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Jury Justice
Part 1 (I-V)

Jury justice involves a legal selection of people sworn to give a verdict on various matters according to the evidence submitted. Additionally, the jury is a political institution and has a duty of administering of justice. During selecting of a jury, various demographics are considered such as gender, income, race, religion, and ethnicity. This is done because a person’s character and principles shapes and is important decision making. According to Gardner (2012), Jury selection is done through social scientific jury selection method where empirical data is used to determine the suitable jury for a specific civil or criminal trial. The jury was formed so that they use popular justice would be used to monitor government power.
The rule of law is an important form of governance in a democratic government where government power is based on publicly known and written laws that approve an action before it’s done. Selection of federal judges by a political official is one of the contact points between legal and political system present in the justice system (Gardner, 2012). There are two models for making a legal decision: the political model which considers the law and facts of a case and values, political party or ideology influence the final verdict. Whereas the legal model considers the law and facts displayed during the case influence the sentencing.
 A trial is a proceeding that involves finding facts of cases presented to the justice system. In the United States, a trial is a process in which conflicting parties in a dispute provide evidence and make an argument on the application of law before neutral party either a jury or judge who will come up with a decision this is known as an adversarial system. The United States use the adversarial system in conducting trials while the European uses an inquisitorial system where the judges actively participate in questioning, investigation of what happened (Springer & Lalasz, 2014). In addition, determining the facts is a hard task this is because some cases settled without trial questions the justice system. Also, the adversarial system can influence the difficulty in determining the truth; eyewitness testimony can produce false positives and bias in decision making caused by an individual’s ideology.
Part 2 (VI-VII)

Legal development in America has made the legal system more professionalized which narrowed the duties of the jury. This is because judges were accepted as a legal professional who had studied the laws hence more authoritative than jury as well as the legislative body becomes the basis of more laws (Middlebrooks, 2004). Additionally, the jury’s role was the determination of facts while the judge determined the law.  Juries are not rule-minded and tend to do justice and not the law, and are the only people in a legal institution that are not required to be well-educated in the law.  Jury nullification is one of the jury’s roles where they overlook evidence provide during a trial and sentence a person despite lack of substantial evidence or refuse to convict because the jury opposes the law. Folk crime is a means in which the jury examines and balances government power. A folk crime is an illegal act, but is normally committed by people because the law governing this act is defective or the unlawful act is not considered a serious crime, for example, underage drinking. Due to people’s promptness to sue, the jury is no longer holding offender’s financially liable for conduct the petitioner considers unlawful injury. 
Trials by a jury of peers refer to a partial jury that is accustomed to the community and its principle, victim and the defendant. However, today jury by peers is a model for an impartial and unprejudiced jury and people who do not know anything about the trial make it through the selection process. In addition, the jury should be a representative of the whole community that has equal chances for women and men. Cognitive dissonance occurs when an individual has presented with information or proof that that conflicts with their values or beliefs (Middlebrooks, 2004). This is common among the juries as they see facts that will result in making a decision that backs up their predisposition.
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