We explored if two Unconscious Bias Juror (UBJ) remedies
could reduce racial bias in an aggravated battery trial.

Actual courts currently use UBJ video and instructions as
iImplicit bias remedies (developed by the United States
District Court, Western District of Washington, 2017),

but no prior study has tested its efficacy.

Overall, the UBJ remedies did not effectively reduce racial bias;
however, they did influence juror decision making in important ways.

Verdicts.

Analyzed using a loglinear ANOVA and Chi-square test.

White jurors were more likely than Black Jurors to find the
defendant not guilty, regardless of defendant race (see Figure 1),
X4(1, 554) = 4.13, V= .09, p=.04.

The UBJ video and UBJ instructions did not impact verdicts.

Sentence.

Analyzed using a Factorial ANOVA.

White jurors (vs. Black) rendered shorter sentences, regardless of
defendant race (see Figure 2), x4(1, 235) = 6.59, w?= .02, p=.01.
Exposure to only ONE UBJ remedy resulted in shorter sentences in
Black jurors as compared to White jurors (see Figures 3 and 4).
When NEITHER remedy was present, or BOTH were present, Black
jurors provided longer sentences than White (see Figures 3 and 4).

Conclusions.

White jurors’ leniency can be attributed to the elevated status of the
defendant (Skolnick & Shaw, 1997), making the status of the
defendant (an elite college athlete) more impactful.
The remedies did not effectively reduce racially biased verdicts.

« Remedies did result in less punitive outcomes overall.
The remedies’ lack of effect may be due to recent prolific events that
made race salient, leading to White people correcting their biases in
attempt to appear impartial (Ingriselli, 2015).

Limitations.



