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Centre For Criminological Research and
Probation Studies Unit, University of Oxford
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Children’s Society, The Wales Advocacy Unit
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City of London Magistrates’ Courts
Committee

City of London Police HQ

Cleveland Magistrates’ Courts Committee
Cleveland Police HQ

Commission for Racial Equality
Consultative Committee West Dorset Bench
Council For Registration of Forensic
Practitioners

Council of HMCircuit Judges

Court of Appeal New Zealand

Court Service, Bristol Group

Court Service, Chelmsford Group

Court Service, Exeter Group Managers
Court Service, London Crown Court Group
Court Service, Midland and Oxford Circuit
Court Service, Newcastle Group, (Manager’s
Office)

Court Service, North Eastern Circuit

Court Service, Teesside Group Staff and
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Crown Prosecution Service, Inspectorate
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General Council of the Bar

General Council of the Bar, Disability
Committee

General Council of the Bar, Sex
Discrimination Committee

General Council of the Bar, Race Relations
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General Council of the Bar, Young Barristers’
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Gloucestershire Magistrates’ Courts
Committee

Gloucestershire Magistrates’ Courts Service
Gloucestershire Probation Service

Gough Square Chambers
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Domestic Violence
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Law Society
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Law Society, Criminal Law Committee
Leeds District Magistrates Court
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Liberty

Lincolnshire Police

Local Government Association
Magistrates’ Association

Manchester Magistrates’ Courts Committee
Mansfield Bench
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Merseyside Probation Service
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Ministry of Defence Police, Wethersfield,
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National Assembly for Wales
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Resettlement of Offenders

National Association of Citizens Advice
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National Association of Probation Officers
National Plant and Equipment Register
National Society for the Prevention of Cruelty
to Children

National Working Group on Fraud
Newcastle Upon Tyne Bench
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North and West Greater Manchester
Magistrates’ Courts Committee

North Port Talbot Bench

North Wales Magistrates’ Courts Committee
North Westminster Bench

North Yorkshire Magistrates” Courts
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Northamptonshire Police

Northern Oxfordshire Bench

Nottingham City Council

Nottinghamshire Magistrates’ Courts
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Nottinghamshire Magistrates’ Courts Service
NSPCC

Oxford and Southern Oxfordshire
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Oxfordshire and Buckinghamshire Probation
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Police Federation of England and Wales
Powys Magistrates’ Courts Committee
Queensland Criminal Justice Commission
Rotherham Magistrates’ Courts Committee
Scottish Law Commission

Sentencing Advisory Panel

Serious Fraud Office

Sheffield Magistrates” CourtsCommittee
Shepherd, Harris and Co Solicitors
Shrewsbury Bench

Smith Bernal Court Reporters

Society for Advanced Legal Studies
Society of Conservative Lawyers, Criminal
Justice Sub-Committee

Society of Editors

Society of Labour Lawyers

Somerset Magistrates’ Association
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South Cumbria Magistrates’ Courts
Committee

South Hants, Magistrates’ Executive
Committee of the Petty Sessional Division
South Wales Magistrates’ Courts Committee
South Wales Police

South West London Probation Service
South Yorkshire Police, Sexual Offences and
Child Abuse Unit

Southampton Bench

Stockport Magistrates’ Courts Committee
Stopping Convictions On No Evidence
Suffolk Constabulary

Suffolk Magistrates’ Courts Committee
Support After Murder and Manslaughter
Centre, Merseyside

Supreme Court Costs Office

Taunton Deane Bench
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Teesside Probation Service

Telford Bench

Thames Valley Magistrates’ Courts
Committee

The Office of the Legal Services
Commissioner

Trafford Magistrates’ Courts Committee
TV Edwards Solicitors

Uxbridge Bench

Vale of Glamorgan Bench

Values Into Action

Victim Support

Wason and Associates Verbatim Reporters
West Allerdale and Keswick Bench
West Midlands Magistrates’ Courts Service
Westgate Chambers

Wigan Magistrates General Purposes
Committee

Wiltshire Magistrates’ Association
Wiltshire Magistrates’ Courts Service
Winchester Bar

Worcestershire Magistrates’ Association
Youth At Risk Impact Centre

Youth Justice Board
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INFORMATION AND RESEARCH PROJECTS FROM OTHER
JURISDICTIONS

Australia

Managing complex criminal trials: reform of the rules of evidence and
procedure: Mark Aronson, The Australian Institute of Judicial
Administration Incorporate, 1992

Jury management in New South Wales, Mark Findlay, The Australian
Institute of Judicial Administration Incorporate,1994

Criminal Trial Reform Conference, The Australian Institute of Judicial
Administration Incorporate and The Standing Committee of Attorneys
General, 24/25 March 2000 (Conference Papers)

Reform of Court Rules and Procedures in Criminal Trials, The
Australian Institute of Judicial Administration Incorporate Conference
paper, 3-4 July 1998

Anatomy of Long Criminal Trials, Dr Chris Corns, The Australian
Institute of Judicial Administration Incorporate, 1997

Shorter Trials Committee: report on criminal trials, PA Sallman, The
Australian Institute of Judicial Administration Incorporate and the
Victoria Bar, 1985

The conduct of complex criminal trials, The Australian Institute of
Judicial Administration Incorporate Report No. 10, October 1989

Australian Judicial perspectives on expert evidence: an empirical study,
Dr Ian Freckelton, The Australian Institute of Judicial Administration
Incorporate, 1999

Pleading guilty: issues and practices, Kathy Mach, The Australian
Institute of Judicial Administration Incorporate, 1995

Information technology in complex trials, Graham Greenleaf & Andrew
Mowbray, The Australian Institute of Judicial Administration
Incorporate, 1993

Committals Review Committee: report, New South Wales, March 1999
Law Foundation of New South Wales: Annual Report 1999

Review of the Criminal and Civil Justice System in Western Australia,
Project 92, Final Report, Law Reform Commission of Western
Australia, September 1999
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Adducing evidence under privilege: new perspectives on Uniform
Evidence Act, 1998, Anthony Lo Surdo, 36(6) Law Society Journal (New
South Wales)

Submission to the Honourable Attorney General concerning complex
criminal trials, JA Nader QC, New South Wales, 1993

Annual Reports 1997-98 and 1998-99, The Office of the Legal Services
Commissioner

Working Group on criminal trial procedure: report, Standing
Committees of Attorney General, September 1999

Criminal Trial Reform Conference, discussion paper, Professor Warren
Young

Uniform evidence Law — Third Edition, Stephen Odgers, Faculty of Law,
Sydney University

The NSW Barristers' Rules, Bar Brief, Special Edition February 2000
Managing complex criminal trials — reform of the rules of evidence &

procedure, The Australian Institute of Judicial Administration
Incorporate

Incorporating criminal trial reform — joint national commission, The
Australian Institute of Judicial Administration Incorporate & Standing
Committee of Attorney Generals, March 2000

Deliberation forum on criminal trial reform Report, The Standing
Committee of Attorneys General, June 2000

Managing Trial Court Delay: An Analysis of Trial Case Processing in
the NSW District Criminal Court, Don Weatherburn & Joanne Baker,
NSW Bureau of Criminal Statistics & Research, 2000

Review of the Criminal & Civil Justice System in Western Australia,
Submissions Summary, Law Reform Commission of Western Australia

Receipt of evidence by Queensland Courts: the evidence of children,
Report No.55 Part 1, Queensland Law Reform Commission, June 2000

Law Reform Commission of Western Australia Annual Report 1998—
1999

Review of Criminal & Civil Justice Consultation Drafts, Vols 1 & 2, Law
Reform Commission of Western Australia, June 1999

Canada

Setting Judicial compensation: multi disciplinary perspectives, Law
Commission of Canada, 1999

Special Commission on Court Restructuring, Report of the Ontario
Supreme Court Judges' Association, June 2000
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Report of the Criminal Justice Review Commission, February 1999

Ontario Specimen Jury Instructions — Preliminary Instructions, Mid-Trial
Instructions 1-17 and Final Instructions 1-41

Criminal Rules of the Supreme Court of British Columbia

Criminal Law Practice Direction (consolidated), Chief Justice Dohm,
Supreme Court British Columbia

Criminal Appeal Rules, British Columbia Court of Appeal, 1986
Court of Appeal Rules, Saskatchewan

New Zealand

Changes in international and domestic law which are critical to a
borderless world of electronic commerce: an update, Hon Justice
Baragwanath, 6 September 1999

Electric commerce part 2, New Zealand Law Commission Report No 58

Magistrates in the District Court, paper by Cabinet Committee on Health
& Social Policy, 27 March 1997

Community Magistrates’ Bill 1998
Chief Justice of New Zealand: Practice Notes:
e Criminal jury trials caseflow management.
e Sexual offences involving child complainants & child defendants.
e Criminal law: preliminary hearings.
e Serious Fraud Office prosecutions

Criminal Prosecution Report, Law Commission of New Zealand,
December 1999

Consultation paper regarding preliminary hearings and criminal
disclosure, Ministry of Justice, 27" October 1997

Selection and qualification for jury duty, New Zealand Law Commission

Juries in Criminal Trials Part 2 - Volume 1: a discussion paper and
Volume 2: a summary of research findings, New Zealand Law
Commission, November 1999

Evidence: Volume 1: reform of the Law and Volume 2: Evidence code

and commentary, New Zealand Law Commission, Report 55, August
1999

Victims’ Rights Bill: draft, 29 September 1999

Criminal Prosecution Report, December 1999
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Northern Ireland

A new beginning: policing in Northern Ireland, The Independent
Commission on Policing for Northern Ireland, September 1999

Review of the Criminal Justice System in Northern Ireland — A Progress
Report, Criminal Justice Review Group, April 1999

Review of the Criminal Justice System in Northern Ireland, Criminal
Justice Review Group, March 2000

Northern Ireland Court Service Annual Report 1999/2000

Scotland

Charging the Jury: Some notes for the guidance of Judges and Sheriffs,
Judicial Studies in Scotland, January 2000

Law Commission Reports on Evidence Nos 78, 93, 120, 125 & 137
Law of Incest, Law Commission Report No. 69

Charging the Jury, Judicial Studies Board Scotland, January 2000

Isle of Man
Summary Jurisdiction Act 1989

Germany
The German code of Criminal Procedure, April 1987

Vietnam
Comparative Legal Exchange Visit — Vietnam, 19" November to 2™
December 2000

The Law On the Organisations of People's Procuratorates, Socialist
Republic of Vietnam

United States of America

The Jury Project — Report to the Chief Judge of the State of New York,
31 March 1994
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APPENDIX III

CURRENT RESEARCH PROJECTS — ENGLAND AND WALES

Current government research projects and pilots

Accommodation

Internal review of estate and accommodation: Lord Chancellor’s
Department

Review of judges’ lodgings: The Court Service

Pathfinder: A model courtroom: The Crown Court Programme, The
Court Service

Case management

Pilots on case progression: The Crown Court Programme, The Court
Service

Case management perspectives. the views of judges across jurisdictions
in England and Wales, Lord Chancellor’s Department research by Joyce
Plotnikoff and Richard Woolfson (report expected in 2001)

The applicability to other adjudicative settings of organisational
arrangements at the London Parking Service, Lord Chancellor’s
Department research by John Raine and Stephanie Snape (report
expected in 2001)

Children

Electronically monitored curfew for 10 to 15 year olds — report of the
pilot, Robin Elliott, Jennifer Airs, Claire Easton and Ruth Lewis. Home
Office Occasional Paper, 2000

Evaluation of the Youth Court Demonstration Project, Charlotte Allen,
lain Crow and Michael Cavadino. Home Office Research Study 214,
2000

New strategies to address youth offending: the national evaluation of
then pilot youth offending teams, S Holdaway, M Davidson, J Dignan, R
Hammersley, J Hine and P Marsh. Home Office Occasional Paper, No69,
2001

Delay

Reducing delay in the criminal justice system: evaluation of the
indictable only initiative, Ernst and Young. Home Office Occasional
Paper, 2000
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Reducing delays in the magistrates’ courts, David Brown. Home Office
Research Findings 131, 2000

Evaluation of statutory time limits in the Youth Court pilot, Home Office
research by a team from Sheffield University, due to report at the
beginning of 2002

Drugs
Drug Treatment And Testing Orders — the 18-Month evaluation, Paul

Turnbull, Tim McSweeney and Mike Hough. Home Office Research
Findings 128, 2000

Drug Treatment and Testing Orders - final evaluation report, Paul J
Turnbull, Tim McSweeney, Russell Webster, Mark Edmunds and Mike
Hough. Home Office Research Study 212, 2000

Drugs and crime: the results of the second developmental stage of the
NEW-ADAM programme, Trevor Bennett. Home Office Research Study
205, 2000

Problem drug use and probation in London, lan Hearnden and Alex
Harcopos. Home Office Research Findings 112, 2000

Human Rights

The impact on courts and the administration of justice of the Human
Rights Act 1998, Lord Chancellor’s Department research by John Raine
and Clive Walker (on-going)

The Judiciary

The effects on magistrates of learning that the defendant has a previous
conviction, Sally Lloyd-Bostock, Lord Chancellor’s Department research

series, 2000

Review of research and secretariat support, House of Lords Appellate
Committee

New public management and the administration of justice in the
magistrates’ court, Lord Chancellor’s Department research by Ben
Fitzpatrick, Peter Seago and David Wall (report expected in 2001)

The judiciary in the magistrates’ courts, Rod Morgan and Neil Russell.
Home Office and LCD Occasional Paper 66, 2000

Legislation

An evaluation of the use and effectiveness of the Protection from
Harassment Act 1997, Jessica Harris. Home Office Research Study 203,
2000

The Protection from Harassment Act 1997 — An Evaluation of its use and
effectiveness, Jessica Harris. Home Office Research Findings 130, 2000
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Assessment of Anti-Social Behaviour Orders, Home Office research due
to be completed in autumn 2001

New measures for fine defaulters, persistent petty offenders and others:
reports of the Crime (Sentences) Act 1997 pilots, Robin Elliott and
Jennifer Airs. Home Office Research Findings, 2000

The right of silence: the impact of the Criminal Justice Act 1994, Tom
Bucke, Robert Street and David Brown. Home Office Research Study
199, 2000

Procedure and evidence

A study of requests for disclosure of evidence to third parties in contested
trials, Alan Mackie and John Burrows. Home Office Research Findings
134, 2000

Evaluation of the operation of disclosure law, Home Office research by
Joyce Plotnikoff and Richard Woolfson (final report due for publication
in 2001)

Public confidence

Attitudes to crime and criminal justice: findings from the 1998 British
Crime Survey, Joanna Mattinson and Catriona Mirrlees-Black. Home
Office Research Study 200 and Research Findings 111, 2000

Pilots on provision of information to the public and court users: The
Crown Court Programme, The Court Service

The 2000 British Crime Survey, Home Office Statistical Bulletin 18/00

Confidence in the criminal justice system: findings from the 2000 British
Crime Survey, Catriona Mirrlees-Black, Home Office Research Findings
137, 2001

Race

Problems of perception and lack of trust, Roger Hood and Stephen Shute.
On-going part of LCD Race and the Courts Research Programme

Sentencing

Effectiveness of 1991 Road Traffic Act - sentencing of careless and
dangerous driving offenders, Department of the Environment, Transport
and the Regions

Enforcement of financial penalties, An LCD/Home Office project to
identify best practice in fine enforcement due to report in autumn 2001

Mentally disordered offenders, England and Wales, Home Office
Statistical Bulletin 21/00

Professional awareness in sentencers, Ongoing Home Office research
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Restorative Justice, An initial review of seven such schemes in England
will be published by the Home Office in 2001. (The Youth Justice Board
is also evaluating a number of new schemes for juvenile offenders)

Making punishments work: report of a review of the sentencing
framework for England and Wales, John Halliday. Home Office, July
2001

Technology

Electronically monitored curfew as a condition of bail — report of the
pilot, Jennifer Airs, Robin Elliott and Esther Conrad. Home Office
Occasional Paper, 2000

Home Detention Curfew — the first year of operation; Kath Dodson and
Ed Mortimer. Home Office Research Findings 110, 2000

Pilots on in-court technology (in-court workstation, digital audio
recording, voice enhancement for witnesses, electronic presentation of
evidence): The Crown Court Programme, The Court Service

Forensic science & technology, Home Office research programme (on-
going)

Victims
CPS victim liaison pilots

Public perceptions and victims’ experiences of Victim Support: findings
from the 1998 British Crime Survey Mike Maguire and Jocelyn Kynch.
Home Office, Occasional Paper 2000

The impact of measures recommended in the report ‘Speaking Up For
Justice’ to assist vulnerable and intimidated witnesses give best evidence,
research by Liverpool John Moores and Manchester Universities, in
conjunction with BMRB Social Research. A date for a final report of the
Home Office sponsored project is to be agreed once implementation
dates for the measures are decided

Victim and witness intimidation: key findings from the British Crime
Survey, Roger Tarling, Lizanne Dowds and Tracey Budd. Home Office
Research Findings 124, 2000

Victim Support: findings from the 1998 British Crime Survey, Mike
Maguire and Jocelyn Kynch. Home Office Research Findings 117, 2000

Key findings from the witness satisfaction survey 2000, Emmy
Whitehead, Home Office Research Findings 133, 2001 (a full Home
Office report of survey will be available in 2001)
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Research commissioned for the Criminal Courts Review

Evaluation of the composition of juries based on surveys from Liverpool,
Nottingham and Durham Crown Court centres

The criminal standard of proof — how sure is sure, Michael Zander

What Can the English Legal System learn from jury research published
up to 2000?, Andy Maughan, Angus Stewart and Penny Darbyshire
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APPENDIX IV

THE CURRENT WORKLOAD OF THE CRIMINAL COURTS

Overall caseloads

1 In 1999, the courts of England and Wales dealt with nearly two million
criminal cases. All of these cases had at least one hearing in a magistrates’
court. A minority were subsequently committed, transferred or sent to the
Crown Court. The table below shows the level of court at which cases were

completed:
Crown Court 97,000' 5%
Magistrates’ Court 1,789,000° 95%

[NB all figures in this appendix have been rounded to the nearest 1,000. Any
apparent discrepancies between tables, have arisen because cases are
measured at the point at which they are completed by the relevant court.
Cases completed by the Crown Court during 1999 may well have been
committed or sent there by a magistrates’ court in 1998 (or earlier). Also, the
category of such a case may change after it has been recorded as leaving the

magistrates’ court.]

Categorisation of offences

2 All criminal offences currently fall into one of three categories. Summary
offences, which include most motoring offences and other relatively minor
matters such as drunkenness, common assault and prostitution, are triable
only in a magistrates’ court. ‘Either-way’ offences, including theft, drugs
offences and some involving violence against the person, are triable either by
a magistrates’ court or by the Crown Court. And indictable only offences,
such as murder, rape and robbery, must be tried by the Crown Court. The
1999 caseload (measured at the point at which cases left or were dealt with by

a magistrates’ court) breaks down as follows:

Summary ‘Either-way' Indictable only
1,369,000° 480,000" 33,000
73% 26% 1%

1

magistrates' court)

criminal statistics 1999, Supplementary table S2.1(A) (total for trial + total convicted at

% criminal statistics 1999, Supplementary table S1.1(A) (total proceeded against - committed for trial

or sentence)

3 criminal statistics 1999, Supplementary table S1.1(A) (total proceeded against)
* figures provide by RDS (IRS 6599)
> figures provided by RDS (IRS 6599)
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Summary cases

The table below shows the outcomes of the summary cases dealt with by
magistrates’ courts during 1999:°

Defendants Case terminated in Found not guilty Convicted
proceeded against advance of trial after trial
1,369,000 281,000 24,000 1,064,000

4 Firm data are not available on the number of defendants who plead guilty in
summary cases. Sampling exercises carried out by magistrates’ courts and
reported to the Lord Chancellor’s department during 1999 suggest a guilty
plea is entered in around 55% of summary cases.” It should be noted that the
Crown Prosecution Service, working from a different base, puts the figure
substantially higher.

‘Either-way’ cases

5 Almost half a million ‘either-way’ cases were dealt with by magistrates’
courts in 1999. The outcomes of these cases were as follows:"®

Defendants Case Committed Found not Convicted Convicted
proceeded terminated toCrown guilty after and by summary
against in advance Court for summary sentenced court and

of trial trial trial by summary | committed
court to Crown
Court for
sentence
480,000 133,000 51,000 11,000 266,000 19,000

6 Firm data are not available on the number of those defendants who pleaded
guilty while the case remained in the magistrates’ court. Estimates based on
sampling exercises carried out by magistrates’ courts and reported to the Lord
Chancellor’s department during 1999 suggest that this is the outcome in
around 50% of ‘either-way’ cases. It should be noted that the Crown
Prosecution Service, working from a different base, puts the figure
substantially higher. As explained in paragraph 9, additional guilty pleas
were entered later in respect of those cases committed to the Crown Court for
trial.

7 As the above table illustrates, around 11% of all ‘either-way’ cases were
committed to the Crown Court for trial. In the majority of these cases (nearly
70% according to CPS statistics’), magistrates declined jurisdiction on the
basis that their sentencing powers would be insufficient if the defendant was
convicted. In the remainder of these cases (ie just over 30%), magistrates

© ® 9 o

criminal statistics 1999, Supplementary table S1.1(E)+(F)
estimated using 1999 Time Interval Statistics

criminal statistics 1999, Supplementary table S1.1(E)+(F)
CPS Annual Report 1999/00
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were content to accept jurisdiction, but the defendants elected trial by judge
and jury. Overall, therefore, less than 4% of defendants charged with an
‘either-way’ offence elected to be tried in the Crown Court.

8 The following table shows the outcomes of ‘either-way’ cases completed
during 1999 after being committed to the Crown Court for trial:
Defendants in Case terminated in Not convicted (inc Convicted
‘either-way’ cases advance of trial jury acquittals and
committed to judge ordered/
Crown Court for directed acquittals)
trial
58,000" 2,000 13,000 43,000
9 62% of defendants committed to the Crown Court for trial subsequently
entered a guilty plea. Of the approximately 20,000 defendants who pleaded
not guilty and were tried, 64% were acquitted.
10 The following table' sets out the penalties imposed on defendants charged
with ‘either-way’ offences and sentenced in the Crown Court during 1999. Of
the defendants convicted after being committed for trial, over 55% received a
sentence which was within the powers of a magistrates’ court. Magistrates’
decided to commit about 20,000 defendants to the Crown Court for sentence.
Nearly 60% of these defendants received a sentence which was within the
powers of a magistrates’ court.
Defendants Non- 6 Over 6 Over 12 | Over 18 | Over24 | Over 60
sentenced in | custodial | months | months months months months months
Crown sentence and andupto | andupto | and up to | and up to
Court under 12 18 24 60
for‘either-
way’
offences
Committed 43,000 19,000 5,000 6,000 4,000 3,000 5,000 1,000
for trial
Committed 20,000 7,000 5,000 4,000 2,000 1,000 1,000 <100
for sentence

' figures provided by RDS (IRS 6519¢)
"' figures provided by RDS (IRS 6519c for trials, 6519b for sentences)
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11

12

Indictable only cases

In 1999, in addition to the ‘either-way’ cases committed for trial or sentence,
the Crown Court dealt with just under 17,000 defendants charged with
indictable only offences. The table below shows the outcomes of those cases:

Total proceeded Case terminated in Not convicted (inc Convicted
against advance of trial jury acquittals and
judge ordered/
directed acquittals)
17,000 <500 5,000 12,000

52% of indictable only defendants pleaded guilty. Of the approximately
8,000 defendants who pleaded not guilty and were tried, 62% were acquitted.
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APPENDIX V

BIBLIOGRAPHY FOR RESEARCH PAPER WHAT CAN THE
ENGLISH LEGAL SYSTEM LEARN FROM RESEARCH
PUBLISHED UP TO 2000?

PENNY DARBYSHIRE, ANDY MAUGHAN & ANGUS
STEWART

Jury Excusal and Deferral: J Airs and A Shaw, Home Office Research
and Statistics Directorate Research Study No. 102, 1999

Jury service: a personal observation, Anon., Legal Action Group
Bulletin, December 1979, 278, referred to throughout as the LAG
psychologist.

Why I despair for British Justice, Anon., Daily Mail, 27" December,
1990

Evidence evaluation in jury decision-making, R Arce, Handbook of
Psychology in Legal Contexts (Bull & Carson eds.) 1995

The criminal process — an evaluative study, A Ashworth, (2™ ed.,)
Oxford, 1998

Jury trial,s ] Baldwin and M McConville, Clarendon Press, 1979
The jury and reality, Z Bankowski,
The Jury Under Attack (Findlay & Duff eds.) 1998

Members of the jury, D Barber and G Gordon, Wildwood House, London
1974

The jury is still out: the role of jury science in the modern American
courtroom, J W Barber, ] W Barber, 31 Am Crim L Rev 1225, 1994

Miscarriages of justice in potentially capital cases, H A Bedau & M
Radelet, 40 Stan. L. Rev. 21, 1987

Twelve men and true! Bah humbug, A Bell, 147 NLJ 1857, 1997

Jury selection and bias: debunking invidious stereotypes through science,
M J Bonazzoli, 18 Quinnipiac Law Review 247, 1998

Jury decision making; an empirical study based on actual felony trials, D
L Bridgeman and D Marlowe, 64 Journal of Applied Psychology No 2,
91-98, 1979

How to make jury verdicts less hit and miss, P Brock, The Times 231
April 1980

The University of Chicago jury project, D W Broeder, 38 Nebraska L.R.
744, 1959
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Carlton, Darbyshire, Harris, Hodgetts and Robbins, in separate articles
140 N.L.J. 1264-1276, 1990

Making legal language understandable, R Charrow & V Charrow, 79
Colum.L.Rev.1306, 1979

The law of the other, M Constable, University of Chicago Press, 1964
Contempt of Court Act, 1981
The Jury, W. R. Cornish, Allen Lane, 1970

Learning lessons and speaking rights. Creating educated and democratic
juries, B M Dann, 68 IndLJ 1229, 1993

The Lamp That Shows That Freedom Lives: Is it Worth the Candle?, P
Darbyshire, CrimLR 740, 1991

For the New Lord Chancellor — Some Causes of Concern About
Magistrates, P Darbyshire, CrimLR 861, 1997

The Judge, Devlin
Serving as a juryman in Britain, E Devons, 28 MLR 561, 1964
The case for jury waiver, S Doran & J Jackson, Crim LR 155, 1997

The Scottish criminal jury: a very peculiar institution, P Duff, 62 Law &
Contemporary Problems 173, 1999

Anyone know what the Judge is on about?, C Dyer, The Guardian 17"
July 2000

Hard Cases Make Bad Law, Editorial, 142 NLJ 1293, 1992
A jurors tale, R Eldin, 138 NLJ 37, 1998

Some steps between attitudes and verdicts, P C Ellsworth, in R Hastie,
ed., Inside the Juror, Cambridge University Press, 1993

Report of the Departmental Committee on jury service, Cmnd 2627, 1965

Making jury instructions understandable, A Elwork, B D Sales and J J
Alfini, Charlottesville, VA: Michie, 1982

A ceiling or consistency effect for the comprehension of jury instructions,
P W English & B D Sales, 3 Psychol Pub Pol’y & L 381, 1997

Multi racial juries, S Enright, 141 NLJ 992, 1991

Jury research in America, H S Erlanger, 4 Law & Society Review 345,
1970

The juror under attack, M Findlay & P Duff (eds), Butterworths, 1998

Common sense justice: jurors’ notions of the law, N J Finkel, Cambridge,
MA: Harvard University Press, 1995

Race and the jury: racial disenfranchisement and the search for justice,
H Fukurai, Edward W Butler and Richard Krooth, Plenum Press, 1993
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Cross-sectional jury representation or systematic representation? Simple
random and Cluster Sampling Strategies in Jury Selection, ~ H Fukurai,
E Butler & R Krooth, 19 Journal of Criminal Justice 31-48, 1991

Race, social class and jury participation: new dimensions for evaluating
discrimination in jury service and jury selection, H Fukurai, 24 Journal
of Criminal Justice Nol, 71-88, 1996

The representative jury requirement: jury representatives and cross
sectional participation from beginning to the end of the jury selection
process, H Fukurai, 23 International Journal of Comparative and Applied
Criminal Justice, Nol, 55-90, 1999

Social de-construction of race and affirmative action in jury selection, H.
Fukurai, 11 La Raza LJ 17, 1999

The myths and realities of attorney jury selection folklore and scientific
jury selection: what works?, S M. Fulero and S D Penrod, 17 Ohio NUI
Rev 229, 1990

Explaining the verdict, J Gibbons, 147 N.L.J. 1454, 1997
The Juryman’s Tale, T Grove, 1998

Sec. 12 of the Canada Evidence Act and the deliberation of simulated
juries, V P Hans & A N Doob, 18 Crim. Law q235, 1976

The Arizona jury reform permitting civil jury trial discussions.: The views
of trial participants, judges and jurors ,V P Hans, P L Hannaford and G
T Munsterman, 32 U Mich. JL Ref 349, 1999

Judging the Jury, V P Hans & N Vidmar, New York: Plenum Press, 1986

Why the middle class is a trial, J Harlow, The Sunday Times, 11®
February 1990

Inside the Juror, R Hastie (ed), Cambridge University Press, 1993

Inside the Jury, R Hastie, S D Penrod & N Pennington, Harvard
University Press, 1983

Magistrates Court or Crown Court? Mode of trial decisions and
sentencing, C Hedderman & D Moxon, Home Office Research Study
nol25, 1992

Racism, impartiality and juries, P Herbert, 145 New Law Journal 1138,
1995

Instructing jurors: a field experiment with written and preliminary
instructions, L Heuer & S D Penrod, Law and Human Behaviour, 13 at
409, 1989

The effect of jury nullification instruction on verdicts and jury
functioning in criminal trials, 1 A Horowitz, 9 Law and Human
Behaviour 25, 1985

The value of jury trial, J Jackson, in Criminal Justice (Attwood &
Goldberg eds) pp87-93, 1995
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Judge without jury: Diplock trials in the adversarial system, J Jackson &
S Doran, Oxford, 1995

The Jury System in Contemporary Ireland: In the Shadow of a Troubled
Past, J Jackson, K Quinn & T O’Malley, 62 Law & Contemporary
Problems 203, 1999

Black innocence and the white jury, S L Johnson, 83 Mich.L.R. 1611,
1985

Judicial Studies Board

Defining the standard of proof in jury instructions, D K Kagehiro,
Psychological Science 194, 1990

Jury Representativeness: A Mandate for Multiple Source Lists, D Kairys,
J Kadane and J P Lehoczky, 65 California Law Review 776-827, 1977

The American Jury, H Kalven & H Zeisel, Little Brown & Company,
Boston, 1966

Reducing the effects of juror bias, M F Kaplan & L E Miller, In The Jury
Box (Wrightsman, Kassin and Willis eds) p114

Dirty tricks of cross-examinations, S M Kassin et al,. 14 Law & Hum
Behav 373, 1990

Final Report of the Blue Ribbon Commission on Jury System
Improvement, J Clark Kelso, 47 Hastings L J 1433, 1996

The Route to Clear Jury Instructions, J Kimble, 78 Michigan Bar Journal
1406, 1999

Postconviction review of jury discrimination: measuring the effects of
Jjuror race on juror decisions, NJ King, 92 MichLR 63, 1993

The American criminal jury, N J King, 62 Law & Contemporary
Problems 41, 1999

Stratified juror selection: cross section by design, N King and G T
Munsterman, 79 Judicature No5, 273, 1996

Deliberating juror pre-deliberation discussions: should California follow
the Arizona model?, N K Lakamp, 45 UCLA Law Review 845, 1998

Lawtel
D Leigh and R Lustig, in two articles in The Observer, 23" August 1981

Telling tales in court: trial procedure and the story model, R Lempert,
Cardoza LR vol.13:559, 1991

What social science teaches us about the jury instruction process, J D
Lieberman & B D Sales, 3 PsycholPubPol’y & L 589, 1997

The effects on juries of hearing about the defendant’s previous criminal
record: a simulation study, S Lloyd-Bostock, Crim LR 734, 2000
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Decline of the ‘Little Parliament’: juries and jury reform in England and
Wales, S Lloyd-Bostock & C Thomas, 62 Law & Contemporary
Problems 7, 1999

The trials of a UK juryman, S Lofthouse, 142 NLJ 561, 1992

Reducing the Trials of Jury Service, Lord Chancellor’s Department, Press
Release, 31 August 2000

Jury research in England and the United States, S McCabe, 14 BJ Crim
276, 1974

The Shadow Jury at Work, S McCabe & Robert Purves, Oxford
University Penal Research Unit, 1972

R v McCalla, CrimLR 335, 1986

Burdens of proof, degrees of belief, quanta of evidence, or Constitutional
guarantees?, C M A McCauliff, 35 Vand.L.Rev 1293, 1982

Criminal justice in crisis, M McConville and L Bridges, Edward Elgar,
1994

The system in black and white: exploring the connections between race,
crime and justice, (Markowitz & Jones-Brown, eds) Praeger, 2000

Jury selection in the United States: are there lessons to be learned?, R
May, CrimLR 270, 1998

Juror characteristics: to what extent are they related to jury verdicts?, C
J Mills and W E Bohannon, 64 Judicature Number 1, June/July 1980, 23-
31, 1980

The psychology of jury persuasion, M O Miller & T A Mauet, 22 Am J
Trial Advoc. 549, 1999

The criminal standard of proof ,J] W Montgomery, 148 NLJ 582, 1998

Scientific juror selection: sex as a moderator of demographic and
personality predictors of empanelled felony juror behaviour, Moran and
Comfort, 43 Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, No5, 1982

The Jury and the Legal System, G Mungham and Z Bankowski, in P
Carlen, The Sociology of Law, P Carlen, University of Keele,
Staffordshire, 1976

A Brief History of State Jury Reform Efforts, G T Munsterman, 79
Judicature, Number 5, March-April, 1996

The search for jury representativeness, G T Munsterman & J T
Munsterman, 11 Justice System Journal (1) 59-78, 1986

Criminal Justice Process, N Padfield, (2™ ed) Butterworths, 1999

A cognitive theory of juror decision making: the story model, N
Pennington & R Hastie, Cardoza LR vol 13:519, 1991

Statistics on race and the criminal justice system — the 1995 British
Crime Survey, Percy, Home Office Publications, 1998
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Reasonable and other doubts: the problem of jury instructions, R C
Power, 67 Tenn L R 45, 1999

Practice Note, 3 All ER 240, 1988

Jury deliberations, voting and verdict trends, JP Reed, 45 Social Scene
Quarterly 361 370, 1965

Judge and jury: the Crown Court in action, P Robertshaw, Dartmouth
Publishing Company, 1995

The Roskill Report, Fraud Trials Committee Report, London, HMSO,
1986

Social psychology in court, Saks and Hastie, Van Nostrand Reinhold
Company, 1978

What do jury experiments tell us about how juries (should) make
decisions?, M J Saks, 6 S Cal Interdisciplinary LJ 1, 1997

Jurors and their Verdicts, A P Sealy and W R Cornish, 36 Modern Law
Review 496, 1973

The vanishing juror: why are there not enough available jurors?, R
Seltzer, 20 The Justice System Journal No3 203-218, 1999

Improving the ability of jurors to comprehend and apply criminal jury
instructions, L J Severance & E F Loftus, Law & Society Review, 17,
1982

A more active jury: has Arizona set the standard for reform with its new
jury rules?, J E Shtabsky, 28 AZSLJ 1009, 1996

The Jury and The Defence of Insanity, R J Simon, Little, Brown and co
Boston

The jury system in America: a critical overview, R J Simon (ed), Sage
Publications, 1975

Commensurability: understanding jury research and juror information
processing, M S Sobus, 65 Def Couns J 408, 1998

Where is justice for the jury?, L Spence, The Times 6™ August 1991

Jury instructions: a persistent failure to communicate ;W W Steele & E
G Thornbug, 67 NCLRev 77, 1988

The psychology of criminal justice, G M Stephenson, Blackwell-Oxford,
1992

Procedural justice: a psychological analysis, J Thibaut & L Walker,
1975

Jury selection procedures, Van Dyke, Ballinger Publishing Company,
1977

Evidence and outcome: a comparison of contested trials in the
magistrates’ courts and the Crown Court, J Vennard, Home Office
Research Unit, London, 1986
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The use of peremptory challenge and stand by of jurors and their
relationship with trial outcome, J Vennard and David Riley, Crim LR
723, 1998

World jury systems, N Vidmar (ed) Oxford, 2000

The Canadian criminal jury, N Vidmar, 62 Law & Contemporary
Problems 141, 1999

Juries and expert evidence: social framework testimony, N Vidmar & R
A Schuller, 52 Law & Contemp Probs 133, 1989

Juror decision making: the importance of evidence, C A Visher, 11 Law
and Human Behaviour, Nol, 1-17, 1987

Criminal Justice — Text & Materials, M Wasik & T Gibbons, Addison
Wesley Longman, 1998

Westlaw

Beauty and the Beast: physical appearance discrimination in American
criminal trials, D L Wiley, 27 St, Mary’s LJ 193, 1995

Jury source representativeness and the use of voter registration list,s C
Williams, New York University Law Review, 590, 1990

On the inefficacy of limiting instructions, R Wissler & M Saks, 9 Law &
Hum Behav 37, 1986

Criminal trials: curtailing the judge’s summing-up function, D
Wolchover, The Law Society Gazette at p363, 5™ Feb 1986

Should judges sum up the facts?, D Wolchover, Crim LR 784, 1989

In the jury box, L S Wrightsman, S M Kassin, C E Willis (eds), Sage,
1987

Colour blindness in the jury room, P Wynn Davis, The Independent, 29"
June 1990

Juries in criminal trials, W Young, N Cameron and Y Tinsley, New
Zealand Law Commission Preliminary Paper no 37, 1999

Cases and materials on the English legal system, M Zander, (8th ed.)
Butterworths, 1999

The Royal Commission on Criminal Justice, Research Study no 19:
Crown Court Study, M Zander & P Henderson, HMSO, 1993

"Convincing empirical evidence’ on the six member jury, H Zeisel & S
Steadman Diamond, 41 University of Chicago Law Review 281, 1974

The effect of peremptory challenges on jury and verdict: an experiment in
a Federal District Court, H Zeisel and S Seidman Diamond, 30 Stanford
Law Review 491-531, 1978

The jury on trial, H B Zobel, July-Aug. Am Heritage at 42, reported in
105 Yale LJ 2285, 1995
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