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The jury system is not an oft-glamorized aspect of democracy. Simply put, being 

on a jury is not convenient. Time must be taken off work and away from family and 

friends to go to the court house and wait first to be interviewed, then maybe selected to be 

a juror. For those chosen, they have many hours in court and in deliberation ahead of 

them. In a world where things are valued for their speed and efficiency, Americans have 

come to view their duty to the court system as a hassle. When full dinners can be picked 

up in five minutes and what took an artisan days to create can now be mass-produced in a 

matter of seconds, it is hard to commit yourself to a system that is methodical and 

entirely hands-on, and often slow. 

However, that is what a commitment to justice takes. If corners were cut, details 

were glanced over, then the system would become useless. Quality is often lost when 

quantity or speed becomes top priority. However, the American jury system’s value lies 

in its commitment to quality and thoroughness, a value that is hard to appreciate when 

thoroughness can mean inconvenience to daily schedules and the sacrifice of expediency. 

Another difficulty of jury duty is deciding the verdict, a verdict that can have 

repercussions affecting all involved, including the jury. In Beyond Reasonable Doubt, a 

play by Jeffery Archer, the judge tells the jury, “In my experience it is always those who 

have never been in court who are most certain as to what the verdict should be” (1). 

While-appearing for jury duty may be simply inconvenient, it is the actual deliberation 

process that may challenge a juror’s ethics and beliefs, and the juror may ultimately have 

to decide whether to side with the law or his own moral convictions. Furthermore. the 

jury may only find someone guilty if the guilty has been proven to them “beyond 

reasonable doubt” in the court proceedings. Jurors must be wary of going with gut 

         



  

instinct and must look at the evidence dispassionately and with a critical eye, and may 

even have to let someone they feel is guilty go free based on lack of sufficient evidence. 

Jury duty is not easy. 

Democracy, a system of government that insists on the participation of its 

citizens, isn’t easy, and our founding fathers believed that the jury system is a crucial part 

of the Democratic process. Thomas Jefferson is says, “I consider trial by jury as the only 

anchor ever yet imagined by man, by which a government can be held to the principles of 

its constitution” (The Jury Rights Project). It isn’t easy to assemble a group of people 

who will accurately reflect the people of America and who will be able to look at the case 

with a fair and impartial eye, and it certainly isn’t time-efficient, either, but Thomas 

Jefferson saw, as we should, that if we were to forfeit the jury system, democracy itself 

would be at risk. 

  

The founding fathers saw that when a nation was ruled by oligarchy, repression of 

the majority would inevitably occur. This country was founded on revolution against that 

system of government. Trying to distance themselves from the government in England, 

the framers of our constitution strived to found a government that left behind the ways of 

their former sovereign. They set up an intricate system of checks and balances within the 

three branches of government that made sure no one person would be too powerful. 

However. even then power was not entirely surrendered to the three branches of 

government. The founding fathers made sure that the people of America would be 

included in all three branches of government. surrendering a huge amount of power to 

them. For the Executive and Legislative branches. that meant the power to choose those 

  
who will represent them. but the people's real power lies in the judicial system. For in the 

   



other systems, the people’s true voice- the ones the politicians have no choice but to 

listen to- begins and ends on the first Tuesday in November. In the judicial system, 

however, when there is trial by jury, the people are not at the mercy of those in power. 

Those in power are at the mercy of the people, and the people are given enormous 

authority and responsibility, and those given that responsibility must not take their duty 

lightly. The jury’s decision can carry enormous weight for countless lives. 

It is not often easy to answer the challenge of the founders of our country. 

Democracy is by its very nature hard. The framers of the constitution did not patronize 

the people of their country, and because of there faith in us we are forced to rise to the 

occasion. They created a government in which people were not to be spoken down to, 

they were to be answered to. John Jay, first chief justice of the Supreme Court, said that, 

“The jury has a right to judge both the law as well as the fact in controversy” (The Jury 

Rights Project). That in itself is an enormous task, but it sends with it a powerful 

message. The people may not make the laws, but the people will eventually have to judge 

them. In the end, it is not the lawyers or witnesses or even the judge who decides the fate 

of those being challenged. it is the jury, a group meant to represent the American people. 

Ef the jury system is seen this way, as a commitment to democracy that is a cornerstone of 

our nation and part of what makes it a government of the people, then it will stop being 

seen as an inconvenience.and instead as service to justice and the continuation of 

democracy in America. 

         


