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Courtroom assigned! One after another, Sheriff's Deputies come to call out a list of potential jurors to report to various
courtrooms. | sit, comparing myself to the Schoolhouse Rock “Bill,” sitting on Capitol Hill, just waiting for the possibility of
getting called, only to be “stuck in committee” for who knows how long. For now, it appears | am headed — along with 29 of
my community “peers” — to a courtroom to face “voir dire,” which derives, as the Chief Judge so ably explained during the
informative orientation video, from an old French term meaning “to tell the truth” — my French is rusty enough that | decide not
to challenge the judge on this one!

“Wait right here, and I'll be back to take you to the courtroom,” the Deputy tells us after assuring we are all present and
accounted for.

One step closer, and my thoughts return to how unlikely it is that, as a trial lawyer myself, | will survive voir dire to make it to
one of the comfy seats in the jury box. Telling the truth won’t be an issue, obviously. The threshold question is whether the
lawyers on the case like my answers. In the video, Judge White cautioned that one or more of us might be subject to an

attorney’s “strike” and not to take it personally or to take offense if that happens. Yeah, right! How else to interpret being

stricken other than: “Juror X, you are exactly the kind of person we don’t want deciding the fate of our client. Buh-bye!”

Still, we all have our biases, whether we recognize them or not. As trial attorneys, we are called upon to engineer trial
scenarios most favorable for our client, including evaluating and striving for the most potentially favorably pre-disposed jury
possible — or, in any event, one that is the least unfavorably pre-disposed! But, this day, | am not the one doing the
engineering. This day, my own predispositions are subject to being exposed — or worse . . . presumed! . . . guessed at by
those who will be forced to consider, as they must with each potential juror, whether having me, a trial attorney, on their jury
panel is a pro or a con for their client’s case.

When the attorneys “rest” their case and the jury leaves to deliberate the outcome, will my presence in the room help or hurt
their chances of success? Essentially, the attorneys on the case must decide whether my professional experience is more or
less likely to be a positive factor for them. Will | be open-minded and able to decide the case based only on the evidence
presented? Will | influence others on the jury to consider things that perhaps only | observed during the trial because of my
own trial experience (evidentiary shortcomings?) or be called upon to explain what something meant (a legal objection
sustained or an instruction from the judge), or perhaps even resolve legal questions ordinarily brought to the judge’s
attention? And, ultimately, will it be better or worse for their client if | am in the jury room with the possibility of any or all of the
above.
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Whoa! Pump the brakes, big guy! Reality check. We’re still sitting in the jury assembly room, awaiting the Deputy’s return to
take us to the courtroom. | wonder what kind of case we’ll be assigned . . . civil or criminal? Will it be an attorney | know?
Here comes the Deputy now . . .. Juror 996642 ready for voir dire!
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