Critically discuss the role of juries in the investigating and judicial process associated with crime. 

The purpose of a jury is to determine the outcome of trials and overview all evidence to come to a decision if the defendant is guilty, they have the authority to deprive citizens of their freedom therefore a fair trial within the jury is at most priority to allow no room for biasness (Kovera, 2017). The jury consists of at least 12 members to consider a verdict. Juries are randomly generated via the electrical role in the UK, you will receive a summons in the post, and you must respond with a yes or no within 7 days if you wish to attend (GOV.UK, 2023). In the US citizens are selected from the community via the courts jury wheel within the district and of the significant qualification for possible jury service (USCourts.GOV,2023) Concluding a verdict can take up to months at a time. If the jury is declared hung (can’t reach a verdict) in most cases the trial will be adjourned for a later date with a new jury. If the second jury also cannot reach a verdict then the judge may declare it as a mistrial which will then be dismissed. Juries work towards an end goal after a crime has been committed, a jury consists of the judge, the prosecution, the defence, witnesses, and the jury. The juries’ main goal is to administrate justice to the victim and decide the fate of the defendant. They are given a significant amount of evidence and information to help with their decision. Psychological knowledge and research arise by focusing on individuals’ personality, traits and if there are any mental illnesses, in some cases this can lead to criminal activity but also shows a psychological understanding in the consequences of criminality.

According to (Fielder, 2021) The purpose of a jury is to ensure that verdicts are fair, reasonable, and unbiased. A jury’s decision should be valid from evidence presented to them and based of their views and what they have perceived from the judge. (Fielder,2021) However, this decision does come from a person’s intuition meaning there could be biasness due to nine protected characteristics like age, gender reassignment, race, religion, sex, disability, pregnancy, marital status, and sexual orientation (Mason & Minerva, 2020). Physical attraction can also play a part in a fair trial there has been many statements that attractiveness or being ‘good looking’ defendants, the jury are more favourable than their unattractive counterparts (Abwender & Hough, 2001). The decision making of the jury is critical when it comes to prejudicing, bias, misunderstanding or misjudgement which will affect the outcome of the individual. The outcome of the criminal is down to the instinct of the juries’ common sense and how the evidence is reviewed (Scottish courts & tribunals, 2023). There are many factors that build a jury and are considered which include demographic information on jurors, personal characteristics of trial participants, influence of trial publicity on jurors, juror satisfaction with the verdict, and dynamics of the deliberation process (U.S. department of justice, 2023)

According to the (health and safety executive, 2023) documents and real evidence will need to be presented by witness in court. Everything that needs to be presented must be presented by the court. All exhibits must be identified by labels or marks and sufficiently described in the statement, so they know how to identify the item. If there is video evidence it will be presented by the inspector who conducted the interview. Laboratory reports should be exhibited by the expert. Media is also a common problem within trials as it can persuade the public opinions which might result In dangerous outcomes and could lead to the correction of injustices (The Law School, 2018). For example, when there are celebrity cases which have been broadcasted over social media the members of the jury may have already seen their side of events therefore leading them to have already chosen a side. These types of evidence need to be provided in court to allow sufficient outcomes to assist in the conviction or dismissal of a fair trial. 

According to the UK government Even though the risk has increased throughout recent years it is not yet opposed as a serious threat to the criminal justice system. They also said that an area of concern was that individuals on social media are unaware of reporting restrictions and what counts as a breach of anonymity order, therefore this can lead to social media posts which are a contempt of court or identify someone to the anonymity order. This has a potential to put trials at risk due to the favour and prejudging the jury’s outcome. Social media can impact a fair trial if there is too much publicity brought to it. (Belyea & Blais, 2021) explored the effects of pretrial publicity concerning the complainant shared via social media. Participants were assigned to random groups of pro-complaint, anti-complaint, or control before reading a mock sexual assault trial, they then completed a post-trial questionnaire, answering questions on rape myth acceptance. The results showed that the anti-complaint category were significantly less likely to select a guilty verdict compared to the controlled group. The male participants and the participants who believed consent was given were also less likely to convict. Results highlighted social media as a potential source of exposure of inadmissible pretrial information that may influence trial outcomes. This provides evidence to assist in the process of recruiting a fair jury even though they are asked if they know the defendant the answer may not always be truthful (Belyea & Blais, 2021). 

Biasness is a disadvantage within the justice system for example in 2016 an athlete was accused of rape where he was only then sentenced to 6-month imprisonment which caused a lot of media attention where petitions were made to remove the judge who dealt this sentence due to the lightness of it and was accusing the judge of bias, throughout the article by (Este,2016) many problems were stated due to biasness one of which stated research showed that judges are more lenient on the first case of the day and the first case after their lunch break rather than any of the other cases in the day this is a problem within the justice system for them deciding more leniently or harshly because of the time of day. He also stated that recent newer research shown that juries show they are the better option than just one judge however they could also be biased when it comes to deciding a verdict especially if it is a majority verdict rather than unanimous. He also states that research from (Darbyshire et. Al, 2002) showed that jury’s gender, occupation, levels of education and ethnicity can all have an impact on the outcome of the jury’s decision along with attitudes of the jury for example the criminals’ race, if they consume drugs, there stability and mental health and how they are perceived and if they are attractive have also shown to have links with the jury’s decision being persuaded. Due to this they decided to test the jury, research underwent 360 fake jurors which had carers in acting and law, they asked them to take part in a trail of rape. They observed reconstruction videos from the courtrooms of three rape trials they were asked to reach a verdict after. One of the trials was over viewed by 10 different mock juries and they came to the decisions of 5 guilty and 5 not guilty even though they had observed exactly the same evidence. This shows how the jurors’ opinions along with what they believe in shows that they can read different outcomes. This shows many strengths and weaknesses due to the jurors who take their role seriously and want to give the victim the closure they need by prosecuting with the sentence they deserve to fit the crime, but on the other hand it shows that the other 50% of the jurors do not take the impact of the rest of someone’s live seriously. The impact of the defendant having a lenient sentence when the victim has been put through trauma will make the situation harder for the victim but on the other hand the defendant doesn’t care how the victim feels as long as they are pardoned lightly. The jurors who use their beliefs and religions to pardon the defendant do not think about how it makes the victims life feel they could develop mental health issue like post-traumatic stress disorder due to this along with many other illnesses, they may also feel constantly afraid especially if they know their attacker is coming out of prison or didn’t go in the first place, this can result in many major problem due to the juror not taking their involvement seriously. Research by (Walker et.al, 2020) at the BPS explored the justice system and how it is failing victims and survivors of sexual violence and provides steps to assist in the process of healing. 

Victims having a relationship with the attacker makes it difficult for the jury due to DNA sample being of little value in these circumstances. In the cases of the victims not knowing the attacker the DNA would be the most useful outcome as this provides accountability that the incident happened but not if it was consensual. Biological evidence with forensic interest is particularly relevant when allegations of sex have been made (Magalhaes et.al, 2015)

Another study that has shown biasness is (Marus-Nehall et.al, 2002) the study explored how the influence of bias factors on mock jurors’ perceptions of hate crime. The race of the victim was African American, Caucasian which is the same race as the defendant. The results of the first experiment indicated that factors like certainty of guilt and sentencing ratings were at the highest when the victim was an African American and the defendant Caucasian. This links to the literature from (Brewer, 1986) on the role of ethnocentrism in intergroup conflict. The second experiments results used a noncollege sample and were also the same as the first experiments results. The third experiment explored the involvement of peers and found that Caucasians sentenced the defendant more severely when the victim was African American but only when the defendant had peers who were also involved with the attack. The Caucasian male was accused of vandalizing an African Americans home and assaulting him during the vandalism. There was a witness of this situation he didn’t see what happened but claims that he heard the Caucasian making threatening remarks about the victim more than once over the course of the evening, he also used racial comments. The following day after this heated argument the African American victim found racist slurs spray painted over his garage, when he confronted the defendant he was shocked to be punched and hit with a broomstick while being shouted racial slurs at, he needed to have stitches due to this. They wanted this case to be prosecuted as hate crime. If this situation was the other way around they might not have received the same punishment. Results showed that the race, role, and participation of the victim were all connected to sentencing ratings given to the defendant. They also found that when the victim was African American the Caucasians sentenced the defendant more severe but only when they were encouraged by their peers. The Caucasians sentenced the defendant more severely when the victim was African American and was encouraged by their peers but does show that any involvement from peers and does not condone any actions that are acted upon by the individuals, they will still be severely punished for what they have done. They have stated that in group favouritism is possible for some minority groups they will give higher ratings to the crime if the victim is African American as they are trying to reduce the status of minority groups being similar to their own being negative (Marcus-Newhall et.al, 2002). Therefore, it shows when the victim is African American, and the defendant is white they have a harsher punishment to if they were both the same race. This is severely harsh and very disappointing due to everyone being equal the sentencing should not be based upon what race the two in question are if they are the same race or different it should not matter how harshly or lightly they are sentenced. The same goes for gender if it is a male and a female the male will be sentenced more harshly whereas if it was two females they would look at all the evidence and decide if they’re guilty. There’s many characteristics that come into biasness in court due to there being many differences, but the equality is what all the jury should be following. There is many strengths and weaknesses to this study one of the strengths is that juries are starting to look at the individuals more equally but there is still a gap in the knowledge of the jurors when they are deciding sentences based on if it is a same race debate or if they are different races. 

In conclusion the role of juries is the most important factor of the prosecution services, without the jury there would be no justice for the victim and their families. Biasness is one of the most heard off reasons for a lack of justice within the system. Other factors like media and the protected characteristics like race, gender, religion (Mason & Minerva, 2020) also have an impact on whether there is a fair trial. The media can have a huge impact on the case if there is too much attention brought to it this can lead to biasness within the jury as they may favour one over the other (Belyea & Blais, 2021).Critically there are many strengths and weaknesses to the role of the jury for example decision sharing, with the decision arising from 12 individuals they have come to an agreement on the plea whereas biasness of the jury can influence the other jurors to agree with their decision. Another weakness is a hung jury this can be costly and also traumatic for the victim to revisit the trial which might lead to the case being dismissed and lead to mental health illness for some victims, however receiving the justice can boost their mental health and allow them to receive the help and advice they need. 
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