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[bookmark: _Toc109131363]Introduction 
Jury trials are considered essential as they aid in educating jurors about the justice system. Individuals who have been a part of juries generate huge respect for the justice system when they leave. Serving on a jury provides individuals with enhanced information about how the justice system works and also about their communities. This assignment will highlight the reasons why jury trials should be abolished in England and Wales. The assignment will further highlight problems with the process of jury selection as well as some examples of people who were disqualified from jury services so that a better understanding can be generated of the miscarriages of justice that happened due to jury trials. 
[bookmark: _Toc109131364]Jury Trials in England and Wales 
Based on the research of Curci (2019), a jury is considered a body of individuals who have sworn to provide a verdict on a lawful case on the basis of proof that is presented and submitted to them in justice system. In other words, they are also considered judges. A jury is selected, and they are responsible for listening to facts in a court action and then providing their decision about whether the defendant is guilty or not. The jury is made up of 12 members that are from the general public. They sit in a box on the side of the judge. One juror is chosen as a foreman of the entire jury by all 12 members before the beginning of a case. A jury panel is developed by individuals who meet the criteria of a juror in England and Wales. An official from Crown Court is accountable for summoning jurors for the case. The names of jurors are chosen from the electoral register. In the UK, the electoral register is an official people list in a district that has the right to vote in an election (GOV UK, 2022). 
In England and Wales, Juries are summoned to Crown Court for unlawful trials where the offence is indictable or triable. The case that is being trialed in the Crown Court is sent there after an investigation by Magistrates. Juries mostly sit in Crown Court and sometimes in High Court for the cases of false imprisonment, alleging fraud, defamation and malicious prosecution. Juries sit in Court for two cases that are criminal and civil. In Wales and England, Jury trials have mostly been abolished from civil cases as the right to be trialled by Jury is not provided in the constitution. Jury trials are mostly considered flawed as a Judge does not have the right to force a jury to change their verdict, which means that a wrong verdict can be provided, which can lead to an innocent person being punished for what they have not done (Hand, 2017). 
[bookmark: _Toc109131365]Thesis
Jury trials in England and Wales should be abolished due to the biasness and favouritism towards the defendant or victim. Jury trials need to be abolished as it deprives the innocent of their right to get justice. 
[bookmark: _Toc109131366]Problems with Jury Selection Process 
Hoag (2020) described that the jury selection process involves the district court selecting people's names from the electoral register list. Selection of a jury is choosing individuals who will serve on a jury during a trial. Even though there is a whole criterion on the basis jury is selected, there are various problems that are still found in the selection process of the jury in England and Wales, like biasness in selection. This means that if the official of the Crown Court who is in charge of hiring jurors does not want a single female or black man on the jury, then it would go according to what the official wants as being the main body that is responsible for selecting juror. While some officials, while selecting a jury, do not take decisions based on discrimination, the individual primarily looks at the criteria of selection, and if the person is matched with the criteria no matter what their emotional level or judging level is, they can become a part of the jury. This means people who can be easily influenced can become part of the jury which can have a negative impact on the decision that is being made for the case (Barocas and Selbst, 2016). 
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Criminal sanctions against jurors are not very common due to guidelines that are provided to them before a trial starts. The jurors also have information about what would happen if they break a rule. Due to this reason, criminal sanctions are rare against jurors. In February 2011, a juror was fined $500 by a Supreme Court Judge as they were found to be Googling information about a rape case (Grow, 2011). in 2011, another Juror was found to be guilty of contempt of the defendant. The Juror was in contact with the defendant through Facebook during a multimillion-pound trial that caused the whole trial to fail. Joanna Fraill, due to this reason, was disqualified and prisoned for two years as she was found guilty of contempt (The Guardian, 2011). Both cases show that England and Wales justice system takes strict actions against jurors that have broken the rules, but this also shows that it is easy to influence a jury member. 
Many miscarriages of justice have occurred due to jury trials. R v Chapman [1976] is a case in which defendants were found guilty in the trial based on a unanimous verdict. Later it was discovered that one of the members of the jury was deaf, due to which that individual was unable to follow proceedings (Judiciary UK, 2015). Ford [1989] is another case in which a miscarriage of justice happened as the appellant was charged with robbery, and the verdict was given by a jury in which all members were white. The appellant appealed in the Court for a multi-racial jury which the judge had to refuse as he had no power. The appellant further appealed that the judgment was unfair as all jury members provided the verdict based on racial discrimination. In 2003, in a fraud case at Southwark Crown Court. The prosecution, in this case, was Counsel Richard Latham. A female jury of jury members tried to send champagne to him. The Barrister returned the gift and reported this issue to the Court. This case shows that the Juror was biased toward the prosecution. Through these cases, it is assessed that miscarriage of justice can happen in various ways. Through biasness towards one party, the other party can easily suffer or having full white or black jury can also demonstrate racial discrimination in jury trials (Minow, 2017). 
Abolishing juries can provide various benefits to the integrity system of England and Wales. The backlog of case problems that are currently faced by the Court system in England and Wales would be resolved. Removing juries would in shortening the trial lengths and allow defendants to have their case heard by professionals of justice that have a more vast understanding of the justice system and how it work (Ortman, 2020). Abolishing juries would aid the Court in prioritizing the cases and resolving the backlog of cases. The backlog of cases in England and Wales is having a negative impact on the way the justice system works and for which they are being criticized. The reason that they have increased jury trials is that it requires more time and cost, which keeps other things from being resolved. Abolishing juries is something that would aid in providing more promising and right verdicts without discriminating against anyone.
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The justice system of England and Wales should follow these suggestions so that they can enhance their justice system while abolishing jury trials which are causing various issues:
· Hire professionals that have knowledge about the justice system, as well as know how to keep their emotions in check so that no biased decision is provided. 
· The Court System in England and Wales can try to do their research on the pending cases so that they can be reduced and the right prioritization is provided as there are many cases that have been on the pending list for years.
· The government of the UK, with the aid of the Court system, should develop strict regulations for people who show biasness while providing their verdict. 
[bookmark: _Toc109131369]Summary 
In a nutshell, it can be summarized that jury trials have caused various issues in recent years in England and Wales, due to which they need to be abolished. The jury trials have become biased and more verdicts are provided on the basis of favouritism than on evidence of facts. Many jurors have been found to have broken the rules of using the internet, which has led to providing verdicts based on what other people are thinking about the case. Biasness in jury trials has increased, due to which the backlog of cases has also increased. 


[bookmark: _Toc109131370]References
Barocas, S. and Selbst, A.D., 2016. Big data's disparate impact. Calif. L. Rev., 104, p.671.
Curci, A., 2019. Twelve Angrier Men: Enforcing Verdict Accountability in Criminal Jury Trials. Wash. UJL & Pol'y, 59, p.217.
GOV UK 2022. Receiving a jury notice. [Online] Available at https://www.nidirect.gov.uk/articles/receiving-jury-notice [Accessed on 19 July 2022]
Grow, R. 2011. Juror could face charges for online research. [Online] Available at https://www.reuters.com/article/ctech-us-internet-juror-idCATRE70I5KI20110119 [Accessed on 19 July 2022]
Hand, L., 2017. Historical and Practical Considerations Regarding Expert Testimony. 1. In Expert Evidence and Scientific Proof in Criminal Trials (pp. 3-21). Routledge.
Hoag, A., 2020. An Unbroken Thread: African American Exclusion from Jury Service, Past and Present. La. L. Rev., 81, p.55.
Judiciary UK 2015. Chapman & Ors; R -v- Sabey - Judiciary UK. [Online] Available at https://www.judiciary.uk/wp-content/uploads/2015/04/r-v-chapman-r-v-sabey.pdf [Accessed on 19 July 2022]
Minow, M., 2017. Stripped down like a runner or enriched by experience: Bias and impartiality of judges and jurors. In Gender and Justice (pp. 321-338). Routledge.
Ortman, W., 2020. When Plea Bargaining Became Normal. BUL Rev., 100, p.1435.
The Guardian 2011. Facebook juror jailed for eight months. [Online] Available at https://www.theguardian.com/uk/2011/jun/16/facebook-juror-jailed-for-eight-months [Accessed on 19 July 2022]

