The Jury system relies on jurors who can be impartial during a trial and use evidence shown to them to make a decision on whether or not they come to the conclusion if a defendant is guilty or not. Numerous studies and articles have shown that likely is not the case because  “they bring to the jury their own backgrounds and prejudices and their own processes for making decisions’’ (Gunnell & Ceci, 2010, p. 850). This makes for a huge pushback for the American justice system because the sixth amendment gives everyone the right to a trial by jury. If a defendant can’t have an unbiased trial, then they could likely be judged more harshly when having a jury judging them on their characteristics (Gunnell & Ceci, 2010, p. 851). One study determined if attractiveness was a factor in deciding if a defendant is guilty. (Gunnell & Ceci, 2010, p.851) Their results showed that was the most consistent factor in changing defendant guilt. They saw that defendants that were considered more attractive likely had a lesser sentence or were found not-guilty when compared to defendants who were not considered conventionally attractive. This study either classified participants as experiential or rational processors,(Gunnell & Ceci, 2010, p.855) and found that E-processors were 22% more likely to convict less attractive defendants and sentenced them for an average of 22 months longer in prison. There was also a trend for E-processors to rate less attractive defendants as the type of person who commits a crime.(Gunnell & Ceci, 2010, p.868) 
	The reliability of the original and revised legal attitudes questionnaire was tested in one study. In both cases, “subjects who convicted,  in comparison to those who acquitted, scored significantly higher on the Authoritarian subscale”. (Kravitz et. al, 1993, p.663) Three studies found that the Authoritarian subscale predicted the tendency to convict. The predictive validity of the Equalitarianism subscale is ambiguous. ( Kravitz et. al, 1993, p.664) There does need to be more research done because the research for the RLAQ has been ad hoc and limited. (Kravitz et. al, 1993, p.665) Because the RLAQ force subjects to make discriminations, they will choose to leave these questions blank, therefore each subject was coded based on if the subject provided complete participation in the study. The reliability for the RLAQ is .63, and the subscales range from .45 to .62. (Kravitz et. al, 1993, p.670)
Depending on the defendant's race, victims race and juror gender-there will be a difference in the way that evidence is processed. This study found that subtle racism makes it more likely that white jurors will base their decisions on racial issues when race is not a paramount factor in the trial. (ForsterLee et al., 2006, p.180) This article cited that “jurors process information by relying on stereotypical information such as ethnicity,” (ForsterLee et al., 2006, p.181) The race of the victim is a significant factor of whether or not there will be a death sentence. It has actually been seen that white on white violence is met with harsher sentences than black on white violence. There is also evidence that shows when the victim is Black, the defendant is less likely to receive a death penalty. (ForsterLee et al., 2006, p.181) As for the jurors, it has been found that women are more conviction prone compared to their male counterparts. Women are found to be more empathetic towards the victim and therefore want harsher sentences for the defendant. (ForsterLee et al., 2006, p.182) 
Going along those lines, several studies has found that cases with female victims are more likely to receive the death penalty. (Williams et al., 2008, p.5) This is because defendants who murder women will be perceived by the jurors as more dangerous and more blameworthy then defendants who kill men. (Williams et al., 2008, p.5) There is considerable symbolic power in the United States os white female victimization and they may be perceived as the group that needs the most protection from violence. (Williams et al., 2008, p.7) There is likely juror bias in every case that goes through the justice system. Being able to understand why and how this happens could be extremely helpful in future cases and studies. 
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