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6. Have you, or anyone close to you – a family member, a friend, a neighbor, a coworker (someone who 
you genuinely care about; I’m not talking about people who really don’t mean much to you, like a random 
acquaintance from years ago or an Airman you don’t really know) – ever been involved in, or affected by, 
a situation involving illegal drug use? 
 
7. Along those lines, have you, or anyone close to you – a family member, a friend, a neighbor, a 
coworker – ever been accused, arrested, or convicted of illegal drug use? 
 
8. Have you, or anyone close to you – a family member, a friend, a neighbor, a coworker– ever submitted 
a urine sample that resulted in a positive test? 
 
9. In your careers, have any of you been personally involved with any disciplinary action involving drugs, 
for instance as a commander (issuing disciplinary action), witness, jury panel member, investigating 
officer, or some other role? 
 
     a. In your careers, has anyone ever had to discipline a member of their unit or advise a commander 
about disciplining a member of their unit suspected of illegal using drugs? 
 
     b.  Has anyone been a witness in a court-martial or administrative discharge board involving illegal 
drug use? 
   
     c.  The military judge asked you earlier whether any of you had served in a court-martial before.  I want 
to broaden that a little bit and ask, has anyone served as a panel member on an administrative discharge 
board of any sort?  
 
10. Are any of you trained as a medical assistant, registered nurse, nurse practitioner, physician assistant, 
pharmacist, doctor or toxicologist? 
 
     a. Have any of you had training or experience regarding delta-9 tetrahydrocannabinol and its impact, if 
any, on the human body? 
 
11. In this particular case, we are going to prove that the Accused wrongfully used delta-9 
tetrahydrocannabinol using circumstantial evidence.  Specifically, we will use the accused’s positive 
urinalyses (and the circumstances surrounding it).  Does anyone disagree with the use of a urinalysis test to 
determine the presence of a controlled substance in the body?  
 
     a.  Do any of you feel you would have to have an eyewitness to the drug use itself in order to vote to 
convict someone of drug use?  
 
     b. Do you all understand that some crimes are committed without any witnesses? 
 
     c.  Does any member believe that an accused should not (or cannot) be convicted of wrongful use of 
THC-9 based on a urinalysis alone? 
 
12. I want to talk to you about the standard of proof in this case, beyond a reasonable doubt – what it is and 
what it isn’t. You have probably heard terms like “beyond a shadow of a doubt” thrown around before. The 
military judge already gave you some instruction and he will instruct you again that “in criminal cases the 
law does not require proof that overcomes every possible doubt.” The phrase used here is beyond a 
reasonable doubt. Does everyone agree to set aside what they may have heard outside these walls and apply 






