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Bracketing

• Implicit bias exists across environments and toward a wide variety of individuals and social groups4.
• Implicit racial bias can influence criminal justice procedure and outcomes5,6,7.
• While some district courts have attempted to mitigate the effect of implicit bias on jurors’ decisions 

through special instructions8, the efficacy of such instructions remains understudied9.

Participants
Participants (N = 217) were recruited from Amazon’s Mechanical Turk and compensated $1.00 for 
participating.

Participants did not find Black 
defendants guilty more often than 
White defendants, nor were there 
significant effects of defendant 
race for any of the additional 
measures.

Error bars represent standard 
deviations.

* Implicit bias instruction excerpted from “Duty of Jury” preliminary instruction to be given before opening statements, Model Ninth Circuit Criminal
Instruction 1.1, Western District of Washington State.

**Sentencing options were proposed by two prosecuting attorneys working in state criminal courts. The sentencing options were converted into a 6-point
numerical scale (1 = least severe option; 6 = most severe option) for analysis.

Implicit bias instruction did not
influence rate at which participants’ 
found Black defendants guilty, nor did 
instruction influence ratings on any of 
the additional measures, but we could 
not fully assess the effect of the 
instruction given the aforementioned 
lack of baseline bias. 

Error bars represent standard deviations.

Battery case: χ2 = 2.15e-31, p = 1; Robbery case: χ2 = 1.00e-31, p = 1; Shoplifting case: χ2 = 0.79, p = .374
All additional outcome measures, across all three cases: p > .05

Battery case: χ2 = 1.02e-30, p = 1; Robbery case: χ2 = 0.00, p = 1; Shoplifting case: χ2 = .045, p = .831
All additional outcome measures, across all three cases: p > .05

Fig. 3: How strong is the case in favor 
of the defense?

Fig. 4: How responsible is the defendant 
for the crime?

Fig. 5: Please rate the defendant on the extent to which he possesses each of the following 
characteristics.

Unlike previous studies investigating juror race bias10,11, the present study also investigated baseline
differences in judgments depending on participant (i.e., mock juror) race, independent of defendant race
and instruction condition.

There was a strong pattern of differences between White and Black participants’ evaluations of case
materials, such as:

• Black participants rated the strength of the defense’s case higher than White participants across all three
cases (Fig. 3).

• White participants rated the defendants as more responsible for the crime than Black participants in the
battery and robbery cases while Black participants rated the defendants as more responsible than White
participants in the shoplifting case (Fig. 4).

• White participants rated the defendants as more culpable for the crimes than Black participants, based
on a defendant characteristics scale score, in the battery and robbery cases (Fig. 5).

Despite the lack of studies on this topic, it is reasonable to think that Black and White individuals could
have “different race-related motivations when they serve as jurors,” such as Black jurors evaluating cases
with more concern for institutional bias in mind12. Ultimately, if there are in fact baseline racial
differences in juror decision-making (i.e., if future studies focusing on juror race differences can replicate
the present finding), then that offers an additional avenue for consideration and intervention, such as
substantiating an argument for racial diversity in jury panels.

Battery: t = 4.28, p < .001 
Robbery: t = 5.15, p < .001 
Shoplifting: t = 3.67, p = .001
Error bars represent standard deviations.

Battery: t = -2.30, p = .03
Robbery: t = -2.14, p = .036
Shoplifting: t = 2.17, p = .032
Error bars represent standard deviations.

Battery: t = -1.85, p = .003; Robbery: t = -3.31, p = .002; Shoplifting: t = -1.04, p > .05
Error bars represent standard deviations.

Lifetime Likelihood of 
Imprisonment by Race3

In the United States,
African Americans represent…
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Results – Planned Analyses

Methods

Participants did not show baseline bias against which to assess the effect of the implicit bias jury
instruction.

This may be due to:
• A lack of ambiguity in defendant guilt
• A lack of mundane realism (i.e., the study was not sufficiently similar to a real courtroom trial for

juror bias to present itself)
• Necessity of reinforcement through multiple instructions

38% of Prison Population2
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Participants were asked to evaluate 
3 separate criminal cases

(Battery; Robbery; Shoplifting)

Jury Instruction 
Manipulation
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Instruction*)

Defendant Race 
Manipulation

(Black v. White Defendant)

Verdict decision 
(”Guilty” or “Not Guilty”)

Sentencing Recommendation**

Defendant Culpability Ratings

Between-subjects design (Instruction Condition X Defendant Race)

Case Strength Ratings

Defendant Characteristics Scale
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Research Question: Is an implicit bias jury instruction sufficient to reduce mock jurors’ presentation 
of bias in their judicial decisions?

Reshape the current study before concluding that implicit juror bias does not exist.

The present study’s inability to replicate previously established implicit juror racial bias10,11 should not be
viewed as justification that such bias has vanished. Statistics such as those presented in the Introduction
continue to suggest bias interferes with colorblind justice.

Rethink bias interventions.

Intervention during jury deliberation. Courts can instruct jurors to engage in a “checks and balances”
system for bias mitigation during deliberation, such that jurors “watch out” for evidence of implicit bias
in other jurors’ decision-making.

During jury selection. Questioning potential jurors about their racial attitudes can “serve to remind
Whites of their egalitarian values, suppressing the eventual expression of racial bias”16.

During the trial. Studies have shown that an attorney’s description of the “role race played in [a given] 
incident was enough to lead White jurors to render nonprejudiced judgments of a Black defendant”16.
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For further information regarding this project, please contact 
Hannah Bolotin (hbolotin@wesleyan.edu).

Fig. 2: Does the implicit bias instruction influence the rate at which the Black defendant is 
found guilty?

Fig. 1: Are Black defendants rated as guilty more often than White defendants?
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