 Should be abolished jury trials in               England and Wales?
 
England and Wales has a long tradition of jury trials which evolved over the centuries and has their roots in two institutions since 1066. Until 1919, women were not allowed to be part of a jury.
Nowadays a jury is a group of 12 people chosen to give a verdict following a trial that was officially presented to them by a court.
The Crown Courts are responsible for compiling the jury with the help of a computer through an automatic program meant to select random people from the electoral register.
 Elected jurors must notify the court immediately if they are unable to appear at the trial. For a person to be able to fulfill the quality of juror, must be between 18-75 years old, be registered in the electoral register of voting, not have mental problems, to be resident in the UK for at least 5 years from reaching the age of 13 years old and not be disqualified from jury service. 
After the completion of the jury selection process, those who have been chosen to participate in the trial will receive a set of notes explaining the procedures of the jury service and what function the jurors have.
The selection process of the jury is a bit exaggerated regarding the age of the persons eligible to be part of a jury in a trial.
 A person who is 18 years old is not always mature enough in thinking and does not have the necessary experience to fully understand how a trial goes. 
The same can happen in the case of older people because they could have problems concentrating or memory difficulties and perhaps they can not give a correct verdict in a trial.
 This is also supported in the journal article (Fitzgerald, 2000) which says that even if the older people received instructions they were limited to memory and decision making.
Many people believe that a jury can offer a fairer hearing, but this claim can also be contradicted. 
For example in high emotional trials, such as rape or violence against children, the jury may be tempted to convict because of personal feelings rather than convict because of the defendant’s guilt. 
It has even been said as a metaphor that “a trial with jurors is similar to sailing a ship in a storm” because it is much less predictable than a trial with a judge. In many cases, jury decisions overturned the decision of the judge. A recent example is the case of  Depp v The Sun (2020) and Depp v Heard (2022). The Hollywood actor lost a UK libel lawsuit against The Sun newspaper. 
The trial took place without a jury and the verdict was given by a judge, while in US Jhonny Depp won a similar lawsuit against his ex-wife Amber Heard. The trial took place with a jury and the verdict was favorable for Jhonny.
Of course in the UK are miscarriages of justice because of a jury trial “Juries sometimes make mistakes but applying the common sense of 12 ordinary people is indefinitely more reliable than letting a handful of judges and magistrates decide people’s fates” ( Bolton, 2020), but it also can be miscarriages of justice when a trial depends on a judge “If only judges and magistrates get to decide whose evidence to believe, I do not doubt that miscarriages of justice will increase”. (Bolton, 2020).  Abolishing juries will not fix the backlog of cases the courts have to deal with. Her Majesty’s Courts and Tribunal Services made the people think that the Covid-19 situation has caused the backlog in the system but the truth is the backlog was increasing before the pandemic due to the funding cuts to legal aid.  Bolton (2020) stated that “The virus did not cause the case backlog -the government did. They should fix it by funding the system properly, not by scrapping a right enshrined in the Magna Carta “ (Bolton, 2020).
Another reason why in the UK the government does not want a trial with juries is that by removing the jury process the time for a case would be shorter and would allow more defendants to have their cases heard by professionals and parliament would no longer need to spend so much money. Waugh stated that “when called to serve on a jury the government will reimburse jurors for travel, lunch, refreshments and any other costs incurred during their services such as employing a childminder or carer; with 179,000 jurors annually, this leads to soaring costs that could easily be avoided.”
Many lawyers who work in criminal courts daily believe that the jury system is the best method to decide whether a defendant is guilty or not of a criminal offense. Usually, Crown Courts have professional judges while the Magistrates Courts have not only professional judges but also volunteers who are not professional lawyers. A disadvantage of a jury trial is that if you do not win your case, you may have to pay prosecution costs which are higher in Crown Courts than in the Magistrates Courts. Unfortunately at the moment, the UK is facing a crisis in the criminal justice system. This has caused many people to wait years for justice to be done for them. Without the necessary investments, the lawsuit will continue to wait, and those who deal with these lawsuits will lose their jobs thus in a few years there will be no criminal justice system.  
Regarding the issue related to trials with or without jurors, it is clear that the government wants to reduce the number of trials with jurors for financial reasons, therefore criminal cases were divided into 3 categories: summary, triable and indictable. Summary offenses are cases that are not serious and are heard only by magistrates. Over the years, the Crown Courts regrouped some cases as summary offenses to reduce the number of lawsuits and make their work easier. 
Indictable offenses are the most serious charges, including murder and rape and they must be heard by a jury. Triable offenses are less serious and can be heard by magistrates, or if the defendant has the right, he can opt for a jury trial. Thus, magistrates now hear 95% of cases and since 4 out of 5 Crown Courts defendants plead guilty, the role of jurors has decreased considerably, and the government no longer has to invest so much money in trials.
 A jury trial is different from a judge trial, that is why most of the defendants prefer to choose a jury with a trial if they have the opportunity. Jurors can be easily influenced and they have more compassion than a judge. The defendants find it much easier to present their case to a jury because they are more interested in what the case is about than in the legal terms, so their verdict is based more on the story of the case. No one disputes the fact that a jury is never wrong or that can not bring a trial to a successful conclusion as in the case of Theodora Dallas (2011) who was jailed for searching online information about the defendant and telling her fellow jurors that she discovered online that the defendant had been convicted for rape before.
The trial had to be rescheduled and caused financial damage to the justice system, that is why today it is illegal for jurors to do extra research online about their case.

The COVID-19 pandemic changed many things regarding how people can access legal advice and receive justice. People were scared that perhaps they will be on their own when they are attending a visual court hearing. Prisoners also were scared because they will not have access to their solicitors. However, most law firms tried to operate normally and support people.
In conclusion jury trials should not be abolished because according to Lord Devlin (1956)  “ Trial by jury is more than an instrument of justice and more than one wheel of the constitution; it is the lamp that shows freedom lives”.
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