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sdection, the name of the
pofi selected shall be checked
cff £rom such list, and shall
not be again selected as a juror
till every person named upon such .
list qualified to serve as a -
“Juror has been selected; and all
subsequent selections of jurorxs
by such board shall be made from
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e such list until all persons there-
‘on qunnﬂed to serve have heen
' selected, or until the expiration
' of two years from the time of
" ‘the makinq of such 1131:. when a
"~ 'new list ehall be mades Pro-
_-,:_vidod. if any person who has been
 selected as a juror shall not
' have been drawn, or have served
upon a jury during the yeax for
which he was selected, he ahau.
R ¢ 4 quali.ﬂed. be eelected to: '
o the next ym we

“"Our Circuit Court has entered an

order that 400 namas be selected from the
-10% jury list each year by the Boaxd of
' Supervisors and placed in the jury box.

‘“The basic question I have is whether
or not at the time of making out the new
10% list of jurors from the county by the
Board of Supexvisors if the names of those
selected in the juxy box at the end of 2 .
years are discarded and a new list of 400
is put in the box, oxr, should the clerk
retain those names in the box who have not
been selected and keep adding a new list
of 400 names every year.

“The basic problem seems to de with
the proviso in the above section and whether
or not this directs that the names not drawn
from the jury box continue in there indefi-
nitely or should the old names be discarded
in the box every 2 years and a new list of
400 be placed in the box from the new 10%

jury list.”
As you have indicated in your letter, Paragraph

5 of Chapter 78, 1969 Illinois Revised Statutes states ag

followss
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- "At the time of making such gelec~-
tion, the name of the person selected shall
ke chacked off from such list, and shall
not be again selected as a juror till aevexy
pexson named upon such list gqualified to
serve as a jurox has been selected; and
all subsequent selections of jurors by euch
hoaxd shall bz mada from such list until
all paxsons thereon qualified to serve have
been selected, or until the expiration of
two years from the time of the making of
such list, when a new list shall be made:
Provided, if any person who has boen selected
as a juror shall not have been drawvm, or have
sarved upon & jury during the year for which
he was selected, he shall, if qualified,
be selected fox the next year.®

You have inquired as to whether or not the clexk
at the time of making out a new 10% list of jurors at the
end of two yeaxs should retain those namee in tha box who
have not been 'seiecmd amj keep adding a new liet of 400
names avery. yaar. In oxder to anewer this cuestion it
is necessary to determine the legislative intent. The
statute does nof_: expressly answer ym_ué question., Weces-
sary implications and intendments from the language used
in a statute may bs resorted to in order to ascertain the
legisiative intent. See p__.,g;; v. Jones, 204 Ped. 24 745
(certiorari denied 346 U. S. 854). In that case the court

said at page 754:
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"Weaeasary isnpla.caticn refors to . a logieal
naaaasiw: it means that no other inter-
pratation is pemmittod by the words of the

- Aats construad; and so has been dsfined
. as an. imz:uea ion which xeoults from 8o

stxong a probability of intention than an

intention contrary to that imputed cannot

ba supported. 42 C.J.5., page 405 and

-aases thexe cited. The term is used whare - -

the intention with regard to the sudject

. matter may not be manifested by oxplicit

and direet words, but is gathered by impli~

- cation or necsasary deduction from tho ciz-.

cumstancaes and the genexal language. Bur-~

foxd v. Ruesby, 3% Cal.2pp. 24 643, 96 P.24

380: M&L% WM. 123

.connaquantly that which is mpusa ina
- etatute is as much a part of it =s that

which is axpressed, for a statutory grant o

.. of a power carrvies wi.ﬂ;, it,. by. implication,
- averything nacessary to carxy out the powex
, and make it effectual and complete,® ®: e

'L‘hm @m{luo 1n Pax:agxaph 5 o£ ehapta: 78. 1969"

nunoia Revi.aed 8tatutes reads as £onms |

‘-g
N

"m‘rmed, 1f any person who has been se-
_lmcted ae a juror shall not havs been drawn,

.. or have served upon a jury during the year .

~'for vhich he was celacteﬂ, he shall, if ,
| ,quauf;i.od. be aezocted f£or the next yaaz.- "

The genaral mlo is that a proviso is tntmﬁed to modify

'o: qualify what ie agfirned 1n the body of the paragraph

'oz to except smthlng ﬁm the Act. but not to enla:ga
the Act, ggglg ez gg;ffnaoag Y. ggpl. 302 I1Y. 317.
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Paragraph S of Chaptexr 78 requires that a new liét shall
be madé'eva:y two years. Consequently, I am of the opin-
fon that the names which were not drawn from the jury box
should be discarded when a new list is made. A new list
of 400 should be placed in the box from the new 10% jury
1ist. '

Very truly yours,

ATTORNEY GENERAL




