ADDENDUM A
PANEL VOIR DIRE
I.
Pretrial Procedure
Any attorney or self-represented party who requests panel voir dire shall serve and file a motion requesting leave to do so in accordance with District Court Standing Order 1-18: Voir Dire Protocol. The motion shall identify the general areas of panel inquiry by topic, recognizing some topics must be raised with each juror individually.
 The trial judge may, in the exercise of discretion, require attorneys and self-represented parties to submit the specific language of the proposed questions for pre-approval. The motion and any responsive filing shall also include a concise description of the case, along with any proposed language for brief preliminary instructions on principles of law to be given pursuant to paragraph 2(b) below. 
The trial judge should inform the parties of any reasonable time limit the trial judge has set for examination of each panel of prospective jurors by attorneys or self-represented parties, giving due regard to: (a) the objective of identifying explicit and implicit bias in fairness to all parties; (b) the interests of the public and of the parties in reasonable expedition, in proportion to the nature and seriousness of the case and the extent of the anticipated evidence; and (c) the needs of cases scheduled in other sessions drawing on the same jury pool for access to prospective jurors.
II.
Venire Examination
Before any questioning of a juror panel by attorneys or self-represented parties, or at such other time as the trial judge deems most appropriate, the trial judge should:
a. provide the venire with a brief description of the case, including the nature of the facts alleged and of the claims or charges; 
b. provide the venire with brief, preliminary instructions on significant legal principles pertinent to the case. Such instructions should include a brief recitation of the burden and standard of proof, the elements of at least the primary civil claim or at least the most serious criminal charge, if appropriate to the case and requested by counsel or a self-represented party, the elements of any affirmative defense that will be presented to the jury, and, in criminal cases, the defendant’s right not to testify or to present any evidence;
c. explain the impanelment process and inform the jurors that any juror who finds either a particular question or the process of questioning by attorneys or self-represented parties intrusive on the juror’s privacy may request that steps be taken to protect the privacy of any information disclosed;
d. ask all questions required by statute or case law and any additional questions the trial judge deems appropriate in light of the nature of the case and the issues expected to be raised;
e. conduct individual voir dire of those jurors who will be part of the panel voir dire. 

The trial judge should then hear challenges for cause based upon the initial questioning of the venire and individual voir dire. 
III.
Panel Examination
After the initial questions are asked, and individual voir dire is conducted, the judge shall seat the jurors found preliminarily indifferent as a panel.  There are various versions of panel voir dire that may be employed in the District Court.  The judge may employ multiple panels or a single panel depending upon recording capabilities, the size and physical layout of a courtroom, jury box, or jury venire, and the number of court officers.  If more than one panel is used, the judge should consider whether the jurors who remain qualified should be temporarily excused from the courtroom while the next panel is seated and questioned.
 

a. The parties shall then proceed with questioning the panel. Parties with the burden of proof shall conduct their questioning first. In cases with multiple parties on a side, the parties on each side shall agree as to an order in which to proceed. In the absence of agreement, the judge shall assign an order. The attorney or party may pose questions to the entire panel or to individual members.
b. Throughout the proceedings, attorneys and self-represented parties at the trial are responsible for correcting any misstatement as to juror numbers and seat numbers being read for the record.
c. If the trial judge has not already done so, he or she shall remind the jurors that during such questioning a juror may request to respond to a question outside the presence of other jurors. 
d. The trial judge and the attorneys participating shall at all times during panel questioning take reasonable steps to ensure that the identity of each juror speaking is adequately maintained on the record, by reference to juror number or seat number.  In particular:
i. In an electronically recorded courtroom, the attorney or party shall stand near a microphone; and
ii. When posing questions to, or receiving a response from, any specific juror(s), the attorney or party must identify each such juror(s) by juror seat number (or, less ideally, by juror number). They shall not refer to any juror by name.
e. The trial judge may intervene at any time to ensure an accurate record (including recording of seat numbers of jurors who respond to questions), to clarify or instruct on a point of law, or to ensure that panel voir dire proceeds in an orderly, fair, and efficient manner.
f. The trial judge may at any time bring an individual juror to sidebar for questioning out of the hearing of other jurors about any potential bias revealed by panel questioning. If a juror is brought to sidebar, the judge may direct all other parties to do their own questioning on the same subject matter at that time to avoid a need to return to sidebar for later questioning on that subject matter. If the juror’s responses to such questioning at sidebar result in a challenge for cause, the judge may rule on the challenge at that time or at the conclusion of all panel questioning. If time limits on panel questioning have been set, the judge may decide whether to exclude all or part of the time spent at side bar from the questioning party’s time.
g. Any party may object to a question posed by another party by stating “objection,” without elaboration or argument. The judge may rule on the objection in the presence of the juror or jurors, or may hear argument and rule on the objection outside the presence or hearing of the juror or jurors.
h. Unless the judge specifically allows, there shall be no follow-up questioning of a panel by attorneys or self-represented parties once each has taken his or her turn.
IV.
Challenges for Cause and Peremptory Challenges
a. After panel examination by all parties, the trial judge shall hear any further challenges for cause as to any panel members at sidebar.
b. Unless the trial judge decides to postpone exercise of peremptory challenge until after voir dire of additional panels, the parties shall then exercise at sidebar any peremptory challenges they have as to any jurors remaining on the panel. The party with the burden shall proceed first, using all peremptory challenges the party seeks to use with that panel. All other parties shall then proceed, using all peremptory challenges each seeks to use with that panel. In civil cases, the judge may alternate sides. The jurors remaining after challenge may then be directed to a separate location, possibly outside the courtroom.
c. Upon any challenge for cause, the judge may ask additional questions, with or without further instructions on the law, and may allow counsel further opportunity to question the juror.
V.
Additional Panels of Jurors
The same procedures shall apply for all subsequent panels required to seat a full jury, except:

a. the judge may seat a different number of jurors in a subsequent panel;
b. the judge may allow a different amount of time for attorney or party voir dire of second and subsequent panels;
c. if, after the final panel, more than the necessary number of jurors have been declared indifferent and remain unchallenged at the conclusion of those procedures, the jurors shall be seated for trial in the order in which they were originally seated for panel, and the remaining jurors shall be excused; and
d. the judge has discretion to vary panel voir dire procedures after the first panel in any lawful manner the judge deems fair and efficient.

�   Individual voir dire is required in cases involving alleged sexual assault of a minor, lack of criminal responsibility defense, and certain cases involving interracial violence, see District Court model jury instruction 1.100 n 2, as well as those areas identified in § II.C.2.a of District Court Standing Order 1-18: Voir Dire Protocol.






