A non-biased Jury: Do they really exist?

A Jury is an integral part of the courts and is entrusted with the role of ensuring justice is carried out in all cases. Juries are present in more serious criminal cases and can also be present during civil cases if defamation is alleged. The role of a jury is to deal with only facts to make a verdict (UK Government, 2022) and to decide which party best represented the facts to the jury. As both parties present their own facts to the jury, they will start forming their own idea of what justice means for this case which will only be based on factual evidence. The selection process for the jury members is completely randomised and ensures that there is no bias when deciding who will deliver justice in the case. Through these statements, it is shown that a non-biased jury does exist and is present in most cases. 

The selection process for the jury members is a clear example of how juries are chosen to be unbiased and how the process is made to be as fair as possible. The process in which juries are chosen is random as the names are drawn from the electoral register (The Crown Prosecution Service, 2022) with no outside input into who should be selected. This clearly shows how it is possible to have an unbiased jury as the people who are selected will not be known to the court until they reply with their availability and if they can do the jury service. Allowing for a random selection of the jury also lowers the chance of jury tampering as neither of the parties are able to have influence in who is on the jury and who they would prefer to have carrying out justice in their case. Another example of how juries are unbiased is the way that they have to judge a case based only upon facts and not opinions (Kelly, 2020). Jurors are not allowed to use their own opinion to judge a case but rather the facts that are presented to them which means that when the verdict for the cases that are tried come from what is presented in the courtroom by the lawyers, demonstrating how they give the jury the chance to agree with their side of the facts. In addition to this, juries can not add outside opinions or thoughts into the case as they are not allowed to discuss the trial with anyone (The Crown Prosecution Service, 2019)which adds to their unbiased stance as they are not allowed to be susceptible to outside influence in an ongoing trial. The fact that jurors can only discuss the case between the members of the jury, shows how they are unbiased as they will only have conversation about the case with the facts that were presented and so everyone who is on the jury hears the same facts and only leaves room for interpretation of the case based upon the facts that all jury members were party to.  

Not all juries judge a case with an open mind and an unbiased point of view as there are cases where there is a miscarriage of justice and the case is not judged upon the facts that were presented in the courtroom. All cases should be tried fairly as per the right to a fair trial article 6(Equality and Human Rights Commission, 2021), but this is not the case when the jury member has prejudicial thoughts against the defendant. Although the selection process for juries is random, when dealing with a hate crime with a black and minority ethnic as the defendant the jury can not be made up of all white jurors (Ministry of Justice, 2010). As shown by this, all-white juries show a bias against black and minority ethnic defendants which demonstrates how not all juries are unbiased. This jury composition varies in different parts of the UK as juries in London tend to be less all-white and have more diversity in them whereas cases tried outside of London have a much higher chance of the jury being made up of white individuals (The Ministry of Justice, 2010). The lack of diversity around the country allows for juries like these to be selected which then in turn allows for a higher chance of bias in the courtroom, preventing justice from being carried out. Innocent until proven guilty is the right that all people have and is one that everybody has when walking into the courtroom. All jurors should have this mindset as this is how the legal system works, however this is not always the case as some jurors are not able to take part in criminal trials as they can not keep this mindset when someone has a previous criminal conviction or criminal history (UCL, 2022). This clearly shows how people are judged before their case has even begun by the 12 jurors who decide the verdict of that case, demonstrating the bias that juries have against certain people. A non-biased jury is what all courtrooms need and wish for but when there are instances that allow for bias to be shown, the chance of justice becomes much lower than what it should be.  

There are both sides of a courtroom that people can experience, justice and injustice which begs the question if non-biased juries do exist. There are both sides to a jury and so there can never be a definitive answer that all juries are unbiased as there are cases where the jury shows clear bias against defendants. However, there are still many cases that are carried out with justice being served and all members of the jury doing their job correctly, which is the case most of the time. Juries need to be able to meet a certain standard in order to show that they are unbiased but each situation is different as when there is a hate crime with a BME defendant then the jury in that case can not be made up of all-white people. Furthermore, all juries need to continue to be selected by random to ensure fairness and to minimise the chance of prejudice in the courtroom. Finally, jurors need to only base their judgement on the facts of the case that are stated by both parties to allow for a fair trial and justice to take place. With all of these points being made, it clearly shows that an unbiased jury does exist and is in fact present in most cases but not all cases which is the problem that should be targeted as every case should have an unbiased jury that will not be influenced to make their decision change. 
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