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The Jury Board consists of 12 members who analyze the criminal justice of the accused and give appropriate verdict. This study discusses the jury board. The people through whom this board is constituted are discussed and the idea of where this board conducts its activities is given (Broderick et al. 2022). There is also a discussion on the selection process of the board members and the issues to be faced during the selection. The discretion of the jury board is to give the right verdict by screening the accused. Proper justice can also be obtained by filing a case in the court. The members of the jury board are highly educated and understand law in depth. Their ability to judge is significant. Their job is to give the right verdict by analyzing the accused.

A selection authority for the jury board was created by the UK government. This selection management department is responsible for determining the public members of the Jury Board. The board members are appointed by the Department of Management in charge of the UK Government. The responsibility of the management department is to find members who are honest people by character and not be involved in any crime (Castro-Barquero et al. 2022). One of the greatest characteristics of being a loud board member is foresight and prudence. The responsibility of the members of the Jury Board is to review the allegations made against the accused on the basis of evidence and to give appropriate verdict. To carry out these responsibilities of the jury board one has to have a lot of knowledge about the law and be prudent.

The responsibility of the members of the jury board is to verify the allegations of the accused person on the basis of evidence and give appropriate verdict. A specific space is required to complete these tasks (Doolan et al. 2022). The Jury Board conducts its activities by following certain rules in a particular room of the High Court.

The authority is created by the UK government to determine the members of the jury board. This authority selects members for the jury board by following certain criteria. Some of the characteristics of being a member of the jury board are knowledge of the law, prudence and present knowledge. It is the responsibility of the jury board authorities to determine some members who have never been involved in a crime. But the problem that arises when selecting a member of the jury board is that all these characteristics are not present in a person. That is, even if a person is never involved in any crime, he does not have knowledge of the law (Giles et al. 2021). On the other hand, a person who has a good knowledge of the law might be associated with crime. Thus it is difficult to determine a member due to lack of one or another feature. One of the characteristics of being a member of the jury board is the ability to have fine judgment. There are many members who have a lot of knowledge about law but do not have the correct and subtle knowledge to judge a culprit. The management of the jury board has to work hard to form a team by completing the selection process (II’ya et al. 2018). The responsibility of managing the jury board is to solve all the problems and form a proper board of 12 people.

There are 12 members of the jury board. The responsibility of the jury board authority is to determine the 12 members who have knowledge of law, have the power of forensic justice, present knowledge and have never been involved in crime (Tamargo et al. 2021). If a member is found to be at fault after being appointed as a member of the Jury Board, he/she is declared disqualified and withdrawn from the board. Such, a member is withdrawn even if there is a lack of subtle judicial power, for any unethical conduct and wrongdoing. Here immoral acts mean any kind of crime. This includes non-payment of bank loans or disputes with family members over family property. So members of the jury board have to be wary of such petty crimes.

The main purpose of forming a jury board is to come up with accurate outcome. Wrong verdicts has been pronounced several times through the jury board. History has shown that a number of people have been convicted of wrongfully by the jury. Below are some facts about the wrong judgment of the jury board.

Fact of Eastman:
A man named Eastman was convicted in 1995 by a jury board. The jury sentenced him to life in prison. After 19 years his case was taken to court again. On August 22, 2014 his case was re-taken to court and verification began (Hassler et al. 2020). There he was proved innocent. He was acquitted on November 22, 2016 and released from prison. Eastman was sentenced to 19 years in prison for a wrong decision by a jury.
Fact of Darryl Burton
The jury convicted Darryl Burton of murdering a man in 1984. The jury board is based on a false police report and has found a witness guilty of incorrect testimony. Darryl Burton spent 24 long years in prison without committing any crime. Darryl Burton repeatedly claimed that he had committed no crime. For many years, his case was tried in court repeatedly. There were attempts to judge him on the basis of accurate evidence. The court eventually acquitted him on the basis of proper evidence. Darryl Burton was released in 2006 after serving 24 years in prison.

[bookmark: _GoBack]In addition to the two incidents mentioned above, the jury board has made several more wrong decisions (Jacobsen et al. 2017). There have been several such incidents due to the basis of false evidence and misreporting.

When the judges who used to judge the criminals through the jury board were dissolved, those cases were taken to the court and the cases were settled by the judges of the court. There are many cases that have been stuck for a long time due to various problems. For example, there are many cases that are stuck in the UK courts for the 2020 epidemic that were supposed to be done through jury members. But at present it is not possible for the members of the board to complete the cases due to the crisis (Lieberman et al. 2016). Therefore, these cases have to be appealed anew in the High Court and are done through a judge. There are some cases for many contemporary issues that cannot be completed by jury members. These cases are settled by appealing to the court. There the judge took full responsibility and delivered the verdict.

The main responsibility of the jury board is to give a verdict against the accused on the basis of evidence. There have been several errors in the conduct of the jury board's activities. It is very important to identify and solve those problems. Here are some suggestions for the board that need to be addressed quickly. The jury board should give its verdict according to the opinion of all the members (Cecchetti et al. 2016). There are some cases where the verdict is not based on everyone's opinion. Therefore, the board should give the verdict of the case giving priority to the opinion of all the jury members. The jury board should resolve the issues related to the temporary strike. The UK government or people declare a strike at various times for various reasons for which many cases are pending for a long time. Therefore, the authorities should resolve the cases quickly without suspending them due to the strike. The jury board should reopen the pending cases due to the absence or dissolution of the judges. Authorities should remove incompetent and inexperienced judges and appoint competent and controversial judges. Judgments of all past cases of the Jury Board are given within a specified time. Most of the cases here have been pending for a long time for various reasons. Therefore, the authorities should resolve these cases quickly (Gans et al. 2017). Authorities should address the above suggestions as well as identify more problems.

[bookmark: _Toc107684455]Conclusion
Lastly this study gives an overall idea about the jury board. Through this study, it is known about the conduct of various activities of the jury board. I have given some examples of misjudgments by jury boards.
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