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Appendix G

Proposed Change to Practice Book § 42-12
(Referenced in Voir Dire Recommendation II)



PROPOSED CHANGES TO PRACTICE BOOK § 42-12

Sec. 42-12. —Voir Dire Examination

Each party shall have the right to examine, personally or

by counsel, each juror outside the presence of other
prospective jurors as to qualifications to sit as a juror in the
action, or as to interest, if any, in the subject matter of the
action, or as to relations with the parties thereto. If the

judicial authority before whom such examination is held is of
the opinion from such examination that any juror would be
unable to render a fair and impartial verdict, such juror shall be
excused by the judicial authority from any further service upon
the panel, or 1in such action, as the judicial authority
determines. The judicial authority shall not abridge the right of
such examination [shall not be abridged] by requiring counsel
or the defendant to put questions [to be put] to any juror in
writing and [submitted] submit them in advance of the
commencement of the trial.

COMMENTARY: The reason for the above change

arises from the fact that recently defense counsel have taken
the position that the provision bars the court from submitting a
written questionnaire to the jurors as part of its prescreening
function. The court’s prescreening authority, however, is well
settled. See, e.g., State v. Faust, 237 Conn. 454, 462-63
(1996); General Statutes sec. 51-217a (b); Practice Book Sec.
42-11. Use of a written questionnaire by the court saves time
for the court, counsel, and jurors, preserves peremptory
challenges for counsel, provides additional information about
jurors and, in general, makes jury selection much easier. The
new language effectuates more clearly the intent of the
provision, which was to prevent the court from requiring
counsel to use written questionnaires, rather than prevent the
court from using its own questionnaire.
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