                                  A Non-Biased Jury: Do They Really Exist?


There are many different opinions on the jury, whether that is that they should not exist, or everyone should get the chance to be on a jury. There is a crisis within the jury, which needs to be looked at and fixed. In many people’s views juries may be viewed as biased, and this can often lead to biased decision making within the court and can lead to errors, which is a huge problem as every mistake in court is crucial. Multiple things may lead to a jury being biased such as, social media influence, race, knowing the person on trial….


The reason juries are involved in court cases is because it gives society more chance to be involved with what happens within the judicial system. “It is estimated that, in theory, adults in England and Wales have only a one-in-six chance of ever having to do jury service”, (Gaber, 2002). This shows that everyone should have a chance to be a member of a jury and the people who have been called up to serve are likely to be called up again.  A jury will take part in court cases and come together to make a verdict whether the person is guilty or not guilty. Juries are selected at random from an electrical register. A jury is expected to carefully consider the evidence with other jurors given in court and come up with a decision whether the defendant is innocent or not. Under the Juries Act 1974, it states that to be eligible to sit as a jury you must be 18-75, have lived in the UK for 5 years, and is a registered elector for the local government. As well as this, you may be ineligible under Section 1 of the 1974 Act if a person is lacking capacity, if a person is on bail, or a person who has ever been imprisoned. 


A jury will hear evidence in court and work together to come to a decision. A non-biased jury will consider court cases fairly, without discriminating against anyone. Juries should simply decide based off evidence they hear and nothing else. A jury of 12 individuals, will decide the outcome of a criminal prosecution. Additionally, a random number generator selected your name from the electrical registry. A jury of 12 individuals, including you, will decide the outcome of a criminal prosecution (GOV.UK, 2021). 


One of the many reasons jury’s may be seen as biased is the effect that social media has on people’s views. Everyone’s used social media, and this will lead them to view cases in different ways, such as expressing opinions over the internet or using a case they have seen online and linking it to the case they are hearing. Social media can be seen to influence the jury. The usage of technology has been getting more popular over the years, with the use of social media on phones, iPad, and other sources of technology. For example, in England and Wales, the use of tablets has been used in the deliberation room in various jurisdictions, notably in some fraud trials. Jurors might anticipate using cutting-edge technology when presenting evidence (Shelton 2010).  Juries Act of 1974, Section 15A, gives judges the authority to force jurors to turn over electronic communication equipment.

Although some people may see the use of technology in court rooms and used by the jury as a positive thing as it may “Enhance efficiency and understanding” (Mulcahy 2008). The use of electronic devices in courts, may cause problems and can jeopardise the right to a fair trial if the prosecution provides most of the electronic evidence. The emergence of social media and the internet, however, poses a danger to the current circumstances because websites like Facebook, Twitter, and even Google Street View are progressively tempting juries to look up more information than is permitted (University of Law, 2019). We see trials all over social media like Facebook, and the internet, and people are free to comment and share their own opinions about it. In other cases, it is seen people using google as a source to research evidence. It is obvious that the jury cannot stay unbiased with all the social media used today. 


As well as this, even though social media is a huge source of bias shown by the jury, there are also many more such as Media outlets, press, race, sexuality.  In some way, media may represent the legal system, courts, and the jury in a different way than they appear, whether that’s in a positive or negative way.  Also, movies, shows, and books represent the legal system in the wrong way. People's perceptions of legal experts may vary as a result of the knowledge they learn through these programmes. So, media and television effect people’s perspective, especially when these people are called to be on a jury (Torossian, 2018). The media continuously modifies the way we think and behave toward one another, whether it be through social media coverage or crisis PR. 


Special rules are crucial in preventing juries from being swayed or prejudiced by media coverage, yet occasionally in criminal cases, it is argued that the media prevents a defendant from receiving a fair trial. Judges take these issues very seriously, as do reporters and editors who risk jail time for undermining the legal system (Casciani, 2010).  A study created by Cheryl Thomas in London which was a “fade factor”, this theory was that the further in time they are from when a case is tried, the less probable it is that media reports will have an impact on the jury.  


Although the law has had many reforms, juries are still not a good representation of the diversity in society. Jury service should reflect on communities which it does not “The jury should more accurately represent the community than it does if it is to carry out the jury's valued function of providing the community a say in the administration of justice”. (Law profession, 2010). This may be seen as biased as most of the jury are of the same ethnicity, this may be viewed as unfair for the person who is on trial as they lack different backgrounds and opinions whereas differing viewpoints would result in a fairer trial. As well as this, having no diversity will lead to less discussions between jurors.  



Furthermore, it is difficult for juries to understand the law and follow judge’s orders as they themselves are not educated enough. This crucial area has been the subject of ongoing work for some years. For instance, measures are being done to guarantee that juries have access to more written material. As of this, jury’s may not be seen as biased as they cannot give an accurate understanding and answer of the case. They have not got the same understanding as criminal case workers and other members of the court. A study found that less than one-third of trial juries comprehend a judge’s legal instructions completely (Dickinson, 2010). 


As well as this the jury confers the positive body of a trial by a group of people who can represent a wider community interest than the specific interest of a professional elite—or, as it is sometimes referred to, "trial by one's peers"—rather than trial professionals. Jury is seen to have more views, ideas, and opinions than a judge and this may be useful in a courtroom to hear other’s opinions. 


Additionally, jurors are not viewed as professional, of course because they have no education backgrounds on law or criminology. Everything they hear is new to them. An idea of juries being made up of people who have at least a small understanding of police, and crime work (UK Government and Parliament, no date). 


In conclusion, there are points to back up that a non-biased jury do exist. As well as this there are more points to back up the reasons why a jury is biased. We can see the effects of press, social media, celebrities and television and how it can change people’s views on court cases. It is difficult for a jury not to be biased because they have been shown court cases on television and this can clearly play in the mind of a juror in court.  Although jurors are open minded as they have no knowledge and understanding for psychology, criminology, and law, jurors should have some sort of knowledge for what is going on inside the trial. 
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