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I. PROLOGUE
Len: So our task is to come up with an article concerning women criminal defense
attorneys in the courtroom. I think an appropriate title would be And God Created
Woman . . . . But to Be a Criminal Defense Attorney? by Leonard Pertnoy & Ellen
Podgor.
Ellen: A catchy title, but let's add the words “absolutely yes” to avoid gender bias.
You did say by Ellen and Len?
Len: The title merely asks a question. How can that be biased? Further, although it
really doesn't matter, I thought I said by Len and Ellen.
Ellen: If it doesn't matter then we can agree to Ellen and Len. OK?
Len: I don't want to say it doesn't matter. I think Len and Ellen is more appropriate.
Ellen: Why is Len and Ellen more appropriate? After all, we both know that I'll do
more work on this article than you. Take the footnotes, for example . . . .
Len: True, but unique ideas are more important than mere execution, so Len and
Ellen is appropriate.
*714 Ellen: I find the implication that your ideas are more profound than mine to be
a stereotypical belief of gender superiority.
Len and Ellen: It's obvious that we cannot agree, so let's go ahead and write the
Article without reference to our names, titles, or gender, and let our reader decide
our respective roles.
First Speaker: Now that we've agreed to disagree, why are we writing this Article?
Second Speaker: You mean other than for purposes of tenure and to add to our list of
publications?
First Speaker: Yes.
Second Speaker: I believe that real differences exist between male and female
criminal defense attorneys1 and that both male and female attorneys need to be
cognizant of these differences when practicing before judges and juries.
First Speaker: I agree. I think it's also important to make criminal lawyers sensitive
to these differences and to attempt to understand some of the underlying reasons
for these differences, so that hopefully the criminal courtroom will be a place of
professional equality.2
Second Speaker: Yes, and also to remove from the courtroom arena gender
distinctions that might influence or distort the outcome of a criminal case.3
*715 II. DOES THE FEMALE CRIMINAL DEFENSE ATTORNEY GET THE CASE?
First Speaker: Now that we've decided why we are writing this Article, I guess we
should determine how to approach this massive undertaking.
Second Speaker: Well, perhaps we should start with how the criminal attorney is
hired.

First Speaker: Are you saying that there is a difference between the hiring of a male
and a female criminal defense attorney?
Second Speaker: Yes. But I'm not referring to the process that law firms use to hire
female defense attorneys, but rather the disparity in the number of criminal clients
selecting men to represent them, as opposed to women.4 Not many criminal clients
hire women attorneys to represent them, so I guess there must be some differences
in the hiring structure.
First Speaker: If you stop and think about it, the names of many male criminal
defense attorneys come to mind; but, there are only a few female criminal defense
attorneys of national prominence. Most women attorneys who do enter the criminal
arena are in the public sector.
Second Speaker: I think that's because it's a difficult profession for women to enter.
For example, the bondsman refers many clients to the criminal defense
attorney. You seldom find women bondsmen, and women attorneys are not apt to
play the “game” necessary to secure clients from the male bondsmen.5
First Speaker: Yes, that's because of the “good ol' boy club.”6 It has created
connections among its members. It's comprised of men who have *716 represented
men before and who tell other men of their accomplishments. Thus, the reputation
of these men is established and perpetuated in ongoing business relationships.
Second Speaker: So, basically, we're saying that word of mouth, reputation, and
connections manifested through the “good ol' boy club” are the basis upon which
most people charged with crimes select attorneys, and women have not been a
significant part of that process.
First Speaker: So from its inception, there is a stereotypic view which maintains the
idea that this is a man's job. That stereotype perpetuates itself in a legal system
which is male oriented.7 After all, historically speaking, the vast majority of criminal
defendants are male.
Second Speaker: Accompanying this view is the belief that a lot of what happens in a
criminal case is not just all about how the lawyer handles things in court, but that
deals are often made and that connections significantly influence the result.
Therefore, those clients who have access to the “good ol' boy club” believe that they
are better off having a male attorney than a female attorney, who might not have
those avenues available to her. There is a belief that female attorneys don't have
access to the system in the same manner and are limited to “in court” or “in office”
discussions, as opposed to those discussions that take place at country club bars and
racquetball courts.
First Speaker: I guess this all goes back to the very roles men and women have in
society. For example, women are seldom given the check in a restaurant. It goes to
the man in most instances.8
Second Speaker: That's because there is an historical presumption both in our social
and legal system that places the male in a superior position.9 After all, our system of
judicial review is founded on John Marshall's interpretation of the Constitution, a
document written by men, including *717 the male term throughout, originally used
to govern a society completely run by males.10
III. STEREOTYPES

First Speaker: Now that we've examined the hiring process, or the lack of the hiring
process, of the female attorney, let's consider some of the stereotypic traits
associated with women defense attorneys.11
Second Speaker: But examinations of stereotypes really are premised upon a male
orientation and conjure up the classic false beliefs, such as the “poor little woman”
versus the “bitch.” They lack reality and perhaps, by approaching the subject in this
manner, we perpetuate these false images. I guess, however, that women do need to
be cognizant of these false beliefs if they are going to overcome present gender
bias.12
First Speaker: Okay, but I don't think we should direct this Article to women readers
only. Rather, an examination of these false beliefs will be beneficial to men as well as
women in gaining an understanding of the inadequacies of the present system.
Second Speaker: Fine, let's discuss the major impressions and beliefs expressed by
others when characterizing what the stereotypical female criminal defense
attorney's image is.
First Speaker: Let's list the stereotypes often associated with the female defense
attorney.13
*718 Second Speaker: Well, I guess the ones that we've already mentioned are the
“poor little woman” versus the “bitch.”
First Speaker: Classically, you also hear comments to the effect that female attorneys
are less flexible, tend to personalize situations, are supersensitive and more
emotional.
Second Speaker: On the bright side, women attorneys are often considered to be
more credible than their male counterparts.
First Speaker: I guess that leaves us with six categories of beliefs.14 Perhaps by
examining each of the stereotypes individually we'll be able to form some
generalizations regarding their accuracy or inaccuracy and thus provide assistance
to female and male criminal defense attorneys by raising their awareness of just
how these misconceptions affect the legal process.15
Second Speaker: The first stereotype associated with a female criminal defense
attorney is the “bitch” concept: the belief that the woman attorney is aggressive,
unreasonable, emotional, and volatile.
First Speaker: Yet, when characterizing the male criminal defense attorney, one finds
that the traits of aggressiveness and volatility are commonplace, acceptable, and
even preferable. When a woman employs these same tactics they appear out of
character and unprofessional. The effectiveness of these tactics backfires when used
by the female criminal defense attorney.
Second Speaker: I think the “bitch” concept needs definitional clarification.
Historically, women fitting this term were seen as picky, overbearing,
overconcerned, and overnurturing. For example, the image that comes to mind is
that of the overbearing mother demanding, in a whining voice, that her teenage son
clean his room,16 do his homework,17 wear his *719 galoshes because it might rain
and he'll catch a cold,18 tie his shoelaces or he'll break his neck,19 and, yes, watch the
undertow.20 Despite these seemingly undesirable qualities, the total image was the
admirable one of a caring, concerned, and loving individual. Today, however, in the
age of the “new woman,” society sees this same woman as aggressive, overly

sensitive, argumentative, and definitely carrying a chip on her shoulder. She sees
gender bias in every situation. The present image of the female criminal defense
attorney as an uncaring, unloving, cold, calculating, and self-motivated female,
however, reflects only unadmirable qualities.
First Speaker: Perhaps there is even some truth in these concepts. Maybe a woman
operating in a man's world has to be more aggressive in order to be successful.
Second Speaker: Maybe so, but at what cost? Apparently, by making this transition,
the modern woman just might be succumbing to the man's world and giving up
admirable feminine qualities. Emotion and sensitivity need to be encouraged within
our legal system, which has become robotized without considering the effect that
the legal process has on people.21 Women attorneys innately have these sensitivities
and need to be encouraged to foster these qualities in our system.22
First Speaker: In contrast to the hard-nosed impression some women criminal
defense attorneys convey, others portray the “poor little woman” stereotype. This
latter image depicts the woman as being subservient, lacking authority and
direction, and appearing helpless.23 The effect of this image is to cause other
persons in her company to render assistance by buying into her apparent
inadequacies. She seemingly permits judges *720 and opposing counsel to control
the course of events in a trial. She appears shy and demure to the jury. Witnesses
appear aggressive when compared to her and her gentle demeanor. When employed
successfully this stereotype can result in enormous jury empathy and can achieve
benefits beyond the intended expectations of the female attorney.
Second Speaker: From what you are saying, it sounds as if this occurs almost
automatically, as if the jury inadvertently seeks to render assistance to a supposed
“damsel in distress.”
First Speaker: Yes, it's uncertain whether this occurs subconsciously or is but a
manipulative tactic of choice by the attorney.24 If it is a tactic of choice, the attorney
should balance such a tactic. If she leans too far afield, or fails to be advocating from
honest and genuine feelings, the jury will perceive it as a fraud.
Second Speaker: True, and I think this stereotypical belief gives her the benefit of the
doubt in close calls. Once she has lost her credibility, however, I think it is more
difficult for the female attorney to rehabilitate herself before the jury since they will
feel deceived.
First Speaker: In other words, because women's errors are harder to overcome than
those made by men, men can make mistakes more easily than women in jury
trials.25
Second Speaker: It's not that the errors are so difficult to overcome. It's that the
perception one attaches to the actions of a woman are more firmly implanted in the
minds of a jury than those of a man.
First Speaker: Although a woman has a more difficult road once her image is
ingrained within the minds of a jury, she does have a higher starting plane than the
man in that she is believed to be more credible.26
Second Speaker: That explains why, once the jury perceives the female attorney as
less credible, it is generally more difficult for her to rehabilitate herself. The jury
simply has a higher expectation level because they expect and presume that a
woman criminal defense attorney is more believable than a male defense attorney.

*721 First Speaker: What is it that makes a woman appear more honest and
credible? Is it something historical or innate within our images of the female gender,
or is it simply because women are more honest?
Second Speaker: Perhaps? From an historical standpoint it's interesting to observe
that society did not expect women to be achievers, and that women appeared to
have less at stake in getting ahead than their male counterparts. Women, therefore,
tended to draw clearer distinctions between their accomplishments and the truth.
There was less need to exaggerate and accommodate for purposes of acceptance.27
Second Speaker: Perhaps it is also because the mother is the one who tells her child
to tell the truth. Or, maybe, it is simply that women are innately more believable
because they are less likely to void the trust imparted to them. Women are more
cognizant of their feelings than men and as such have had greater exposure to
understanding those feelings and emotions that form the basis of truth. Therefore,
women are held to a higher accountability.
First Speaker: Yes, which also explains another of the beliefs often associated with
the female gender, that women are more emotional than their male counterparts.28
Second Speaker: After all, women definitely are raised to express their feelings. It's
acceptable for the little girl to cry. The young male, however, is told to “grin and
bear it.” The female attorney must be strong, for by becoming a defense attorney she
is bucking a system that men have dominated historically.
First Speaker: The criminal justice system takes its toll on all its participants. It's
very competitive; it's a battle of the fittest; it's a constant test of survival. I don't
think you can exist day to day without losing some of the softness. The stresses of
the system harden us all. Women reacting to these stresses start from a more
emotional perspective and tend to react with more emotion.
Second Speaker: Is this higher degree of emotion a negative or positive?29
*722 First Speaker: Personally, I feel that our legal system lacks sensitivity. We tend
to be very callous and make decisions that often do not contemplate the human
factor. Perhaps the introduction of emotional considerations benefits all by adding
understanding to legal theory. In this regard women have much to offer.
Second Speaker: But because a woman is more emotional doesn't mean that she is
opposed to using her emotions as a trial technique. As an experienced advocate she
should use all tactics that will be beneficial in persuading the jury of her client's
cause.30
First Speaker: Here again, in order to guarantee the effectiveness of emotional
appeal, the attorney must insure that the jurors believe that she is acting in her
normal mode of conduct.
Second Speaker: Yes, emotion must be genuine to be effective.
First Speaker: Closely connected with the emotional stereotype is the belief that the
female criminal attorney is supersensitive. Perhaps this is an outgrowth of the
female's tendency to appear emotional in certain circumstances.
Second Speaker: I disagree. I think it's more a question of the female criminal
attorney's tendency to personalize the situation.31
First Speaker: What do you mean by that?
Second Speaker: For example, when confronted with an accusation in court that the
present proceedings are disorganized, the female defense attorney will take that to

mean that she is disorganized when no such inference was intended. This personal
interpretation tends to lead to conflict and injects personal animosity between the
litigants and counsel.32
*723 First Speaker: You're implying a negative quality in your description. I see
personalization as something positive in the courtroom. Too often our legal system
is seen as impersonal, a scenario that takes place within the cold stone walls of the
courthouse. By injecting a personal quality into the trial, the lawyer assists in
creating a more realistic setting. The element of supersensitivity that you describe is
partly the result of existing gender bias in the courtroom. A woman constantly must
be on guard to compensate against it.33 An example would be a judge calling female
counsel “little woman,” while referring to male counsel by use of his formal title,
thereby distinguishing the woman in the court setting. These seemingly minor
differences place a woman in the constant position of inferiority.34 Thus, what you
characterize as supersensitivity isn't supersensitivity at all. Rather, it's a rebuttal to
continuing gender bias in the trial.35
Second Speaker: It's obvious to me that a cord has been struck. Your supersensitivity
is showing.36 You have cited an obvious example, and I agree that such a remark
should be viewed with disfavor. Referring to supersensitivity, however, I believe the
appropriate example would be the use of equal titles such as “Sir” and “Ma'am” or
substantial equivalents. In this example, no attempt at degradation is intended, and
respective counsel are referred to equally. Yet, a supersensitive female attorney will
still perceive bias.
First Speaker: Having constantly to fend oneself against the barrage of gender bias
remarks may result in what you term supersensitivity.37 I think, however, that a
woman is justified in feeling the need to examine *724 statements in every context
because so many statements are integrated with gender bias.38
Second Speaker: Unfortunately, what you suggest leads to distortion. Many remarks
and statements that are not intended to be derogatory to women are unfortunately
interpreted as being such.39 It is to this process that I attach my meaning of
supersensitivity.
First Speaker: I guess if there really is no justification for a particular reaction, it is
supersensitive. But the realities of the courtroom show that in many instances
genuine gender bias provokes the reaction elicited by these women.40
Second Speaker: A small concession, but probably accurate.41 Perhaps, if you would
consider being a little bit more flexible, and if we had the opportunity to write a
more lengthy article, we could reach an accord.
First Speaker: Are you saying that I'm being inflexible on this issue?
Second Speaker: See, a living example of supersensitivity. I'm dealing with the issue
and you're taking it personally.
First Speaker: Or, maybe, I'm dealing with the issue and you're being supersensitive.
Second Speaker: Then let's examine the stereotype that female criminal defense
attorneys are less flexible in their role. Perhaps this will provide the answer to our
dilemma.
First Speaker: Especially in criminal law, there is the belief that women tend to avoid
conflict and thereby take fewer risks, which often*725 fails to maximize their

client's position. This gives the appearance of a more rigid and conservative
approach.
Second Speaker: I'm not sure if I disagree with what you are saying. Women are
clearly not as risk-prone as men. For example, if you compare the betting of men
with that of women on the television show Jeopardy, you'll note that when a man
has a daily double he is more likely to bet a greater sum of money than a woman in a
similar situation. But whether this applies to the criminal defense world, I'm not
certain. Women criminal defense attorneys are individuals who took risks by
entering into the male-dominated realm of law practice. Their choice of this avenue,
by its very nature, evidences at least some propensity to take risks.
First Speaker: Well then, applying your analogy to the practice of criminal law, it
seems that a woman criminal defense attorney is more likely to stay within
standard, acceptable, known, and proven theories and tactics. Once committed to a
particular strategy or approach, she is unlikely to deviate from it. In contrast, the
male is, as you say, likely to “bet it all.”
Second Speaker: But does this apply to the female criminal defense attorney who
entered a profession that was male dominated?
First Speaker: One does not automatically become a risk-taker merely by entering
the profession. Further, I see a distinction between the female prosecutor and the
female defense attorney. I view the female defense attorney as being more
innovative, often more aggressive, and, by necessity, more willing to take chances. I
think the nature of criminal defense work, which often leaves one with little to work
with, dictates the need for ingenuity.
Second Speaker: I see the female gender as being more creative, an attribute that
lends itself well to criminal defense work. Girls draw and play with coloring books,
while boys are outside playing baseball.
First Speaker: Have you ever tried to understand the rules of baseball? If you are
familiar with the game then you know how complex and creative it is. Coloring, on
the other hand, merely requires that you stay within the lines. Even the colors are
dictated by what box of crayons a girl's parents bought her.
Second Speaker: Your inflexibility is showing.
First Speaker: And your supersensitivity is showing.
Second Speaker: Well, I guess we've shed some light on our dilemma.
*726 IV. APPLICATION TO THE CRIMINAL TRIAL
First Speaker: Having examined these stereotypes, let's see what role they play in
the trial.42 Do these stereotypes affect how the judge, the jury, or the government
perceives a woman criminal defense attorney? And, if they do have a bearing on the
trial, should they? How can they be overcome, and how should women and men
approach these perceptions to create a gender-neutral courtroom?43
Second Speaker: Do these stereotypes determine how the woman has to act in the
courtroom? Do they affect the strategy that she employs on behalf of a criminal
defendant? And do they influence the manner in which she tries the criminal case?44
First Speaker: Perhaps it would be interesting to review these stereotypes to
determine whether they are negative or positive attributes of the female criminal
defense attorney. What do you think?

Second Speaker: I think that these stereotypical behaviors and the respective
thoughts associated with those qualities break down along the lines of positive
behavior and negative behavior. Certainly a woman does not want to be categorizes
as a “bitch.”
First Speaker: Whether we consider these qualities negative or positive may depend
on the method in which they are used. For example, a supersensitive or overly
emotional woman could conceivably turn off a jury with these traits and the result
could have a negative impact on her client. On the other hand, a woman so perceived
could benefit her position, within the trial, if those qualities are favorably received
by a jury. For example, if a woman were arguing to save the life of her client in the
death penalty phase of a capital case, her emotional appeal would become an asset.
*727 Second Speaker: Irrespective of gender, a trial attorney must have an
awareness and understanding of the emotions of the case and how the jury will
perceive those emotions.45 The trial attorney, as an advocate, must know how to use
those emotions to the advantage of his client.
First Speaker: You do mean his or her client?
V. CONCLUSION
Second Speaker: I guess the bottom line is that a top-notch criminal defense
attorney, male or female, is cognizant of all forces that affect the final verdict,
whether related to gender or not.
First Speaker: Therefore, it's important for the woman criminal defense attorney to
be aware of the stereotypes associated with her position. In addition, she must
appraise how these beliefs will affect the trial and adjust her strategy to use them to
her client's best advantage.46
Second Speaker: Not only does the female attorney have to appraise herself of how
these beliefs affect the jury, judge, and overall trial, but, likewise, the male attorney
also needs to concern himself with how to respond to these gender-related issues.
First Speaker: So, what we're saying is that a quality trial attorney must consider
gender issues, be they stereotype, false or real, when planning his or her case.47 The
important factor is that one always remember to be oneself.
Second Speaker: After all, genuineness, honesty, and truth are without gender.
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