
Soon I will be starting my second year of law school at '. Since attending

undergraduate school, I have been researching and studying ways to improve the criminal justice

system. I structured my classes around this goal by completing courses in law, criminal justice,

philosophy, and psychology. In an eyewitness testimony course, I learned about the

shortcomings of eyewitness memory and about strategies for obtaining more accurate

descriptions when interviewing witnesses. This course also introduced me to studies which show

that eyewitness identification and even fingerprint identification is not as accurate as the

population generally believes it to be. Such inaccuracies have led to hundreds offalse

convictions where defendants have now been exonerated thanks to DNA evidence.

In other classes I researched jury bias in courtrooms and ways in which it can be

decreased. Such biases researched include those based on race and gender in addition to those

introduced through group dynamics. All my undergraduate research culminated in an honors

thesis about jury bias which primarily focused on bias introduced by courtroom layout and

procedures. My research suggests that the party who sits closest to the jury, namely the

prosecution, has a slight advantage over the further party. This implicit bias is called propinquity,

or proximity, and is based in part by the mere exposure effect. The government's rationale for

their closer placement is that they have the burden of proof, therefore they should enjoy this

advantage because of their more difficult task. I disagree. Intentionally designing the courhoom

to benefit the prosecution essentially assumes that the defendant is guilty. Implicit biases are

implicit in nature so they cannot be discovered during voir dire. In fact, the use of leading

questions during voir dire can even inhoduce new biases or exacerbate existing ones.



Additionally, such a bias may raise Sixth Amendment concerns since the jury is not fair or

impartial due to implicit bias.

Due to rule 606 in the Rules of Evidence juror biases or inadequacies revealed throughout

the course of the trail cannot be used in an appeal. Traditionally, there has been no exception to

this rule, even ifjurors are drug or even sleeping through the course of the trial. However, this

has recently changed in a recent Supreme Court case, Pena-Rodriguez v. Colorado. Here, the

Supreme Court has provided an exception to the no-impeachment rule when a juror relies on

their explicit racial bias to reach a decision. This decision was based on the requirements of the

Sixth Amendment and is limited to juror conduct involving explicit racial stereotypes. My hope

is that I can continue my research at the juncture of psychology and law to expose biases in the

jury system so that the nation can work to better ensure a fair and impartial jury.

Since starting law school, I have been fortunate enough to be awarded a research

fellowship with the Center for Legal and Court Technology. Here I have been able to continue

researching in the field of psychology and law. I have been studying how communicating

remotely influences the relationship between an attorney and their clients and staff members. The

article with the results of my research and study will also include advice on how to best utilize

remote technologies while still maintaining the attorney-client privilege. Although my current

research is not focused on jury dynamics it can have a broad effect on the criminal justice

system. Remote technologies can be utilized to allow attorneys to reach clients in rural areas in

addition to allowing defendants and plaintiffs to work with attorneys who speak their native

language. This research will be particularly significant in deportation proceedings for illegal

immigrants. These immigrants tend to be held in rural areas which are not easily accessible to

attorneys. This is concerning because illegal immigrants without representation are less likely to



appeal deportation decisions, even when they are entitled to do so. Remote communication will

not only allow immigrants to retain attorneys who speak their native language but will also give

them access to more attorneys willing to help them, including pro bono ones.

Besides immigrants, remote technologies can also help the average defendant. For

example, impoverished defendants would have greater access to pro bono attorneys. Remote

technology can also assist both sides in a criminal trial. Experts from different states can be

brought into the courtroom remotely and victims could testifu in court without having to be

physically near their alleged aggressor. Favorable results in my study could encourage greater

use of remote technology in the legal field and break down geographic barriers.

This summer I have been volunteering as a summer clerk at the United States Attorney's

Office. Here I assist attorneys in the criminal division with prosecution and work with federal

agencies throughout the course of an investigation and trial. My experience working with both

the criminal and civil divisions has exposed me to court proceedings and to regulations unique to

litigating against the federal government. My time spent at the U.S. Attorney's Office will help

prepare me for a future legal career where I will understand which criminal charges are

appropriate and when practices in the criminal justice system should be challenged. This

internship will also provide me the opportunity to flrrther study juries by observing voir dire

during jury selection and by watching jury trials.

My next step is to raise awareness of problems in the criminal justice system by working

on getting my research published. My research not only reveals problems in the criminal justice

systems but also proposes solutions to best mitigate those problems. Through legal practice and

research, I wish to assist in reforming the criminal justice system in ways which go beyond pro

bono work.


