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Critically discuss either the role of offender profiling or the role of juries in the investigative and judicial processes associated with crime.

This essay is going to discuss the role of juries and how they play a part in the investigative and judicial processes that are associated with crime. The role of the juries can be defined as deciding in court on what has been proved and what has not, they will then conclude as to whether a person is guilty. They do this by being made aware of the law by the judge at the time and basing their decision off the evidence provided to them in court. (Fielder, 2021). A crime is thought to be ‘a deliberate act that causes physical or psychological harm, damage to or loss of property, and is against the law. There are lots of different types of crime and nearly everyone will experience a crime at some point in their lives’. (Victim Support, n.d.). If a crime is found to be needed to go to court, which usually only occurs when the offender is charged or summoned due to their offence, then at times a jury may be used to decide upon the facts presented to them whether they will be found guilty or not guilty. In a courtroom, the judge can make the final decision and can overturn a jury’s verdict if they think the evidence is insufficient. A jury is charged with the responsibility of deciding whether, on the facts that have been presented to them if a person is guilty, or not for the offence they have been charged for. They will be expected to make their decision based upon the evidence that was produced in court. The jury will not be expected to interpret the law and will need to follow the direction of the judge for legal matters. (Citizens information.ie, 2021). Jurors are not always rational and could at times struggle to process and make sense of the available information presented to them in a reasonable manner, which could impact their decision.

A jury is something that is currently used in many countries when issues or crimes go to court, they have been used to assist with the fair application of the law and this is due to juries being held in high regard. Juries are in court to assist with making a fair trial while following the criminal justice system. However, there can be many benefits and disadvantages to a jury and how they operate within a court room. ‘A jury consists of twelve members of the public who sit in a box to one side of the judge. One of the jurors is selected as a foreman of the jury by the members of the jury before the case starts. He or she acts as an informal chairperson and spokesperson for the jury’ (Citizensinformation.ie, 2021b). A jury can be impacted by many things, for example they know the person. This could then lead to the juror making an unfair decision due to having negative feelings towards the person or may influence the other members of the jury in making a decision that would benefit the person who is in court, which may not always be correct in the eyes of the law. 

Some of the benefits and positive aspect of a jury are they are able to represent their peers, the sense of fairness and being impartial, they can project against abuse of power by the state and could lead to more equality on a race and culture front. The first benefit of a jury within a court room is that due to members of the jury typically being built up out of a diverse group of members of the public and community so they will be able to participate in the decision-making process. The range of diversity is believed to increase the legitimacy of the legal processes which take place in the courtroom. In America while courts aren’t required to include members of the defendant’s race while creating a jury, they also cannot exclude a juror based on race during their selection. (What Is a Jury of Peers?, 2018).  
The second benefit of a jury is that they are expected to be impartial, fair and make decisions based of the evidence they have been presented with during the trial. As they are not professionals and are members of the public, they should bring benefits like being fair. Also, as the information is new to them, they will be able to approach ideas with a fresh mindset and may consider things that have been missed by professionals or interpret things in a different way. As a part of common practise members of the jury are screened before being allowed access to evidence and the courtroom to ensure they are suited to being a juror, for example there will be routine police checks carried out to ensure they are suitable and have not committed any crimes as individuals themselves. A journal paper which was written found that there was no major pattern of discrimination within a jury, and this is thought to be due to the court considering that various people being able to participate in jury duty fairly. (Wen, 2022). 
The third benefit of a jury is that they are expected to be able to protect the state from abusing their power but also protect the defendant from being subject to receiving unfair treatment or prosecution. Also, as everyone has the right to a fair trial, a jury would be able to assist with this as they will be able to guide the judge by what they think is right. However, it also means that if the judge thinks the jury has made an unfair decision or inaccurate then the judge will be able to overrule this to ensure the correct sentence is given.  
The fourth benefit of a jury when in a courtroom is, that as they a member from the public they could be a range of ages, genders, race and come from various different cultures. This is believed to add equality as they will be able to support and educate each other. However, it can also reduce the likeliness of someone receiving an unfair trail due to any other factors like those which are listed above. This can allow those who feel that they will not receive a fair trial due to a factor like this to feel more relaxed and that they will have the right to receive a fair trial. A piece of research was carried out which included a mock jury, and looked at the jurors’ demographics, they found that age can affect a person’s decision making and it was different across their study. (Mossière & Dalby, 2008)

Some of the disadvantages than could be considered when a jury is used in a courtroom trial are, lack of expertise, bias influence, becoming vulnerable to emotional appeals, complex cases, media influence, pre-trail publicity, prejudice, culture, gender and age, life experience, how evidence is presented, and how evidence is argued within the courtroom. 
The first disadvantage that may cause issues is that due to the jury being made up of the general public, they could be considered to have a lack of expertise in the area of law and crime. So, when debating they will not know as much as the other professionals in the courtroom in this area. There may also be different levels of education in the jury so some may be able to handle the evidence shown to them in a more efficient way than others. They may not have the knowledge or understanding around legal information or forensics which could lead to them making incorrect judgements or not understanding information that is presented to them, or information that is presented to them by the judge to aid them in making their decision. A piece of research found that younger members of the jury can be excluded by older members or hold very different opinions which could cause conflict when coming to a decision. (Anwar et al., 2014). 
The second issue could be that the jurors could be easily influenced by those around them, or by the judge. This could lead them to make a decision they think others want them to make rather than the decision they think is the correct one to make. The members of the jury could also influence each other to decide, and some people may also feel the need to copy others at the time of deliberating so that they do not need to feel like they made the wrong choice or do not want to go against others in the group despite what they think. 
A third issue which could link into bias that may take place, is media influence, if it is a highly covered case those called for jury duty may already have made their minds up about whether they think the individual or individuals is guilty or not due to what they have seen through media sources. It may also mean that they may be influenced into thinking what everyone else is thinking if they are unable to make their own mind up. In a courtroom, when given the chance some may make emotional appeals which could cause the jury to sway, rather than going off the information that they have been provided as evidence or legal arguments. This may be more likely when it is a high-profile style case or those that are able to cause strong emotions. A paper which was written about pre-trail publicity and that many cases and juries are affected by what is said in the media leading up to a large or highly publicised trial. This will affect what decision is made by the jury and possibly the judge, as a pattern was seen that jurors will follow what is said in the pre-trail publicity, and not always with proof as to what has been said on media platforms. (Ruva et al., 2023). 
If a jury is presented with a highly complex case, then they may make an inaccurate decision as they may confused information and the way information is presented. The way information is presented may also affect a decision that will be made, for example if information is presented in a way that can tell a story and explain to jurors what happened, why they happened and explain it in a simple and clear manner without overcomplicating things. They could also be presented evidence in the order in which it was found by police, forensics etc. This could be more confusing as the jury would need to piece together the evidence in order to understand how the crime took place, rather than it being explained to them as story and how it happened. The way evidence is argued in a court room can also affect a jury; this can be a negative as it may be confusing for the jury. A paper was written and aimed at law students to explain to them why they should in a storytelling way, this is so that they are able to encourage the judge and jury to think in the way that they want them to. This can however lead to information being changed, adapted or missed out to fit the story that they want to tell. They can also provide distractions from information that they want to be skimmed over by the jury. (McElhaney, 2008). 
If there is a jury involved in assisting with a complex case, or which requires a large amount of knowledge or understanding legal issues, or advanced scientific evidence then those involved in jury duty may have issues in understanding what is being presented to them. This may lead to the jury needing further support to understand the case, taking longer to come to a mutual decision or making un uneducated decision which they are unsure of as it is too complex or not explained to them in a way which allows for them to make the best decision. 
Some cases and individuals involved in cases may be a victim to prejudice, where members of the jury may already make up their mind based on what they think of the appearance of the individual. For example, due to their age, gender, race or how attractive they may think the individual is. This could allow members of the jury to decide that someone is guilty due to showing signs of racism, or that someone would be unable to commit a crime due to their age and being too old. They may also think that someone committed a crime they did not as they fit into the age category, they think someone would be likely to commit a crime like that. There are various papers published which discuss whether juries can or cannot handle complicated evidence. This can be explained that juries are consistently made up of various people who have different educational and knowledge levels. They will also have different life experiences, which could be dependent on age and gender and other demographic variants. This paper discussed that even if evidence was thought to be confusing or complicated for a jury that it will still need to be included, or if the judge was unable to understand it then it will still need to be included because this does not necessarily need to be abandoned as the jury may be able to make sense of it. (Green, 1997). 

To conclude, this essay discusses how no two juries are ever the same, there will be different personalities and factors that may affect a jury. In this essay there were more disadvantages found about juries and jurors. However, this could mainly be down to have jurors are selected and not all jurors will have negative impacts on a case. As juries are built from various people who will have different demographic factors, different life experiences and different attitudes and opinions on what is right and wrong no two juries will ever be the same. Juries ultimately follow what evidence is provided to them, what they are instructed by the judge and will then be able to make a fair decision. However, this can be impacted by emotional appeals, appearance of the individual being held in trail and other factors like social media and pre-trial coverage on various media platforms and opinions or false information that may be broadcasted. Juries can be thought of as important and vital for a fair trial as they will be able to discuss and decide among themselves, and even questions the judge. However, the same can be said about the judge being able to ensure the jury is being fair and acting as they should when in court. 
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