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Jury nobbling 
Giles Bayliss 

The term ‘jury nobbling’ refers to the actual or attempted influence of one or more jury members 
through intimidation or inducement. One reason for the introduction of majority verdicts in the Criminal 
Justice Act 1967 was to counter the risk of jury nobbling by professional criminals. 

The extent of attempted jury intimidation is unclear. In 2003 senior police officers put the figure for 
England and Wales at between 60 and 100 cases per year, with judges ordering jury protection in ten 
to 15 cases a year (see the link to the Telegraph article below). 

Concern over the issue has resulted in a number of legislative changes over the last 20 years. The 
Criminal Justice and Public Order Act 1994 introduced a specific offence of intimidating or 
threatening witnesses or jurors.  In 2004 the mother of Maxine Carr (girlfriend of Soham murderer Ian 
Huntley) was jailed under this provision for threatening one of the witnesses at the trial of her 
daughter: http://www.theguardian.com/uk/2004/jul/22/soham.ukcrime  

Further change was introduced in the Criminal Procedure and Investigation Act 1996. This 
provides that where a person has been acquitted of an offence and someone else is later convicted of 
interfering with or intimidating a juror or witness, then the acquittal can be set aside by a High Court 
judge and a retrial ordered.   

Trial by judge alone 
Under section 44 of the Criminal Justice Act 2003 a Crown Court judge can authorise a trial by a 
judge sitting without a jury.  This occurred for the first time in in the case of Twomey & Others (2009).   

http://www.theguardian.com/uk/2009/jun/18/john-twomey-trial-without-jury 

http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-england-london-12238035 

http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/uk/8592505.stm 

Section 46 of the same Act permits a judge to discharge a jury once a trial has commenced where 
there is evidence of jury tampering and it would be fair to the defendant to continue without a jury. This 
provision was used for the first time in the Guthrie case in 2011 (see below). 

Find out more 
Article by Clare Dyer in the Guardian (April 2000): 
http://www.theguardian.com/uk/2000/apr/25/tonymartin.ukcrime 

Article in the Telegraph by John Steele (July 2003): 

http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/uknews/1436661/Attempts-to-nobble-100-juries-a-year.html 

Article by Jason Bennetto in the Independent (January 1996): 
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http://www.independent.co.uk/news/expoliceman-jailed-over-jury-nobbling-1325767.html  

Article on the BBC website about the Guthrie case in 2011, in which a judge discharged the jury after 
allegations of an illegal approach to jurors came to light.  She went on to decide the case in the 
absence of the jury, relying on the provision in section 46 Criminal Justice Act 2003. The decision was 
later upheld by the Court of Appeal: http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-13797562 

This resource is part of A-LEVEL LAW REVIEW, a magazine written for A-level students by subject 
experts. To subscribe to the full magazine go to www.hoddereducation.co.uk/lawreview 


