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Background Note

Each year mare than 50,000 psople play an important role

in the admimistration of Jjustice inm New South Wales by
performing jury service. Because the jury system is
administered at a number of different centres throughout
the State there have been Few opportunities for determining
how representative jurors are of the general community, Nor
have jurors had the opportunity in the past to share with
the authorities their views on the dutiss they are called
upon to perform, the conditions under which thsy perform
them and passible ways of enhancing the cortribution they
make to the work of the courts.

The present study conducted jointly by the New South Wales
Law Reform Commission and the Bursau of Crime Statistics
and RAesearch, hreaks new ground in legsl research in this
State by directly exploring these issues with Jurors. It
should be emphasised that the study was part of a review
designed to suggest possible improvements in the
admiristration of thes jury system. It was not intended

as an appraisal of the efficacy of trial by Jjury.

Jurors who had already sacrificed time in remdering a
community service, could not be expected to engage in
lengthy interviews. Our data had to be gathered quickly
and in situations which entailed a minimum of inmconvendlence
to hoth the Court and the individual respondent. With the
prior permission of the Judge, a brief guestionrmaire was
administered to each Jjuror either at the completion of the
trial or following dismissal from jury service.

The guestionnaire comprised fifteen items. The first
section was filled in by all respondents and the second
part was completed only by those who had participated in a
trial,

Pilot testing showed the advantage of having two field
interviewers administer the guestionraire to each group of
jurors. Respondents were requested to complets the
questionnaire (see Appendix A} but the interviewers wers

on hand to answer guestions and encourage jurors to complete
the form. Both %he trial Jjudge and the field staff mads it
clear that the completion of the guesstionnaire was entirely

voluntary and anonymous. In only three per cent of cases
did a juror reject ocutright the invitation to answer the
guestions. Interviewing took place between November 1574
and March 1975,



The Sample

Because it was desirable to administer the gquesticnnairs
directly to sach group of respondents, it was decided to
base th= study on a representative sample of jurors., In
designing the sample we wers guided by data obtained from
the court register comcerming the distribution of cases
throughout New South Wales during 1973. The jury panels
were sampled with a view to providing the appropriate
combination of civil and crimimal cases heard in Sydney,
Newcastle, Wollongong, and rural centres. This goal was
attained with the exception of certzin rural cases,

The procedure used was to take the 'mext caset listed in
each of the sample categories. Attempts to interview
country Jjurors were hampered by a ssries of decisiors which
obwviated the neec for juries - particularly those involved
in civil cases. For practical reascns it finally becamre
necessary to compromissz on this section of the study.

Table 1 shows that the sample contained a majority of District
Court criminal casss in both urban and rural centres. To that
extent, it reflected the known predomirance cf this type of
case in the court register. However, our group was less
representative of urban Supreme Court crimiral juriss and
rural civil cases:
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Women Jurors

The sampls comprissd 593 [93.5 per cemt) men and 41 (6.5 per
cent] women, The preponderance of males reflects both the
ungder-representation of women on the rolls and the fact that
they are freguently excused from jury service because of
family commitments. Furthermors, in two of the rural centres
studied women simply were nmot called for jury service. In
fact, a check of jury rolls throughout the state showed that
gt 45 of the 70 courts outside of Sydney no women jurors are
listed. OFf the 183,830 jurors in New South Wales, 11,856
(7.2 per cent) are women.* The percentage of female jurors
in different metropolitan and countrycentres ranged from O
to a maximum of 22 per cent at Liverpocl and 18 per cent at
Parramatta.

*The number of female Jurors in the Sydney metropolitan area
(6.4 per cent) was slightly less than for the State as a whole.

Age

Jurors tend to be drawn from older age groups. When the age
structure of our sample is compared with that of adult men
in New South Wales, we find less than half the nuwber of
jurors in the 20-29 years age bracket that we would expect
on a population basis. The number of 30-39 year old jurors
was more representative but the number of 40-5% year olds
(55,2 per cent) substantially exceesded the proportion this
group represents in the general community {35.9 per cent).
Nearly ore in eight of the sampls were 80 years of =age or
older(Table 2),

Table 2 Age of Jurors Compared with Male
Population

o
e ¥
ﬁ;P éﬁQ
N s
@& =
¥ ,\?f
5 N
& 0¢
) g Y
E
02 éﬁ {°\§§
W Q@ Q%
20 - 29 yesars 10,4 26.2
30 - 39 years 21,6 20.0
40 - 48 years 28,2 20.4
50 - 59 years 27.0 16,2
&0 years+ 2.8 17.2
100.0 10C0.0



Occupation

If the age pattern of jurors differs sigrificantly from the
general population, there is another respect in which our
sample more closely resembles the community.

Mzny sociclogical studies have shown that cccoupational
prestige — the amount of status accorded an ogcupational

position by the Australian public — is an effective Table 3 OCCUpationaI Status of Jurors
indicator of variation in life-style anrd opportunities. . .
Jurors were allocated to one of four categories according Compared with General Communlty

to their "usuwal' occupation. These groups were: 'AY,

which corresponds to professiomal and manggerial positions,
'8!, semi-professional and other mansgerial occupstions,
'C', sales, small business, clerical trades and semi-

skilled, and 'D' (unskilied) workers. {OOQ \xp”-’
\E
A comparison of the occupational status structure of our d?g 2
sample of jurors and that existing in the general community Kﬁ? ,5§
[see Table 3 belnw] shows that both groups contain egual 2 '3 N
proportions of TA' and 'D' status pecple. The jury sample 6§* ®° ' 2
contained somewhat more 'BY status people and fewer 'C! xﬁ? i?b &
status pecple than are teo be found in the gensral community. $§' <§° é§$§
S e & &
*aA' {orofessionel/managsrial) 3.9 3.8
s 27.3 19.2
cr 45.4 £6.6
10t (unskilled) 19.7 20.4
Unstated 3.7 _

100.0 100.0

*Based on previous surveys. (See, for example,
Bureau of Crime Statistics and Research Statistical
Report 17 p.23].



Part 1

Becoming a Juror

Recause they play such a key rcle in the administration of
justice it is cbviously important that jurors be compestent
to carry out their duties. The mature of that competence
has never heen fully defined but clearly they should be
devoid of such obvious mental and physical handicaps as
might hinder their ability to follow Court proceedings and
evaluate the information presented to them.

For these reason=s the Jury Act 1912 1957 apart from
disgualifying from the roll fany elector who has been
attainted of any treason ar felony, or convicted of any
crime that is infamcous', alsoc provides for the exemption
from service of persons above the age of 60 ysars and
persons incapacitated by disease or infirmity,

Furthermore, in preparimg the lists the revisicn court should
remove ‘the names of those 'disabled by lumacy or imbecility
of mind or by deafrness, blindness or other infirmity of body
and alsc the names of all men of bad fame or of immoral
character or reputes'.

While the Act provides such grounds for the exemption of
Jurors there is no procedure which guarantees that such
people will be excluded. To a large extent, the
responsibility lies with the Jjuror to ssek exemption.

The proklem of ensuring the suitability of jurors could be
minimised if they were subjected to a thorough initisl
screening and if their eligibility for service was
periodically reviewed. Under the conditions of modern
community living, it cam ro longer be assumed that the
relevant attributes of jurors are known to local justices
or the police., At the very least it would require

personal contact with the potemtial juror to assess whether
he fulfils the basic reguirements.

That the current procedurss are imzdeguate is suggested by
two of the findings of the present study:

(i} there was a substantial number of people who
claimsd they did rmot know how they came to be con the jury
roll;

[ii) cases werg uncovered of the types of handicaps
which the Act intended should exclude people from jury
service.,

Awareness of Enrolment Procedure

Answers to the guestion 'How did you come to be on the jury
roll?' lead to the conclusion that almest half of ocur sample
of jurors either were not interviewed befare being enrulled
ar that their comtact with the police was very brief.

In practice, the Police include in the rolls those people who
have been subject to a character check for somes other purpose.*
Additional namss are gathered by selecting a street and calling
at homes until the reguired number of new Jjurors has been
obtained, Freguently contact is made with anothesr member of
the housshold and later an official check is made to see
whether the prospective juror has a crimirmal record,

More than one in three of those we interviewed did not know
how they had come to be on the roll. Owe in 13 recalled
having b=en "notified by post'. Less than 2 per cent had
actually applied for jury service. The same number assumed
that being made a Justice of the Peace was somehow connescted
with their names having heen placed on the roll (Table 4].

Slightly more than half of those interviewed linked their
enralment to a visit which the police had made to their home:

¥ New Sguth Wales Police Department Instructions, 5



Table 4 Recali of How Enrolied (N=634)
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Paolice called at home 340 53.6
Applied for jury service 10 1.5
Because a Justice of Peace 10 1.6
Notified by post 49 7.7
Not known 225 35,3
634 100.0

Disabilities

It was never intended that the study should Focus on
physical or other disabilities expsrisnced by Jjurors.
Nevertheless, their special difficulties intruded into
the attempts to gather other data and commonsense
dictated that some note should be taken of them,

Before preserting the information two preliminary points
need to be made. First, since the abservation of jurors'
physical, mental or language difficulties was not a prime
aim of the study, our comments are likely to understate
rather than overstate their magnitude, Second, the
observations relate to panels of Jurors in waiting and
not necessarily those who participated in trials. Inm
some cases the handicapped psrson may have hesn stood

down because of his particular difficulty. The quastion
remains, however, as to what can be done to excluds or
remove such psople from the jury roll.

For example, we found it almost impossible to interview
gix jurors because they were virtually urable to speak
English. Another six said thsy Tound jury serwice a great
hardship because of their advanced age, Their frail
app=arances and average age of seventy lent some truth to
their claim.

Numerically more significant was the number of Jjurors who
either repaorted difficulty or might be assumed to have
experienced difficulty, in hearing what transpired in
Court. In 13 cases we found it difficult o communicate
with respondents because of their defective hearing. In
another €4 casss, jurors reported at various points in thke
guestionnaire that they found it hard to follow what was
beirg said in court. That meant that 77 jurors (or 12.1
per cent of the total semple)} had a level of hearing which
under court conditions, made it difficult for them to
perfarm their duty,

It might be thought that some of these expressed concerns
reflect a general disenchantment with jury service. Such
a view is not supported by answe®s to the question *0o you
have any objection to serving as a juror?* {Table 5). More
than eight out of ten (85.5 per cent] of our respondents
said they had rno objection. The number who raised these
particular objections might have been smaller but For the
large section of the nen-commercial population which is,
by statutory exemption, excluded from Jury service.

Exclusigns from the jury roll are grarmted to all state and
federal employess ranging from teachers and government
transport employess to rangers and rabbit inspectors., None
government exemptions apply not only to clergymen, bank
tellers and cashiers but also to commercial travellers and
te druggists.

Such exclusions automatically diminish the number available
for enrolment for jury service with the result that the
entrepreneur groups are over-represented.



Table 5 Reascon for Objections

to Jury Service

Time lost from work

One man business

Loss of money

Hard of hearing

Mot qualified to serve on Jjuries
Toc old to serve

Not able to speak English

Time required too long

Reason not stated

&

& cﬁﬁ?
& &
27 29,3
18 12.6
9 9.8
7 7.8
=] 8.5
8 6,5
4 4.3
2 2.2
13 14,2
s2  100.0

Part 2 Mechanics of Jury Service

Jurors receive a8 notice from the Sherifffs Office telling
them when and where to report for service (see appendix B).
The notice is so specific with respect to the time a person
is reguired to attend that it should be understood by anyone
who can read English. That, in fact, was the finding of the
survey for almost all respcndents [98.5 per cent) said the
notice summoning them for Jury service was ‘sufficiently
clear as to when they would be reguired to serve!., People
with & poor understendipg of English usually asked their
employer or & neighbour to explain the instructions.,

The notice is a little less specific with regard to where
jurors are to attend. There appears to be more scops for
misunderstanding of this point. Forty people (6.3 per cent]
said the rotice was 'not sufficiently clear as to where they
would be reguired to serve'. ©5Sinces this group was egually
representative of all age groups.and occupational status
categories, it would seem appropriate to question whether
the problem resides in the form of the instruction itself.
The Court at which the jurocr is reguired to give service is
mentioned by mame but no details are provided regarding the
specific point to which jurors should report. Thus, it was
the larger court complexes — especially Darlinghurst — which
caused the greatest difficulty.

It is in the rmature of a jury trial that one cannot be sure
how long it will continue. Therefore, it was to be expected
that more Jurors wauld find the indication of hew long they
would be required to serve, "insufficiently clear®. However,
the fact that almost ssven out of ten (69.2 per cent)
registered this complaint may be a reflection of more than
the uncertainty of Jury selection and the time taken to
complete the trial. It may also indicate the need to revise
the somewhat antiquated and legalistic phrasing of the
official notice:

" ..8nd you are there to attend from day to day
urntil you shall be dischargesd by said court,
under a peralty of the finme by law imposed in
this behalf",



Exemption from Service

Many Jurors were confused about how thsy could claim
exemption from eithér the jury roll cor from attending a
particuler court. Very few (2 per cent) of those
interviewed had sought to be excused from serving in
their panel, That this number might have been depressed
by Jurcrs' lack of knowledge of the exswption procedures,
was suggested by the answers to two further guestions,

Asked, "did you krnow you could apply for exsmption?', almast
onz in six (16 per cent) said they did not. When the
remainder were asked the further question, "how did you
think you could apply Tor exemption from jury service?' more
than one in four (25 per cent] indicated they did not know.
The latter group was drawn from 21l age and occupatianal
status groups,

This result may seems a little surprising in view of the
fact that the NOTES FOR THE GUIDANCE OF JURORS on the back
of the sheriff's notice set out the grounds for seeking
exemption from service. Four such grounds are described in
the note. If we were to judge FTrom answers to our earlier
guestion corcerning objections to Jjury service, the first
three categories (absence from district, illness and death)
represent infreguent reasons for wishing to claim exemption.

Far more relevant is the fourth category listed in the
notice: 'undue hardship or undue public inconveniermce'.
Three items 'time lost from work', 'one man business! and
*loss of money' accounted for almost six out of ten (58,7
per cent] of the objections to Jury service. Thus "hardship’
would appear to he the most likely basis for seeking
exemption. But unlike the three other grounds listed in the
notice, the meanirgs of "undue hardship' and *undue public
inconvenience' ramain unexplained. Those required to give
service simply are told:

"A juror seeking relief on these grounds should
contact the Sheriff's Office for guicance',

Nor is there sncouragement for those peopls who feel
handicapped in their ability to provide competent Jury
service +to raise the metter with the authorities. For
example, the people who wished to gain exemption on the
basis that they were hard of hearing or *those who were
wnable to speak English or who zonsidered they were too
old, would receive little guidance from the MITES,

Preferred Time of Service

Under the existing schemes, jury-panels are rotated in an
gffort to ensure that approximately egual demands are made
on those who are enrolled, (Usually & person will be
required to give jury service once every twelve months but
if the lists are exhausted he may be called up again within
that periad). IF the timing of the service poses special
difficulties, then it is the individual's responsibility to
seek exemption on the grounds disecussed in the previous
section,

Perhaps the convenience of jurors and the needs aof the
justice administration would be better served if the
present system were modified to take account of the
preferences of thoss on the roll.

Jurors might be asked to indicate when they wished to be
called up for service and an attempt made to reconcile their
preferences with court schedules. Naturally, the latter
consideration wouwld have to take priority,., Technically the
problem is rot unlike that faced by a Unmiversity which
allocates students to Faculties on the basis of its own
criteria but also takes account of expressed preferences.



Befare such ar approach could be considersd it would be
necessary to krmow whether jurors bave definite preferences
concerning the timing of their court service. On the
present evidence they are much more definite about the
times they do not wish to serve than they are about the
times they would prefer to be called up. Guestioned, "Are
there any months of the year when you would ask not to be
called up for jury service?", onz in three (34.7 per cent)
answered in the affirmative. On the other band, slightly
more than ons in ten (11.4 per Dent) indicated a preference
for a particular month.

When the two sets of answers are related (ses Tabls 8 opposite)
the implications are fairly clear. Respect for the
preferences of jurors could pose special difficulties for
the scheduling of trials during the November—Jarmuary period,
Otherwise jurors are more seslective about the months they
wish to he called up,with somewhere hetween 52 and 596 per
cent opting for service during the remaining manths of the
year., This would appsar to mean that, at lsast for nine
months of the year, sccount could be taken of jurors'
preferences without seriously disrupting court schedules,

Furthermore, the number who would wish to be sxempted during
November—January poses less of a challenge tham might appear
to be the case. Not many trials are scheduled during the
six weeks pericd surrounding the Christmas holiday season.

Table 6 Preferred Time of Jury Service

W
January
February
March
April
May
June
July
August
September
Dctober
November

December

21.8
8.2
6.3
4.4
6.3
5,2
a,7
6.8
7.6
6.3

10.7

24.3

2.1
5.2
5.4
S.5
6.5
6.0
6.0
5.4
4.1
4.3
3.5
1.4



Part 3 During The Trial

The System of Challenge Regardless of who he is or how he was selected, once the
Juror becomes & participant in a trial our prime concern
must be to support him in his difficult rolsz. It was
considered important, therefore, that we should ask the

Respondents were asked 1f the system of challenge and 359 jurors who reached this stage about any difficulty
selection of jurors at the trisl caused them any they experienced in following the court proceedings and
embarrassmert. One of the problems with this guestion invite their reactions to possible forms of assistance.

was that wnlike the other items, it touched on a matter

experienced by relatively few of those interviewed. In fact, only & minority indicatsd that they felt they had
Urforturately we do not have precise information about a problem in following the procesdings. A little more than
the number who were challenged. Experisnced court one in ten {14.9 per cent) said they experienced difficulty
officers believe that in Supreme Court criminal trials in 'understanding the trial procedurs'. A slightly greater
(for example rape and murder) the number challenged number (15 per cent} had difficulty in 'following the

could range betwsen seven and ten of tha 40 %o 48 p=ople evidence', In both cases the problem was somewhat greaster
presented for selection. A similar pattern is said to [15 per cent)amnng Jurors over 60 years of age.
prevall within the District Court.

These numbers would indicate that only a fraction of the Nevertheless, the majority of jurors apparently felt that

275 jurors who did not reach the stage of participating they could have performed their duties even more effectively

in & triel were 'stood aside' or challenged, In many if they had had the benefit of a copy of the record of evidence

cases they were simply not empanelled, and a list of issues to be decided. With respect to the record
of evidence, six out of ten (60.2 peY cent) felt they would

In retraspect, it would have been wiser to study the have been assisted while a slightly greater number {68.5 per

system of selection by taking & separate and substantial Dent] would have welcomed & list of issues to be decided.

sample of those challenged or mot selectsd. MWeanwhile, These views were shared esqually by people of all age and

it is interesting to note that only eight people said occupation groups.

the present system caused them 'embarrassment®, Furthar,

despite the fact that four-fifths of ocur sample came from Invited to suggest other forms of assistance, only 18

the criminal jurisdiction five of the eight jurors who additiongl ideas were put forward by the jurors. In four

indicated embarrassment were fram civil courts where cases they said it would have been kelpful to be able to

jurors are subjected ta claser scrutiny. Indeed, one ask the judgs guestions in the course of proceedings.

jurocr — a 30 year old business man - observed "It is the Another four jurors reguested more detailed instructions

juror who seems to be on trial". by the presiding jucdge. -

More ideas were forthcoming when jurors were asked if they
had any firnal suggestions For improving the comtribution
they could meke to the work of the court. Many of their
comments, however, really were directed at improving the
physical comfort and convenience of jurors, One in eight
of the 134 who offered suggestions complained about what
they considered to be the wasting of jurors' time,
especially at the stage where juries are being selected.



One in ten would like to be called upon less frequently.
An equal rnumber requested better parking arranmgements.

Another group of comments focused an the condition and
comfort of the jury room. Although these remarks wers
sonfined to one in sight of those offering suggestions,
the comments weres reminiscent of those made recently by
an American juror: "If the court room was & tragedy the
jury room was a disaster".¥ Eleven of the local jurors
sought tea or coffee making facilities to sustain them
during their deliberations; an equal number entered a
general plea for brighter, mors congenial conditicons in
which to work.

Air conditioning, better seatimg and improved pay wsre
amcng ths other suggestions which were put forward, But
mot a1l the comments were of this kind. More than one
in eight saw the necessity for improving the acoustics
of the court room. (All but one of these jurors were over
farty years of age). Mins raspondents thought jurors
should be selected with greeter care; eight would like
the right to question the judge in the course of the
proceedings, Three people considered the information
contained in the 'Notes for the guidance of jurors' to
be irmadeguate. They would like to see more written
information provided ahout the selection procedurs and
the duties of the jurar,

* Conrelly, M., "Jury Duty — the juror®s view",
Judicaturz, Vol. 55. No.3. pp.118=121,

Table 7 Suggestions for Improving
Contributions of Jurors (N=134)

Imprave acoustics or select jurors
with good hearing

Selection process too slow —
Jurors' time wasted

Better parking arrangements

Less frequent service/enlarge poaol
of jurors

Coffee/tea making facilities

Brighter, more congenial conditions
in jury room

More comfortable seating
Imprave selection of jurors
Imprave payment

Judge should permit questicns by
Jjurors

Alr conditioning

More information about selection
procedure/duties

Other

18

17
13

13
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134
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13.5

12.7
3.7

9.7
8.2

5.7
6.7
5.7
6.0

6.0
3.7

2.2
B.2

100.0
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Appendix A

Questionnaire for Jurors on Completion of
Jury Service

1 How did you come to be on the jury roll?

2 Do you have any objection toc serving as Jjuror?
(Please state the nature of any objection).

3 Was your notice summoning you for jury service
sufficiently clear as to:
(i) When you would be reguired to serve
{ii) Where you would be reguired toc serve

(iii) and for how long vou would be required to szrve?
4 Oid you seek exemption from serving on this panel?

& (i) Did you know you could apply for exemption?
{ii) IF YES
How did you think you could apply for exemption
from jury service?
8. (i) Are thers any months of the year when yvou would ask
especially not to be called up for jury ssrvice?
(ii) IF YyES
Please specify month/s

7 (i] Are there any months whan you would prefer to be
called up for jury service?
{ii) IF YES

Please specify month/s

8. What about the system of challenge and selection of
Jjurors at the trial -~ did it cause you any
12 embarrassment?

During The Trial

S. [i} Dld you experierce any diffisulty in understanding
the trial procedure?

(ii) IF YES
Please give details

10. Did you experience any difficulty in following the
evidence?

(ii) IFr_¥ES
FPlease give details
11, Could you .have been assisted by:
(i) A copy of the record of evidence
(ii) A list of issues to be cecided by you?
{3ii})- Anything else? {Pleasz state)

12, Have you any suggestions for improving the
contribution of jurors to the work of the court?

For Statistical Purposes Only

13. Sex
14, Age range
15. Usual occupation FPFlease give full details

It retired please state former occupation

Thark you for your co-operation in completing this questicnnaire




Appendix B

Jury Notice

Sheriff's Department, Supreme Court.
King Street, Sydney, N.S.W. 2000.
Talophone: 231 3422 EXT, 20 or 2|

r 1

L _J
. You are hereby required to appear as a
Juror In the SWPREME COURT, to be holden at the Court House, at
on
the day of
at a quarter to Ten o'clock in the forenoon; and you are there to attend from
day to day until you shall be discharged by the said Court, under a2 penalty of the

fine by law imposed in this behalf.

Sheriff

Please bring this notice with you—See other side

Notes for Guidance of Jurors

Absence from district—It is requested that permanent removal from the Jurors’
District or temporary absence therefrom at time of receipt of summans and
extending beyond date of this Court be reported (by the juror or by someone on
his behalf) to the Sheriff, Box 3 G.P.O,, Sydney, N.S.W. 2001, promptly after
receipt of summons—with summons attached thereto.

HIness—Where a juror is unable because of illness to attend Court, evidence of
the illness should be submitted promptly to the Sheriff. A medical certificate
accompanying 2 Statutory Declaration by the juror or by someone on his behalf
will suffice if the medical certificate states that the juror is unfit to attend.

In cases of Death a short note by a relative or friend of the date of publication of
the death notice and the name of the newspaper would be helpful in amending the
records.

Undue hardship or undue public inconvenience—A juror seeking relief on
these grounds should contact the Sheriff’s Office for guidance.

Exemption on other than statutory grounds is in the discretion of the pre-
siding judge. The Sheriff has no authority to relieve a juror from
attendance—but his officers will give guidance on request.

Mileage is payable from a juror's usual place of abade within the Jurors’ District.

Sydney Jurors Only

The Law List and Notices for each day’s sitting of the Courts cannot be compiled
until the conclusion of the sitting on the previous day. If a change in the time or
date of your required attendance as a juror on the day for which you are summoned
becomes necessary a telegram is despatched when possible. On occasions, however,
insufficient time makes this course impracticable.

Accordingly, to avold unnecessary actendance, and for your cenvenience, it iz sugges-
ted that each day you are required to attend, you will look in the Sydney Morning
Herald under “Law Noticas™* concerning the Court mentioned on the front hereof,
where informatlon concerning jurors will be inserted.

BT t264 D. West, Government Printer
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