This essay will first discuss the importance of a jury and what they are whilst adding relevant information to then argue that it is in fact not possible for a jury to not be biased to some extent but also outline some advantages of the jury having access to media in the digital age.
By simple definition a jury is “a body of persons sworn to give a verdict on some matter submitted to them” which helps the judge make a legal decision. (Merriam Webster , n.d.) In other words, they are a group of 12 people who live locally or close to the place the trial is being held, they are presented with a case and appear in court for the course of the trial to understand all the facts and hear all arguments from each side and pass a verdict on what they think is best for a sentencing or if there is no sentencing at all. A jury member must withhold certain characteristics and be good everyday citizens to be eligible for jury duty, this is important due to the fact that juries are “charged with the responsibility” of reaching a verdict based on the facts of the case and whether they think the person on trial is guilty of the offence they are accused of or not, therefore a jury member must be recognised as a trustable citizen. (Citizens information, 2021) They are still ordinary citizens who are chosen at random by people on the electoral register. They are comprised of “individuals of various ages, with different life experiences and often from contrasting ethnic, social and cultural backgrounds.” (Defence-barrister.co.uk , n.d.) This is to diversify the opinions on a case and for the court to hear what the general public’s opinion is. According to the 1976 juries act, under section 1, every person is qualified for jury duty in the crown court, high court and the county court. This will be the case as long as they are at the age of 18 and above but under 76 years of age and are “registered as a parliamentary or local government elector” and has been a resident in the UK, Isle of man or Channel Isles for at least 5 years since the age 13. A person is liable to attend the summons unless they do not meet these criteria or they are disqualified from Jury service, for example, if they do not have the mental capacity at the time. (Legislation.gov.uk, 2016) Although jury duty is a serious matter and a person who is summoned is required to attend, there can be exceptions to be exempted from this appointment. Within reason you are able to request a change of date within the next 12 months if you are unable to attend due to having an operation, you recently had a child, you are unable to get off work, you have booked a holiday or you have an exam. If a person wishes to be excused because they cannot attend in the next 12 months there are only few exceptional circumstances such as having a serious illness or disability, you’re a new parent, you are a full-time carer for someone. Another circumstance to which you can be excused is if you have previously done jury duty in the last 2 years. (Gov.uk, n.d.) This is great to help support the public if they are unable to attend but it could be abused, if for example a person was biased against the nature of a case and wanted to use an excuse to reschedule their jury duty.
As it is known, there has been prejudice amongst people for centuries whether it is due to religion, societal views, social class, race amongst others. The question still remains whether it is now better or worse for a jury to have access to endless supplies of information via social media, articles, the press etc. In this digital modern era, it is unlikely that the jury will refrain from searching up the facts of the case or similar cases plus the people involved with the case, especially now that internet access is everywhere and available on every mobile device and there is no way of restricting them to not do so. ( McNicholas & McNicholas LLP, 2018) As mentioned before, each individual in the jury will be different from one another, whether they are from different backgrounds, social standing, different life experiences, age, race etc. So evidently how each person’s mind would work, think and make a decision/judgement will be different, and that may not be a good thing sometimes even if it does offer diversity. According to psychologists from UCL there are 3 main biases when it comes to jury bias, one of which is “pre-trial bias” they found pre-trial bias can affect a juror’s judgement. Through the PJAQ (pre-trial juror attitude questionnaire) they measured different biases including confidence in the justice system or lack thereof, and it was discovered some jurors are unable to have an “innocent until proven guilty” mindset, this leads to errors in their decision making, or a tendency to favouring one verdict over another as the trial goes on. (UCL, 2022)
Legal Process Assignment 2
Aida Najafifard (Raven)
Student Number: 2212484



So not only would some jury members have pre-existing bias based in their own mindset, but they could easily be influenced by something they would have read online. There are many sources that will feed into someone’s ideology or shape their opinion differently and one of the biggest sources during the digital age is social media e.g., TikTok, Instagram, YouTube, Twitter plus personal blogs and podcasts. Keeping in mind behind all of these posts is still a human being with their own views and jury members could and would be influenced by them. Social media is able to paint two very different pictures of a situation. For example, one of the biggest things to happen in 2022 in the celebrity world was the Depp v Heard defamation trial. A very public trial to which everyone had access to. Most people supported Mister Depp and it was obvious by the number of hashtags, edits and retweets he was receiving whilst the general public made hateful memes, and edits of Miss Heard. Yet there were also people who supported Heard and if a person was not familiar with the case and went online to see how Miss Heard’s fans were making her out to be a victim they would very easily believe it, ergo social media can make you see two very different perspectives. This also links in with the issue of celebrity, due to already having a high ranking and popular job and adoring fans people could be in favour of a certain verdict. In an article from 2022 it was written “both Johnny Depp and Amber Heard resting their cases in the multi-million-dollar defamation trial, it now comes down to the jury to decide the verdict. But with Johnny Depp already winning the social media war, does it really matter?” showing how much people care about what is happening online (Independant, 2022) Although there are many disadvantages to a jury in the digital age such as being misinformed, shifting opinions, creating less confidence in trials etc There are also advantages. A person selected to sit on the jury could be old and not familiar with modern events. A person selected to sit on the jury could have no knowledge about the English legal system at all, or they are unable to comprehend certain aspects of a case. It could be that they have no idea what the charges are, and they do not understand legal wording. The access to internet could help educate themselves and make more sense of the nature of the case so they can decide on a fair verdict. With the internet being so widespread there is no way to ensure a juror will not use it to conduct research, therefore the courts could use this to their advantage and tell the jurors “how they’re allowed to use the internet to ensure fair trials” which would help both the jury and courts adapt to a new modern digital age (The Conversation, 2020)
There is not a possibility a jury can be unbiased, every person would have their own underlying opinions and the media will not help that. However, it can be recommended that if a jury member is to use the internet for research they should use it an effective way that educates them more and helps with comprehension, they could also be told what to look at and what not to look at if they are intending on doing research. 



Bibliography
McNicholas & McNicholas LLP, 2018. The Growing Issues of Jury Internet Access. [Online] 
Available at: https://www.mcnicholaslaw.com/growing-issues-jury-internet-access/#:~:text=Of%20course%20internet%20research%20by%20jury%20members%20is,they%20haven%E2%80%99t%20quite%20gotten%20the%20admonition%20internalized%20yet.
[Accessed 06 01 2023].
Citizens information, 2021. Role of the jury. [Online] 
Available at: https://www.citizensinformation.ie/en/justice/courtroom/jury.html
[Accessed 05 01 2023].
Defence-barrister.co.uk , n.d. What are the advantages of jury trial?. [Online] 
Available at: https://www.defence-barrister.co.uk/should-i-elect-trial-by-jury#:~:text=A%20jury%20is%20chosen%20at%20random%20from%20people,apply%20the%20law%20as%20directed%20by%20the%20judge.
[Accessed 05 01 2023].
Gov.uk, n.d. Jury service. [Online] 
Available at: https://www.gov.uk/jury-service
[Accessed 05 01 2023].
Independant, 2022. A trial by TikTok and the death knell for MeToo. Who won Depp v Heard?. [Online] 
Available at: https://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/americas/johnny-depp-amber-heard-verdict-tiktok-who-won-b2091620.html
[Accessed 13 01 2023].
Legislation.gov.uk, 2016. Juries Act 1974. [Online] 
Available at: https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1974/23/section/1
[Accessed 05 01 2023].
Merriam Webster , n.d. Jury. [Online] 
Available at: https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/jury
[Accessed 05 01 2023].
The Conversation, 2020. Juries need to be told how they’re allowed to use the internet to ensure fair trials. [Online] 
Available at: https://theconversation.com/juries-need-to-be-told-how-theyre-allowed-to-use-the-internet-to-ensure-fair-trials-130127
[Accessed 13 01 2023].
UCL, 2022. Opinion: Juries are subject to all kinds of biases when it comes to deciding on a trial. [Online] 
Available at: https://www.ucl.ac.uk/news/2022/feb/opinion-juries-are-subject-all-kinds-biases-when-it-comes-deciding-trial
[Accessed 06 01 2023].






