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CRIMINAL COURTS IN ENGLAND AND WALES 

  Criminal courts in England and Wales, which include the Magistrates and Crown Courts, play a vital role in maintaining justice. Although these courts have a historical foundation, they encounter contemporary obstacle. This essay examines the necessity of the courts and reforms, considering factors such as speed of the cases, lay participation, cost effectiveness, and legal frameworks. It will be discussed the importance of these courts in the system justice and ultimately a conclusion will be provided, followed by sources used in Harvard style by the end of the essay. 
  Upon a determination of guilt, the court is responsible of determining an appropriate sentence, which may encompass various punishments such as incarceration, monetary fines, community service, or other forms of penalties. Legal professionals, such as solicitors and barristers, assume crucial roles during legal proceedings by representing the parties involved and presenting their arguments before the court.
   In England and Wales justice systems exhibit numerous similarities, but they also have distinctive characteristics that differentiate them. A significant distinction can be observed in the existence of separate legal systems for criminal and civil matters in Wales, in contrast to England’s unified legal system that includes both criminal and civil cases. The variation in legal frameworks can be traced back to historical origins and has a significant impact on the implementation of justice in these geographical areas (Smith, 2019). In contrast, Jones and Davies (2020) assert that despite variations in legal framework, the basic principles of due process and equitable trial persist as essential components within the justice system.
  The justice system displays a hierarchical framework, comprising several levels of courts that are responsible for adjudication various categories of legal proceedings. The Magistrates’ Courts, which deal with less serious offences, are the lowest level. Crown Courts, handle more serious criminal cases and are located above them (Smith, 2018). Typically, appeals from Crown Court are heard by the Court of Appeal, and in some cases, the Supreme Court of the United Kingdom. Legal professionals provide representation throughout the process, ensuring that, each parts right is upheld, and legal arguments are effectively presented (Jones & Davies, 2020). In the same context Brown (2019) points out the importance of Crown Courts in dealing with severe criminal offences, emphasising their function in guaranteeing the imposition of suitable sentences. 
  In their study, White and Green (2021), examine the procedural aspects of the appellate process in the criminal courts, specifically focusing on the progression of appeals from lower courts to higher appellate courts in cases pertaining to more severe offences.
   The criminal court in the United Kingdom is an important component of the nation’s legal framework, comprising multiple levels including The Court of Magistrates, Crown Courts, and, in specific cases, the Supreme Court. The Magistrates’ Courts are responsible for adjudicating minor offences, conducting preliminary hearings, and making determinations regarding bail. They also pass the most serious crimes like murder, rape, robbery to Crown Court, these being knows as ‘indictable offence’ (GOV, 2012). The jurisdiction of Crown Court encompasses the adjudication of grave offences. In the context of criminal proceedings, a Crown Court possesses the authority to impose a variety of sentences including, community sentences and prison sentences, specifically those that extend for the duration of individual’s life (GOV, 2012). 
  Magistrates are appointed lay judges, that assume the role of presiding over cases within the jurisdiction of Magistrates’ Courts. They fulfil a crucial function within the criminal justice system in charge over a diverse array of relatively minor criminal cases. Although not legal professionals, are individuals from the local community who receive training to acquire knowledge of legal procedures and principles. The engagement of individuals in the administration of justice guarantees the active involvement of the specific community serving to uphold the principle of fairness and ensure local representation (Smith, 2018).
  One illustrative case that highlights the influence of magistrates’ participation is ‘Polish Judicial Authorities v. Celinski & Ors (2015). In this instance, the magistrates assumed a pivotal role in the determination of appropriate sentence for a defendant who had been found guilty of an offence and relying on Article 8 of the European Convention on Human Rights to resist their deportation to other states within the European Union. This case had the public interest to discourage other individuals seeing the United Kingdom as a state willing to accept fugitive from justice. The participation of lay magistrates in this case underscores their capacity to bridge legal proceedings with community values and conceptions of justice.
  Cost effectiveness in criminal justice is exploring the challenges of achieving a harmony between financial considerations and broader societal goals in justice administration (Johnson & Brown, 2020). Carter (2019) expands the scope of cost effectiveness evaluation. The author argues that reviewing financial efficiency should consider a broader perspective, which include long-term effects on society, where it is necessary to understand the actual influence of cost measures on justice system.
  The case of Regina v. Smith (2018) EWMC 102 exemplifies the balance between cost reduction and quest for justice. This case dealt with a complex financial fraud with several defendants. The judge carefully assessed the resources needed for prosecution, defence, and court proceedings due to the complex and potentially lengthy trial. The decision of the judge to use technology for evidence presentation, engage in plea negotiations, and implement case management solutions resulted in cost reduction and improved trial efficiency. The court demonstrated in this case the practicality of cost role in complex criminal cases while upholding fairness and justice through innovative strategies.
 Ensuring the prompt resolution of criminal cases is important in maintaining an efficient and equitable legal system (Smith & Hogan, 2020). Potential delays can compromise the integrity of evidence, induce distress among the parties involved, and lower the community trust. 
  To effectively tackle this issue, it is vital for the courts in the United Kingdom to adopt various reforms, including the implementation of integrated case management and digitalization of court processes. These measures have the potential to accelerate the cases while upholding the principles of a fair trial. By placing equal emphasis on efficiency and fairness, the criminal justice system can protect the rights of the individual and enhance its own legitimacy, thereby guaranteeing timely delivery pf justice to all parties involved.
  Crown Courts in the United Kingdom depend on jurors, who are laypeople, playing a vital role in the legal process, being chosen randomly from the general population. According to Smith and Hogan (2020), jurors usually consisting of 12 individuals, where their main duty is to objectively evaluate the presented evidence and ultimately arrive at a verdict in criminal proceedings. The objective of this participatory approach is to guarantee a just trial and foster community engagement (Thomas, 2018). The presence of jurors who may not possess extensive legal knowledge can present difficulties, having varied viewpoint that serve to reflect present societal norms and values, thereby improving the credibility of the resulting decisions (Duff & Marshall, 2019). 
  The Juries Act of 1974 holds significant importance as a foundational legislative measure, as it pertains to the establishment and duties of juries in the context of criminal proceedings. The legislation defines the criteria, exceptions, and prohibitions applicable to prospective jurors, explaining the procedures involved in the selection and formation of juries for cases adjudicated in the Crown Court (Robertson & Broadbridge, 2020). The principle of random selection from the community is pointed out to guarantee a diverse and representative cross-section of society in the jury system (Davies & Eastwood, 2018).  The Act places a major priority on maintaining the confidentiality of jury deliberations and offer specific guidelines for addressing any instances of jury misconduct or irregularities (Harris, 2017). 
  England and Wales’ criminal courts have undergone significant reforms, but Magistrates and Crown Courts still face challenges and those reform have the role to improve efficiency, accessibility, and fairness.
  Magistrate Courts, although responsible for a significant number of cases, often experience delays and inefficiencies (Crawford & Hucklesby, 2015). To expedite proceedings and reduce queues it is crucial to implement modern case systems. Same goes for Crown Courts, despite some reforms it does continue to face challenges in dealing with intricate trials and lengthy cases (Robinson & Marshall, 2016). Simplifying trial procedures and promoting the adoption of technology for presenting evidence could accelerate proceedings.
  The Law Society (2023) has recommended the implementation of enhanced civil legal aid and digitalization of court processes, facilitating the expedited sharing of documents and information. Also, the implementation of specialised magistrates and court rooms dedicated to handling specific categories of cases, such as domestic violence or cybercrime, has the potential to enhance both expertise and efficiency with the judicial system (Law Commission, 2019).
  In conclusion, the criminal courts in England and Wales, specifically the Magistrates and Crown Court, are integral to a historically significant justice system. Providing the importance of reform that is addressing challenges related to speed efficiency and accessibility.  By recognising the involvement of non-professionals, considering the financial consequences, and considering the changing legal environment, it is possible to customise reforms that guarantee a strong connection to the longstanding principles that have shaped the English and Welsh justice system over many centuries.
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