes 66.0 320 0.0 97.0 fHolmes 31.8% 65.6% 0.0% 21.6%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IHoImes 21.0 21.0 0.0 21.0 IHoImes 2 1 0 1
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11

Eeqend: County |

State Median <o

Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 14-5



Jury Management Indices Report Jackson County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar | Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT

Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 Q y 2009 2009 2009 2010
Jackson 27.5% 38.6% 41.2% 44.3% Jackson 69.5 32.6 124.0 71.7
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3

People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
louarterly pBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly o Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
Jackson 55.5 27.9 103.0 55.3 Jackson 12.6% 38.6% 6.8% 12.7%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
Jackson 7.0 10.8 7.0 7.0 Jackson 2 9 1 3
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 248 State Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 14-6




Jury Management Indices Report Washington County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar | Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 Q y 2009 2009 2009 2010
\Washington 26.0% 32.9% 41.3% 37.6% \Washington 49.0 57.5 38.0 84.5
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
louarterly pBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly o Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
\Washington 49.0 57.5 31.0 84.5 \Washington 51.0% 11.3% 22.6% 24.9%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
\Washington 25.0 6.5 7.0 21.0 \Washington 2 2 2 2
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 24.8 State Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 14 -7



Jury Management Indices Report

Fifteenth Judicial Circuit

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 IQ y 2009 2009 2009 2010
IFifteenth Circuit 33.0% 32.3% 33.0% 34.5% IFifteenth Circuit 51.3 64.0 61.0 63.2
[Circuit Median 39.5% 39.1% 40.2% 41.6% [Circuit Median 52.8 54.7 51.2 52.9
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Quarterly PBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
I 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
IFifteenth Circuit 43.0 48.2 50.2 46.7 IFifteenth Circuit 68.9% 71.4% 64.4% 72.0%
ICircuit Median 42.6 43.7 40.3 43.0 ICircuit Median 64.6% 64.9% 64.8% 64.8%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IFifteenth Circuit 29.6 344 324 33.6 IFifteenth Circuit 230 224 182 232
[Circuit Median 26.5 26.9 27.3 26.7 [Circuit Median 125 128 112 130
|Legend: Circuit [l  Circuit Median 4 Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed by OSCA staff.

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 15-1



Jury Management Indices Report

Palm Beach County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
T e e e e
IPaIm Beach 33.0% 32.3% 33.0% 34.5% IPaIm Beach 51.3 64.0 61.0 63.2
fstate Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% fstate Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
fPaim Beach 43.0 48.2 50.2 46.7 fpalm Beach 68.9% 71.4% 64.4% 72.0%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
50 1,000 1
40 800 .4\l><-7,4l>_.7
30 +— g9——H= ————— g | 600
20 G * — 400
10 200
0 : : ; : 0 *———¢——¢——¢———+¢
04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09
Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IPaIm Beach 29.6 344 324 33.6 IPaIm Beach 230 224 182 232
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 15-2




Jury Management Indices Report

Sixteenth Judicial Circuit

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar | Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 Q y 2009 2009 2009 2010
Sixteenth Circuit 61.2% 62.7% 64.1% 64.5% Sixteenth Circuit 50.5 71.7 53.0 80.1
|Circuit Median 39.5% 39.1% 40.2% 41.6% |Circuit Median 52.8 54.7 51.2 52.9
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
louarterly pBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
Sixteenth Circuit 40.7 57.4 42.8 71.9 ISixteenth Circuit 52.3% 53.0% 51.5% 34.3%
|Circuit Median 42.6 43.7 40.3 43.0 ICircuit Median 64.6% 64.9% 64.8% 64.8%

Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend

Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
Sixteenth Circuit 21.3 30.4 22.0 24.6 Sixteenth Circuit 27 19 29 17
|Circuit Median 26.5 26.9 27.3 26.7 |Circuit Median 125 128 112 130
|Legend: Circuit [ Circuit Median € Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed by OSCA staff.

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010)
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Jury Management Indices Report

Monroe County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
S e e A e i e e e
Monroe 61.2% 62.7% 64.1% 64.5% Monroe 50.5 717 53.0 80.1
fstate Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% fstate Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
Monroe 40.7 57.4 428 71.9 Monroe 52.3% 53.0% 51.5% 34.3%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IMonroe 21.3 30.4 22.0 24.6 IMonroe 27 19 29 17
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Legend: County B state Median L 4 Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 16-2



Jury Management Indices Report

Seventeenth Judicial Circuit

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend
50%

Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
lQuarterIy _ Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar louarterty JopT Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 2009 2009 2009 2010
Seventeenth Circuit 39.1% 37.6% 43.4% 42.2% Seventeenth Circuit 61.5 61.4 76.1 66.3
|Circuit Median 39.5% 39.1% 40.2% 41.6% |Circuit Median 52.8 54.7 51.2 52.9

People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data

Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data

louarterly pBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
Seventeenth Circuit 44.4 47.3 60.3 52.8 ISeventeenth Circuit 110.8% 77.2% 46.7% 52.1%
|Circuit Median 42.6 43.7 40.3 43.0 ICircuit Median 64.6% 64.9% 64.8% 64.8%

Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend

Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
Seventeenth Circuit 49.2 36.5 28.2 275 Seventeenth Circuit 306 287 216 284
|Circuit Median 26.5 26.9 27.3 26.7 |Circuit Median 125 128 112 130
|Legend: Circuit [ Circuit Median € Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed by OSCA staff.

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 17-1



Jury Management Indices Report

Broward County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
S i e e e
{Broward 39.1% 37.6% 43.4% 42.2% [Broward 61.5 61.4 76.1 66.3
IState Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% IState Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3

People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend

Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
fBroward 44.4 473 60.3 52.8 {Broward 110.8% | 77.2% 46.7% 52.1%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IBroward 49.2 36.5 28.2 275 IBroward 306 287 216 284
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010)
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Jury Management Indices Report

Eighteenth Judicial Circuit

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
S e e
IEighteenth Circuit 38.4% 39.5% 40.3% 41.3% IEighteenth Circuit 56.0 56.9 57.7 52.0
[Circuit Median 39.5% 39.1% 40.2% 41.6% [Circuit Median 52.8 54.7 51.2 52.9
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
[Eighteenth Circuit 45.2 445 47.7 417 [Eighteenth Circuit 52.9% 53.6% 50.5% 60.0%
ICircuit Median 42.6 43.7 40.3 43.0 ICircuit Median 64.6% 64.9% 64.8% 64.8%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IEighteenth Circuit 23.9 239 241 25.0 IEighteenth Circuit 165 166 140 187
[Circuit Median 26.5 26.9 273 26.7 [Circuit Median 125 128 112 130
|Legend: Circuit [l Circuit Median <4 Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed by OSCA staff.

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 18-1



Jury Management Indices Report

Brevard County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
S A e N e e e e
[Brevard 32.5% 34.1% 33.6% 36.6% {Brevard 69.8 68.0 717 63.9
fstate Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% fstate Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
[Brevard 56.8 53.4 59.2 52.6 {Brevard 44.1% 49.7% 43.1% 47.9%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IBrevard 251 26.5 255 25.2 IBrevard 89 98 81 103
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 18-2




Jury Management Indices Report

Seminole County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend

Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
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Seminole 52.1% 52.3% 56.4% 51.1% Seminole 39.9 41.0 385 37.4
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3

People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data

Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
100% —_—
90%

80% ,A\//‘\
70% — \I—
60% —
50% - ‘ ‘ -
04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09
Fiscal Year
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louarterly pBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
Seminole 31.7 31.6 31.8 28.3 Seminole 71.3% 63.3% 69.6% 87.6%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 451 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%

Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend

Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
Seminole 22.6 20.0 222 24.8 Seminole 76 68 59 84
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 248 State Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 18-3



Jury Management Indices Report

Nineteenth Judicial Circuit

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
S A e i e e e
[Nineteenth Circuit 45.0% 42.6% 44.0% 44.8% [Nineteenth Circuit 53.4 64.1 433 53.4
[Circuit Median 39.5% 39.1% 40.2% 41.6% [Circuit Median 52.8 54.7 51.2 52.9
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
60 100% —
50 90%
20 4@7 80%
30 — = M 00 | S— . -~ A
20 60% —=——pfp—— :74’
10 ‘ - - - 50% ‘ - : -
04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09
Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
INineteenth Circuit 40.7 52.8 37.4 46.2 INineteenth Circuit 72.1% 63.0% 73.9% 64.8%
ICircuit Median 42.6 43.7 40.3 43.0 ICircuit Median 64.6% 64.9% 64.8% 64.8%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
INineteenth Circuit 29.4 33.3 271.7 30.0 INineteenth Circuit 119 85 105 105
[Circuit Median 26.5 26.9 27.3 26.7 [Circuit Median 125 128 112 130
|Legend: Circuit [l Circuit Median <4 Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed by OSCA staff.

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 19-1



Jury Management Indices Report

Indian River County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend

Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 IQ y 2009 2009 2009 2010
Indian River 57.9% 55.2% 55.8% 60.5% Ilndian River 36.6 61.7 37.7 38.8
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% IState Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3

People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data

louarterly pBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
Indian River 26.2 47.0 28.6 28.8 Ilndian River 69.5% 55.2% 70.9% 74.5%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 451 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%

Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend

Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
Indian River 18.2 26.0 20.3 215 lindian River 48 25 40 41
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 248 State Median 9 12 9 11

Eeqend: County |

State Median <o

Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 19-2



Jury Management Indices Report

Martin County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data

Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data

Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT

Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 IQ y 2009 2009 2009 2010

Martin 34.3% 40.3% 41.0% 40.4% [Martin 93.6 99.7 77.0 98.0

IState Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% IState Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3

People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to Voir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
Martin 75.8 70.1 64.5 84.7 fMartin 60.8% 47.4% 57.8% 35.5%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
IMartin 46.1 33.3 37.3 30.1 IMartin 14 12 15 12
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Legend: County [l State Median @ Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 19-3



Jury Management Indices Report

Okeechobee County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend
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Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data

Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
terly JDPT
Summoning Vield 2009 2009 2009 2010 fQuarterly 2009 2009 2009 2010
JOkeechobee 18.9% 20.5% 27.1% 28.7% JOkeechobee 123.8 49.4 99.3 56.5
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3

People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data

Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data

Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
JOkeechobee 61.5 39.3 76.0 45.1 JOkeechobee 100.0% 119.7% 79.8% 113.7%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
JOkeechobee 61.5 47.0 60.7 51.3 JOkeechobee 4 11 3 11
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 24.8 State Median 9 12 9 11
Legend: County [l State Median @ Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 19-4



Jury Management Indices Report

St. Lucie County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend

Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
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St. Lucie 46.0% 43.0% 40.0% 42.1% St. Lucie 52.6 58.5 33.9 54.2
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
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People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
louarterly pBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly o Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
St. Lucie 43.1 55.1 33.9 52.7 St. Lucie 75.9% 62.0% 84.9% 62.1%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%

Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend

Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend

50 250
40 200 ./.\./_.,/.
30 .—Y/E 150
20 * L 9 100
10 50 L o 4 4 —
0 T T ; 0
04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
St. Lucie 32.7 34.1 28.7 32.7 St. Lucie 53 37 47 41
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 248 State Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010)
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Jury Management Indices Report

Twentieth Judicial Circuit

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
lQuarterIy _ Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar louarterty JopT Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 2009 2009 2009 2010
Twentieth Circuit 54.1% 54.0% 55.7% 61.6% Twentieth Circuit 67.1 58.6 79.3 76.6
|Circuit Median 39.5% 39.1% 40.2% 41.6% |Circuit Median 52.8 54.7 51.2 52.9
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
louarterly pBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
Twentieth Circuit 60.9 53.9 72.3 68.9 ITwentieth Circuit 46.9% 50.4% 41.7% 41.4%
|Circuit Median 42.6 43.7 40.3 43.0 ICircuit Median 64.6% 64.9% 64.8% 64.8%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
Twentieth Circuit 28.6 27.1 30.1 285 Twentieth Circuit 130 153 104 136
|Circuit Median 26.5 26.9 27.3 26.7 |Circuit Median 125 128 112 130
|Legend: Circuit [l  Circuit Median 4 Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed by OSCA staff.

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010)
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Jury Management Indices Report

Charlotte County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend

Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 IQ y 2009 2009 2009 2010
[Charlotte 57.3% 62.5% 63.7% 63.9% [Charlotte 36.7 37.6 36.7 41.4
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
ICharlotte 32.7 34.0 30.7 35.9 ICharlotte 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
Charlotte 32.7 34.0 30.7 35.9 ICharlotte 14 15 20 22
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 24.8 State Median 9 12 9 11
Legend: County [l State Median @ Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010)
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Jury Management Indices Report

Collier County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
S e N i e e e
ICollier 50.6% 50.9% 53.5% 70.2% ICollier 64.9 88.7 122.6 107.6
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data

Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
[Quarterly PBI 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to \Voir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
ICollier 58.8 79.4 117.9 99.9 ICollier 38.0% 26.1% 19.3% 20.8%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
JQuarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
Collier 224 20.7 22.7 20.8 ICollier 43 27 19 28
State Median 24.6 241 25.0 24.8 State Median 9 12 9 11
Legend: County [l State Median @ Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 20-3



Jury Management Indices Report

Glades County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data

Juror Days Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data

Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
terly JDPT
Summoning Vield 2009 2009 2009 2010 fQuarterly 2009 2009 2009 2010
IGlades 64.0% 20.6% 32.3% 54.3% IGlades 0.0 0.0 715 88.0
State Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% State Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3

People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data

Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data

Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data

Quarterly PBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
I 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
IGlades 0.0 0.0 715 88.0 IGlades 0.0% 0.0% 20.3% 17.0%
State Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 State Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data

Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
[Glades 0.0 0.0 14.5 15.0 [Glades 0 0 2 2
State Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 State Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010)
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Jury Management Indices Report

Hendry County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend
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Summoning Yield - Quarterly Data Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 IQ y 2009 2009 2009 2010
fHendry 70.0% 76.0% 64.4% 84.6% fHendry 716 85.2 58.4 39.9
IState Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% IState Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to VVoir Dire - Quarterly Data
Quarterly PBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
I 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
fHendry 716 85.2 58.4 39.9 fHendry 53.7% 37.6% 69.6% 72.7%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
fHendry 38.4 32.0 40.6 29.0 fHendry 9 6 8 9
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11

Eeqend: County |

State Median <o

Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed

Quarter Ending March 31, 2010 (Data as of July 15, 2010) 20-5



Jury Management Indices Report

Lee County

Summoning Yield - 5 Year Trend
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Juror Days Per Trial - Quarterly Data

Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
uarterly JDPT
Summoning Yield 2009 2009 2009 2010 IQ y 2009 2009 2009 2010
fLee 50.4% 46.3% 51.9% 51.6% fLee 74.1 515 83.2 79.4
IState Median 37.6% 38.0% 39.2% 40.7% IState Median 50.5 48.2 49.3 53.3
People Brought In Per Trial - 5 Year Trend Percent to Voir Dire - 5 Year Trend
70 120%
60 ._4/-7—"¢'——_.7 100% - ——
50 __ _——o 80%
40 <> *— > o o
20 o— 60% ® & ® ——
20 w0y | B—g 8 5 M
10 ‘ ‘ ‘ 20% - ‘ : -
04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09
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People Brought In Per Trial - Quarterly Data Percent to Voir Dire - Quarterly Data
Quarterly PBI Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep | Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
I 2009 2009 2009 2010 Percent to VVoir Dire 2009 2009 2009 2010
fLee 66.5 474 73.8 70.0 fLee 45.8% 58.0% 42.7% 42.2%
IState Median 40.7 38.0 39.6 45.1 IState Median 60.8% 59.7% 58.9% 61.3%
Average Panel Size - 5 Year Trend Number of Trials - 5 Year Trend
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year
Average Panel Size - Quarterly Data Number of Trials (6 + 12 Person) - Quarterly Data
Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar Quarterly Apr-Jun | Jul-Sep Oct-Dec | Jan-Mar
Average Panel Size 2009 2009 2009 2010 (6 + 12 Person) 2009 2009 2009 2010
fLee 30.5 275 315 29.5 fLee 64 105 55 75
fstate Median 24.6 24.1 25.0 24.8 fstate Median 9 12 9 11
Eeqend: County B State Median <& Standard A |

Note: Jury Management data is provided by the clerk of court for each county or the circuit court administrator. This data is self reported through
the jury management reports, and the accuracy, validity, and reliability of this data can not be confirmed
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