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A Non-biased Jury: Do they really exist?
According to LegalYou (2017) a Judge and Jury are the most focal role in the court. Juries are assembled to listen to the facts to assess the evidence that is presented in court and as a result they help determine if a person is guilty or not. Before the Jury deliver their verdict, the presiding Judge will give guidance to the Jury members to help them make best decision possible. A Judge can direct a Jury to exonerate (meaning that the person being convicted of a crime is officially cleared after new pieces of evidence proving their innocence is presented), but they may not direct the Jury to a conviction as that decision is left to the Jury alone. In a case where the criminal offence is triable either way (meaning the case can be tried in either the Magistrates’ Court or the Crown Court) a defendant is able to chose a trial before a Jury in Crown Court (Rutherford, Kotecha and MacFarlane, 2022, p.483).
When someone is accused of committing a serious offence such as murder, 12 members of the public are chosen to listen to the evidence and decide on a verdict for the case. A Jury will never be asked to explain the reason behind the decision they have made. Even after a case has ended a Juror is not allowed to talk about what happened during the trial or what happened in the privacy of the Jury room as they could be in contempt of court for sharing that information. In some instances, Jury service can be quite upsetting for some members as they have a huge responsibility in making a decision in some traumatic cases. Some people cannot wait to be called up for Jury service and if that is the case then they have the option of going to their local Crown Court and sitting in the public gallery to listen to a trial to get an idea of what it is like to form an opinion on a real case based on the evidence they have heard (The University of Law, 2021).
The Juries Act of 1974 as revised by the Criminal Justice Act of 2003, states that Jury members are required to be between the ages of 18 and 70, they must be listed on the electoral register, they must have been a resident in the UK, Channel Island, or Isle of Mann for at least 5 years since the age of 12, and they cannot have a mental disorder. There are some reasons why someone may be excused from Jury duty, such as their age, residency, mental disability, criminal record, language barriers or medical issues. The reforms that have been made have created a problem as some would argue that police officers or prosecutors sitting on a jury panel creates the risk of biased opinions - for example a Police Officer may have worked on the case or may know someone who has worked on the case and therefore they may have some knowledge and have already started to form their own opinion prior to sitting on the Jury. Before 2003 people who worked in the public sector (such as Police Officers and Prisons Officers) and people who worked in the law (such as Prosecutors, Barristers and Solicitors) were unable to sit on a Jury, so the possible issue of biased opinions was reduced (Quinn et al. 2011, p 227, 228).

Hoffmeister (2021) wrote that after an unarmed black jogger was killed by three men in October 2021 it was reported that the selection for the jury was a hard process as it was very difficult to find people who hadn't been on the internet and seen news articles and videos on the death of the jogger and the court feared that this could bias the Jury either for or against the defendants. In this day and age with all news being reported online, it will be very hard to find people to serve as jurors who would not have seen anything about the case online. If some people already have bits of information on the case, they could create their own opinion before they hear the evidence that is presented in court.
Hart (2021) talked about trial by media and how Judges will try to try make the trial as fair as possible by deciding whether evidence presented in court should be heard or not. If someone from the court room posts online about a piece of evidence that was presented during a trail then there may be a risk that the post may reach one or more jury members and then their views on the evidence or the entire case may change as they may create a biased opinion after reading some public responses to the post.
During 2021 actress Amber Heard took actor Johnny Depp to court claiming that during their marriage he was abusive towards her. This case received a lot of media attention and was talked about a lot on many social media platforms. This case was show on a Youtube live stream where millions of people watched from all over the world and a staggering 3.5 million people tuned in to watch the verdict on the trial. According to one article written by Zaveruha (2022) “many dubbed this case the ‘TikTok trial’” as many people began posting video compilations and turning fragments of the trial into memes. 
Some if not all members of the jury would already have started to form their own opinion before the trail even started, and some members of the jury may be fans of the celebrities and may favour one over the other and therefore will automatically be on the side of the one they favour and form a negatively biased opinion on the other party. 
After Heards lawyers made some claims that the jurors were influenced by social media, Depps laywers fired back claiming that social media played no role in the verdict. There was a large buzz online that showed the public being in favour of Mr Depp after hashtags such as " #amberheardisaliar" and "#justiceforjohnnydepp" surfaced on many social media platforms. Depps lawyers talked about how he was able to connect with the jury members and members of the public and tell the truth about what happened during their relationship (Sharp, 2022).
Any case that involves celebrities is going to gain media attention and, in this day, and age with social media so popular, it is hard for members of a jury to not form a biased opinion and favour one celebrity over the other. 
Curley, Dror and Munro (2022) talked about how some Jurors allow their bias  opinions to influence the decision they make. Many Jurors will have a system confidence which ultimately measures how much faith a Juror has in the justice system. Some Jurors will have pre-trial bias where they find it difficult to go into a criminal trial with a mindset of 'innocent until proven guilty' and they may find it difficult to absorb and process the information they hear in court in a reasonable manner, and they will create a biased opinion and that can lead them to make the wrong decision.
In conclusion, to find an entire jury that doesn’t have some bias in its members opinions is going to be difficult. Each member of the jury may have received different information before the start of the case, and each person has their own beliefs and life experiences which will influence their thoughts and decisions. In the Jury room the foreperson will ask the jurors to take a vote to decide if the defendant is guilty or not, and if a members votes guilty when most or all the other members think not guilty then that person they will be asked how they reached their decision and if the only explanation they have is based in bias then the foreperson may ask the Judge to clarify a point of law to show that that biased decision cannot be allowed.  The fact that a juror’s decision can be challenged by the other members should make it much less likely that unfair bias can affect the decision of the whole Jury.
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