EXPLAIN THE ADVANTAGES AND DISADVANTAGES OF MAGISTRATES IN THE EXERCISE OF JUSTICE
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Introduction
Magistrates are judges who preside over criminal cases in subordinate courts on a case-by-case basis and do so on a volunteer basis (Mbuba, 2023). They are essential to the operation of the court system in the UK and are frequently referred to as "justices of the peace." The Lord Chancellor chooses eligible members of the community to serve as Magistrates and appoints them to their positions. They will not receive monetary compensation; nevertheless, all of their costs will be covered. Concerns have been raised regarding the efficiency and fairness of the magistrates' system, especially in light of matters like the closing of courts, the lack of resources for judges, and the lack of diversity on the bench (Thurston, 2019).
Magistrate's main responsibilities, court closures, characteristics, evidence of other benefits and drawbacks, calls for reform, and a final conclusion on the role of magistrates in the UK justice system will all be discussed in this essay.
A discussion about Magistrates in the United Kingdom	
Because they hear nearly 90 percent of all criminal cases, magistrates are an extremely important part of the legal system in the United Kingdom. The Magistrates' Court is the initial venue for the majority of criminal procedures, including those involving minor traffic violations, public order offenses, and low-level criminal charges (Chamberlain et.,al 2021). Magistrates are responsible for processing bail petitions and issuing search warrants, in addition to hearing issues involving family law and debt recovery.
Appointments of magistrates are made after careful consideration of their qualifications and represent a cross-section of the local population. They receive instruction and work under the supervision of a legal advisor who gives them direction in matters of law and procedure (Welss, 2021). The majority vote of a panel of three magistrates determines the outcome of a case.
What are the main responsibilities?	
The main responsibility is to uphold justice in a criminal or civil procedure demands, meeting a wide variety of obligations and accepting responsibilities. This is true in both types of proceedings (Rab, 2021). This includes presiding over trials and finding guilt or innocence, as well as sentencing criminals and granting bail or remanding suspects in custody. The magistrate also determines whether or not a suspect should be held in custody.
It is possible that the magistrates' responsibilities include not only the issue of search warrants, but also the decision-making process involving requests for other types of orders, such as restraining orders and injunctions (Dakich, 2023). In addition to this, the magistrates are vested with the ability to preside over committal hearings for more serious offenses that are slated to be tried in the Crown Court. It is the obligation of the magistrates in the United Kingdom to protect the rule of law and ensure that the administration of justice in both criminal and civil processes is carried out in a fair and unbiased manner (Grove, 2020). This responsibility extends to both the criminal and civil procedures.
Thesis		
The use of magistrates in the administration of justice comes with benefits and drawbacks, both of which need to be weighed to guarantee that justice is delivered efficiently and impartially.
Closure of courts	
In recent years, the number of courthouses in the United Kingdom has decreased, and court services have been consolidated. This is due to government efforts to reduce spending, hence resulting in the elimination of certain local courts and the consolidation of judicial functions in bigger urban centers. Williams (2023) raises Concerns regarding access to justice in light of the closing of some magistrates' courts, especially in more remote locations. Those with fewer means, such as low-income families or the elderly or disabled who find it difficult to travel, may find this particularly trying. Furthermore, when a courthouse closes, a community may lose an important tool for settling conflicts and enforcing the law (Bandes and Feigenson 2021). Despite these worries, court closures have continued over the past few years, prompting calls for increased funding for the justice system to ensure equal access to the law (Susskind, 2023).
Characteristics
Magistrates are chosen from a diverse range of backgrounds, and their local knowledge and community links are viewed as significant strengths. They also bring a range of life experiences to the bench, that can inform their decision-making. However, some critics argue that magistrates lack the legal expertise required to make decisions in complex cases and that they are too lenient in their sentencing (Maclure, 2021).
Advantages and disadvantages of magistrates.	
The use of a magistrate is more cost-effective than the employment of a professional judge because magistrates do not get any money for their services (Menendez, 2019). This fact alone makes the use of magistrates preferable to the employment of professional judges.
Connections within the community: Magistrates are often chosen from among the citizens of the local area, and they are regarded in high esteem in their role as representatives of the community (Mawby, 2023). There is a possibility that this will increase public confidence in the legal system.
The ability of magistrates to hear cases in a timely and effective manner relieves the strain placed on higher courts and helps to ensure that justice is delivered without delay (Singh, 2021).	
Magistrates are unpredicted to have the necessary skills to correctly decide on increasingly complex circumstances, because they are not required to have any specific legal training. Second, many people concerned about the public's dwindling trust in the legal system have spoken out against too mild punishments (Epstein, 2021). Long-term, this may produce a negative perception of the legal system. The use of magistrates has also been identified as a contributing factor to the lack of diversity on the bench (Ibii, 2022). Despite coming from diverse backgrounds, magistrates share some characteristics.

Reform 	
The local level of criminal and civil proceedings in the United Kingdom are handled by the Magistrate System. The Lord Chancellor appoints these magistrates based on recommendations from community groups. Despite the system's long history, various changes have been proposed that could boost its performance.
First, increase diversity in the pool of magistrates. There are worries that the lack of diversity in the current pool of magistrates in the UK contributes to bias in the legal system (Polonskaya, 2023) and that this needs to be addressed. Proposed changes include making the application process more appealing to underrepresented groups including minorities and the young in order to increase diversity.
The second recommendation is to better equip Magistrates with the resources they need to do their jobs. Unlike judges and lawyers, Magistrates are unpaid volunteers (Oberoi, 2018). More training and support for magistrates is proposed to increase the efficiency of the system, with the inclusion of ongoing training to keep them up-to-date with changes in the law (Kneevi-Bojovi and Puric, 2018).
Thirdly, increase the use of technology: The use of technology in the Magistrate System can improve efficiency and reduce costs. For example, video conferencing can allow defendants to appear in court without physically being there, reducing the need for court appearances and associated costs (Donoghue, 2017).
Fourth, reform the sentencing guidelines: Sentencing guidelines in the Magistrate System can be complex, and there are concerns that they may be inconsistent and lack transparency (Bagaric and Wolf, 2017). Proposed reforms include simplifying the guidelines and making them more transparent to ensure that defendants and the public understand how sentencing decisions are made (Garrett and Monahan, 2017).
Lastly, increase the use of community sentences: Community sentences, such as community service and restorative justice, can be more effective in reducing reoffending than custodial sentences. Proposed reforms include increasing the use of community sentences and making them more widely available (Baldwin and Epstein 2017).
Overall, these proposed reforms can improve the effectiveness and efficiency of the UK Magistrate System while ensuring that it remains fair and transparent for all involved.
Conclusion.	
In conclusion, there are benefits and drawbacks to having magistrates handle cases in the United Kingdom. Aside from the fact that they can hear cases more quickly and efficiently than higher courts, magistrates also bring a variety of perspectives and experiences to the bench. Public trust in the court system is bolstered by the fact that magistrates are chosen from within the community they serve.
However, the closure of some courts in recent years has made it harder for some communities to get access to justice. Public faith in the court system can be damaged, critics say, because magistrates often lack legal training and may be excessively liberal in their sentencing.
More training and assistance for magistrates, as well as more diverse recruitment to the bench, are two suggestions for improving the magistrates' system and mitigating some of these drawbacks. Even so, magistrates remain an important part of the justice system in the UK, especially when it comes to handling cases involving less serious crimes. Their efforts in the field of law should be commended and encouraged.
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