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The judiciary is the core to the English legal system, a body of persons who can be seen to be highly professional both in and out of the court (Gillespie and Weare, 2017). Surely, this means that one of the highest professions in English law would demand the person is entrusted to serve their duty to keep the law transparent and intelligible. This essay will explain how judges are the servants of the public and are entrusted to keep the law transparent and intelligible. 
It can be argued that the role of the judge is a very trusted role. Judges have an important, yet sensitive role in controlling the exercise of power by state (Allbon and Sanmeet Kaur Dua, 2020). The role of being the one in charge of controlling the power of the state is a role only the most trusted individuals can do. Therefore, to control the power of the state and court, the judge protects the public and would have to have a prominent level of competence. 
Judges have the power to rule that the acts of public bodies are unlawful and can decide against the government in particular cases (Courts and Tribunals Judiciary, n.d.). This is indeed one of the powerful powers conferred upon them. This power shows that judges can change and guide a person's future using this to protect the public. Therefore, judges can be seen as servants of the public and trusted by the public. The responsibility that judges have is massive and therefore judges must go through proper training before being appointed. 
When going through the history of judges, in England in the eighteenth-century judges are portrayed as the mirror to the king's image (Jay,1997). This shows that judges are there to serve the public and was one of the most senior roles one can have in England and Wales. Having this trust should show that judges are serving the public. In addition to this the judges of England and Wales are shown to be powerful people and having public trust is particularly important, especially when being at the top of the justice system. Without the trust in the judges being able to judge clearly and intelligibly there would not be a great justice system. 
[bookmark: _Int_VokkV0Ps]Judges have many roles and powers but the most important and prominent one would be to decide in accordance with the law of the country, this being England and Wales (Hamburger, 2009). Therefore, judges also have the role to keep the law as clear as possible to be able to judge accordingly to the law of England and Wales. This role also includes to be entrusted to judge fairly so they are trusted by the public to fulfill their duty. In the American legal system, judges handle presiding over trials and keeping order. They also look at whether there is an illegality issue based on the evidence presented. The judges give instructions to the jury before deliberation and, in the case of a bench trial, the judges must decide on the facts of the case and make a decision. In addition, judges are also responsible for convicting convicted defendants. Most cases are tried and decided by jury (NAACP, n.d.).
[bookmark: _Int_eJmyTgMM][bookmark: _Int_1azUjd16]Many people believe that appearing before a jury will give them a fairer trial. When you are tried by a jury you are tried by other members pf the public and not by a single magistrate or judge who may or may not be relevant to your personal circumstances. It is an idea. In jury trials, decisions are made by many people rather than by an individual. This can reassure the person accused of the crime, especially if it is a serious crime that can carry serious penalties (Nedim, 2018). On the other hand, a trial by a judge could be seen as a fairer and overall better way because Judges have a comprehensive understanding of the law. Unlike most jurors, judges understand all the terminology sed in court and are unbiased. One of his reasons for choosing a trial over a jury trial is that judges are unbiased, and emotions are much less likely to influence the outcome of a case. It is their responsibility to set aside their personal feelings and see only the facts of the case (Law Offices of Kretzer & Volberding, 2021). In addition to this, Court proceedings, held by a judge, are often faster. A judge decides in much less time than a jury. There are many reasons for this, but on the one hand, the jury selection process is time consuming (Law Offices of Kretzer & Volberding, 2021). 
Also, the diversity of the judiciary has changed massively. According to the ministry of justice (2020) there has been a rise of female court judges from 24% to 32%. To add to this, on the same document the amount of black, Asian and ethnic minority judges has risen from 4% to 8%. This is far from where the English legal system would like to be but is in the right direction. This can help to get rid of the stereotype of all judges being old, white men and can show to the public that it is getting far more diverse and more inclusive. This therefore helps the public trust that the legal system is constantly changing, and this will allow members of the public to trust that the law is being kept clear and intelligible by the judges. 
Judges should be entrusted with keeping the law intelligible and clear. Firstly, from a criminal point of view, a criminal should know what they are getting prosecuted for. Similarly, in a civil case the person should know their rights and obligations (Bingham, 2011). Therefore, to keep the justice system in order it is important that the law is firstly accessible to people but also it is vital that the law is clear for people to understand it. So, being the figure heads for the justice system judges have a duty to keep all aspects of the law, whether it's civil matters or criminal, clear so the public understands. 
On the other hand, in some circumstances judges cannot be trusted by the public. In 2011, a record number of 29 members of the judiciary were sacked or fired, including 1 coroner and 6 tribunal panel members (Davis, 2011). This shows that sometimes not even one of the highest professionals in England and Wales can have public trust. Also, another article suggests that one judge made remarks comparing Israel to the Nazi regime which caused the judge to be reprimanded after antisemitic comments (BBC,2010). How can the public trust the judiciary if they can make comments like that? To the public, one judge using antisemitic comments will believe that the opinions may also affect their judgments in court. This is one example that can be argued that the judiciary are not servants of the public.
[bookmark: _Int_28b2Cx6V][bookmark: _Int_L8FUqHAP][bookmark: _Int_bTInHUF7][bookmark: _Int_gvWbpBqS]The law must be certain, so it is easy to apply and let everyone know where they are. We expect that when Parliament makes written laws, and of judges when they have a common law interpretation. We expect it in our relations with the authorities, and in our relations with each other (Mance, 2011). This should make law easy and intelligible so both lay and people of law can understand to full extent. Judges have a huge role in this as judges, in certain circumstances can make the law. Let's start with the famous case of Vishaka v. State of Rajasthan (1997) where the Supreme Court established the law regarding gender discrimination in the workplace in the absence of such a law. In many other cases, courts have established policy guidelines or issued administrative guidelines to government agencies (Corner, 2020). 
[bookmark: _Int_fqrWg6QP][bookmark: _Int_qPnxck3R]To conclude, It I evident that judges are the servants of the public. Their leading role of keeping the law clear and intelligible is done very well. On one hand, the judiciary can evolve for the better but, on the other hand, improvements such as gender and race of the judiciary are evolving every year. Judges in England and Wales do have the trust of the public to keep the law clear and intelligible  
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