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[bookmark: _Int_frAdm0Sb][bookmark: _Int_b3YPHpnk]Magistrates are volunteers who devote at least 13 days of their time annually, in addition to the time needed for training, to serving in the judicial system and listening to various cases either in the Magistrate Court, where they hear both criminal and civil cases or the Family' Court or both (Campbell, 2020). The position does not come with a salary hence most magistrates also hold other jobs in addition to their judicial duties. Although magistrates play an essential part in the administration of justice in the United Kingdom, their function has been hampered by the closure of courts and other reforms to the judicial system. The employment of them in the judicial system is associated with a number of benefits. Nevertheless, there are also a number of drawbacks to using them.
[bookmark: _Int_pYPeqP85][bookmark: _Int_iWqcGOyg][bookmark: _Int_pUYUdkrn][bookmark: _Int_mNbNlH3j]Usually there will be a bench with two or three magistrates on it in a courtroom who have an equal say in the decisions but only one is designated as the presiding justice who will actually speak in court and run the proceedings (Ouden, 1992). As they gain more experience, some magistrates advance their careers to work in the youth court, where they hear cases involving defendants who are under the age of 18 and are between the ages of 10 and 18. Magistrates' roles go beyond those of on-field officials whose sole job is to prevent foul play. To guarantee that justice is not only done, but also clearly perceived to be done, they must direct and control the trial according to established norms and procedures and in every case, they hear, magistrates should make an honest effort to learn the facts. Magistrates are permitted and required to ask questions of witnesses and defendants to elicit further information and get to the bottom of any discrepancies in their testimony (Ouden, 1992). However, they are not permitted to conduct their own direct or cross examination of witnesses. They should not probe in a way that makes it appear as though they have lost their objectivity. They must not examine witnesses for an excessively long time. If they get too involved in a trial, they cannot be fair and unbiased in their assessment of the evidence or in making a ruling based on that evidence. For instance, if they interrogate witnesses forcefully and for an extended period of time, they will have a hard time gauging the quality of the evidence presented and forming impressions of their demeanour.
[bookmark: _Int_tC6pN5NR]The use of magistrates in the process of administering justice comes with a number of distinct benefits. To begin, they do not receive salary for their work, which means that using them to administer justice is a technique that is more frugal (Skyrme, 1983). When compared to judges, magistrates have a lower cost to the legal system since magistrates are unpaid volunteers. Without magistrates, the number of judges would need to increase significantly to cover the same ground as they currently do. This frees up resources that might be applied elsewhere in the judicial system where they may be more desperately required. Of course, magistrates are not fully free - there are still some charges involved with them. Travel costs are just one example of allowable expenses for magistrates. It can be pricey to provide training to every judge. There is a need for three magistrates to hear each case instead of just one judge, which could slow down the process. While these costs are significant, they pale in comparison to the price tag of replacing every magistrate with a judge (Gibbs et al., 2014).
[bookmark: _Int_TNi4pz0V][bookmark: _Int_IpaeFacZ]Magistrates also have the benefit of being respected by the general population. Magistrates, unlike judges, are unpaid volunteers who can come from any walk of life (Savage, 1999). This aids in maintaining public confidence in the judicial system and facilitates its efficient operation. In the United Kingdom, being judged by your contemporaries is a time-honoured custom. A transparent and fair trial should result from this. Many people think they will be treated more fairly if professionals and the "State" are kept at arm's length. This leads to public trials where justice can be administered and observed. An open and democratic society needs this. Because there is no need to explain the location of the crime, time is saved. Decisions can be made with regional issues in mind, and sentencing can be sensitively handled while still being acceptable. A well-known case in this regard is Paul v. DPP (1989). The magistrates were tasked with determining whether or not a kerb crawler posed a threat to the safety of other people. The magistrates were familiar with the neighbourhood and were aware that kerb crawling was a significant issue there. Lord Woolf stated in his commentary that this was precisely the kind of situation in which the local knowledge of a magistrate was relevant.
Magistrates often face the accusation that they do not fairly reflect the people they are supposed to serve. Even while most defendants are not white, middle-aged, or older, most magistrates come from professional backgrounds. This may sway their opinion of the defendant or cause people to view him or her in a negative light.
[bookmark: _Int_QpqnL7oI]In an ideal world, magistrates would come from all walks of life, giving each group a voice. This would allow them to make decisions without bias, giving each defendant the equal chance at trial. This is crucial to guaranteeing a just and consistent judicial system. People may lose faith in magistrates because of their perceived lack of representation. People lose faith in the judicial system and may conclude that they were handled unfairly or that the outcome should have been different for them (Birkett, 2016).
[bookmark: _Int_slgPhGqw][bookmark: _Int_XDkGno87][bookmark: _Int_IQRXtzeW]It is not uncommon for magistrates to hear the same cases presented by the same police officers and CPS solicitors. It is possible that this might raise questions about possible prejudice against the police and prosecution. Because it is a municipal court, this is a certainty (Birkett, 2016). As a result, people may begin to believe that the evidence is being ignored and that their convictions are being handed out without much thought. The chair of the Magistrates in Bingham Justices ex p Jowitt (1974) said, "My principle... is to believe the evidence of the police officer."  On appeal, this conviction was overturned. It is also likely that local magistrates will favour the police because of their familiarity with them from working in the community. Because they lack proper training, magistrates are thus vulnerable to being misled by the prosecution. Besides, magistrates can be predisposed to believe the police account of events, which would cause them to rule in favour of the prosecution. There is a risk of public disillusionment with the court system if the outcome hinges on whether or not the jury believes the police or the defendant (Shetreet and Turenne, 2013).
Magistrates may have preconceived notions that benefit the prosecution because they tend to believe the police account of events. Disillusionment with the court system may result if the jury or judge must decide between the police and the defendant's word. The familiarity of local magistrates with the local police forces increases the possibility that they will be biased in favour of the police. As a further disadvantage, the prosecution has an easier time swaying an unskilled magistrate (Manners, 1976). Some people think that judges depend too heavily on their legal counsel. Even while the consultant is not legally permitted to influence the magistrates' sentencing decision, defendants may misinterpret the adviser's frequent visits to the magistrates' chambers as evidence that the magistrates are not acting independently. However, the Magistrates' lack of legal expertise is mitigated by the presence of a legally trained clerk who may offer guidance when needed (Chamberlain et al., 2021). 
[bookmark: _Int_1pZF0cGD][bookmark: _Int_o6G7edEj][bookmark: _Int_lSRSQyPq][bookmark: _Int_9HOHqds8]There have been proposals for the magistrates' system in the UK to be reformed, including the introduction of legal qualifications and a selection process that is more inclusive of a wider range of candidates (Secretary of State for Justice, 2012). While preserving the many positive aspects of having magistrates in society, the aforementioned changes could be of assistance in mitigating a number of the drawbacks connected with having them. Another best solution is to establish a new intermediate court presided over by magistrates with the authority to impose sentences of up to two years in prison. New protections for victims and witnesses are needed so that their testimonies can be taken seriously by evidence gatherers (Donoghue, 2014). After hearing the defence’s side of the story, the magistrates should decide whether or not cross-examination of the witness is warranted. Men who assault women should not be able to demand that their victims be subjected to more violence by forcing them to testify in court.
[bookmark: _Int_D6GBGK65][bookmark: _Int_evfdLdlW][bookmark: _Int_l6X79rbL][bookmark: _Int_gj7XS1Er]To conclude this essay, the United Kingdom's magistrates play an important part in the administration of justice; nevertheless, their position has been diminished as a result of changes to the judicial system and the closing of courts. The employment of them in the judicial system comes with a number of potential drawbacks, despite the fact that they provide a number of potential benefits. It may be possible to resolve these concerns and ensure that justice is administered in a way that is both fair and efficient through the implementation of reforms to the system that governs magistrates.
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