It is a constant reoccurring question whether juries in England and Wales should be abolished. Juries have been part of British courts since the Middle Ages and are a hallmark of the Anglo common law legal system. As portrayed by Cambridge Dictionary, a jury is, a group of sworn individuals appointed by the court to give a verdict or set a punishment or judgment. The UK citizens who qualify for jury service must serve on a panel of twelve jurors. Trial by jury is considered the cornerstone of a democratic legal system since the jury panel is supposed to stand for a cross-section of society. The jury are typically sat within crown court cases for incidents concerning criminal formal accusation such as serious crimes like murder, rape or manslaughter, Evess.co. 
Although the jury selection process within England and Wales is a random selection, this topic is widely argued on whether the selection process is ideal. Based off Law Teacher (0000), it is said that the since common law in the United Kingdom is “Trial by Jury” which can originally be traced all the way back too Magna Carta (Great charter of liberties) which was established in 1215. This original term has since been repeatedly argued over whether it is in fact a reliable procedure or not. Although this is one of the key issues named within the jury selection process, the most controversial issue is a constant, ongoing debated on whether this term, “Trial by jury,” should in fact be abolished and replaced with the former judge’s decisions only. However, if this proposition of Jury abolishment would come to fall into place it would potentially, more than not, rise concerns over whether the judicial organ does in fact, hold an independent branch and is in fact separate from the government, therefore not obeying the separation of powers theory. 
The jury selection process within England and Wales is said to be a random selection, however the chosen candidates must pass a certain, crucial criteria to become one of the twelve members of the jury. The crucial criteria consist of a disqualifying factors list that will prevent anybody from becoming part of the Jury. The disqualifying factors consist of; a person has served or been sentenced to life imprisonment, imprisonment for public safety, an extended sentence, five years or more in prison or detention. However, there are some more disqualifying factors which would prevent an applicant to serve as a juror for ten years if in the past ten years they have; served a prison sentence, received a suspended sentence, if they have had a community order or other community sentenced upon them. An extended disqualifying factor is an applicant would be disqualified from sitting as a Juror if they are currently on bail in criminal proceedings. If the chosen Juror does not enlighten the court on any disqualifying factor and still attends to sit as a Juror, the Juror would then be fined up to £5000, presented by InBrief.com
One of the main reasons that the position of Juries within English and Welsh courts is repeatedly argued to be abolished is due to the number of injustices trials caused by the jury. As discussed within a 2009 article by The Guardian, one of these trials consist of the 1953 case of nineteen-year-old Derek Bentley. Bentley had been sentenced to capital punishment after the jury declared him guilty for mentally aiding the murder of police officer, Sidney Miles. Bentleys family aimed to clear his name by campaigning and sharing with society the struggles of serve learning difficulties that Bentley suffered with. In 1998 the conviction of Derek Bentley was overturned by the court of appeal as the judge leading this trail had miscredited the jury on specific points of law. 
Another case which proves the failure of the jury is the case of R V Young [1995]. Within this case Timothy Young had kidnapped his girlfriend and had attempt to murder her and himself. Whilst setting up a hose pipe in order to connect it to their car, young’s girlfriend had escaped the car and began to flee. Young had caught her and began to strangle her when he came to his senses and decided to let her take the car and go. Young then handed himself into the police and confessed his crime. However, during the court trial of this case the Jury had used unreliable means to come to a decision therefore, displaying how the Jury is not competence enough to decide the conviction of the defendant. Once again, showing a miscarriage of justice at the hands of the Jury, Queensland Judgement. Although there are significant numbers of cases where the jury have in fact caused a miscarriage of justice, within court cases such as rape trial’s it is stated by Quirk (2018) that it is possible that miscarriages of justice could increase if juries are abolished in rape trials. Juries do not appear to be not performing their duties and by abolishing them, judges would be under more pressure to boost conviction rates. The common sense of twelve ordinary people can be a better sign of people's fate than the judgement of a few judges and magistrates. People's fate is infinitely more reliable when twelve ordinary people apply their common sense.
The discussion of the abolishment of Juries trials has brought about the question of whether abolishing the juries would in fact fix the back log of cases currently faced by the courts. Bolton (2020) discusses the governments approach to discard the jury within the coronavirus pandemic. It is said that, in order to preserve our right to trial by jury, we must oppose this clinical attack on the Coronavirus pandemic. Case backlogs were not caused by the virus, but by the government. Magna Carta-enshrined rights should not be scrapped in order to fix this problem. As a consequence of abolishing juries, it is predicted that wrongful convictions will become increasingly difficult to overturn because appeal judges will be unwilling to question their colleagues' decisions despite the possibility that an innocent person remains behind bars.
To conclude the discussion on the highly debated topic of whether Juries should be abolished within England and Wales, it is a clear sign that the role of the Juries within English and Welsh courts are somewhat irreplaceable. Although the position of Juries has become extremely unstable after the global pandemic of coronavirus it has been widely discussed that without Juries being present within cases such as rape trials that the miscarriage of justice will soon peak at fault, not only do the Jury provide a fair and honest verdict but they are also not biased as oppose to what a one person decision would be. The verdict of a defendant’s sentence is also in the hands of sound of mind people as each Juror goes through the criteria of being a Juror. Yes, judges and magistrates of course go through similar criteria, but a decision split between twelve fair, sound of mind individuals seems to be proven to provide a lot more justice. Not to mention how a decision split between twelve people can find more opinions and approaches to the case therefore giving the defendant possibly the fair decision possible. 
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