













The Magistracy
Explain the advantages and disadvantages of Magistrates in the exercise of justice (1500 words)






























Introduction
In many nations, including the UK, the role of magistrates in the judicial system is vital. They rule over various court affairs, including criminal trials, civil disputes, and family court hearings. Magistrates are valuable to the legal system, but certain drawbacks must be considered. With an emphasis on the United Kingdom, this article will evaluate the benefits and disadvantages of magistrates in administering justice.

A magistrate is a legal representative appointed to rule over some law issues. As defined by the Ministry of Justice in the United Kingdom, a magistrate is "an unpaid, part-time judicial officer who is appointed to serve in the Magistrates' Court, which is the first tier of the criminal court system in England and Wales" (Ministry of Justice, 2021). In most cases, magistrates are appointed by the government and have a five-year term, following which they can be reappointed for another five years. According to the Ministry of Justice, the country has over 16,000 magistrates who preside over nearly 90% of all criminal proceedings (Ministry of Justice, 2021). In England and Wales' Magistrates' Court, the first level of the criminal court system, magistrates are chosen by the Lord Chancellor to serve in those capacities. Despite their numerous responsibilities, magistrates in the United Kingdom acquire just a bare minimum of training before beginning employment. The Judicial College states that judges receive "a basic introduction to the law and the criminal justice system, as well as training in legal skills, including evidence, procedure, and judgement" (Judicial College, n.d.). This training is frequently less thorough than that acquired by professional judges or solicitors, which can be detrimental when the legal situation is complex. In the UK, magistrates serve as a crucial part of the justice system, offering a practical and economical way to handle numerous legal issues. However, there are issues with their education, experience, and potential for bias or unfairness.
The fact that magistrates only receive rudimentary training before starting their jobs is one of the critical causes of worry. The Judicial College said magistrates receive "a basic introduction to the law and the criminal justice system, as well as training in legal skills, including evidence, procedure, and judgement" (Judicial College, n.d.). This instruction may need to adequately educate magistrates about the complexity of some legal situations, especially when new or uncommon legal theories are involved.
Another issue is that magistrates may have a different degree of knowledge or comprehension of the law than professional judges or attorneys because they are not required to be legal experts. Due to this lack of legal expertise, decisions may be influenced by prejudice or a misreading of the law.

There have been worries over magistrate rulings' potential for prejudice or injustice in addition to their education and experience. Magistrates are frequently selected for their familiarity with regional problems and issues and their capacity to serve the community. However, this may imply that they may factor in personal biases or prejudices while making decisions. According to one study, magistrates may be prejudiced towards foreigners since they are more likely to give harsher punishments to defendants from outside the area (Tarling, R., 2006). According to other research, magistrates tended to favour acquitting individuals with legal representation, raising the possibility that they may be prejudiced towards unrepresented defendants (Ward, J., 2015.). Therefore it is essential to make an effort to enhance the assistance and training offered to magistrates and promote transparency and observation.
In the United Kingdom, there have been several magistrates courts closed recently. The House of Commons Justice Committee reported that 164 magistrates' courts were closed between 2010 and 2020. Whereas 13 constituencies had two closed courts, and 151 constituencies had a closed magistrate's court (Constituency data: Magistrates’ court closures, 2020). Concerns regarding the effect on local communities and access to justice have been voiced in the debate around these closures.

One of the primary concerns concerning court closures is the possible impact on access to justice. People may find it more challenging to access the legal system if fewer courts are available, especially those who reside in rural or isolated places, resulting in longer travel times and higher travel expenses for people and delays in the conclusion of court cases.
In addition to worries about access to justice, court closures can substantially impact the surrounding community. Magistrates' courts are frequently a crucial component of the local justice system, allowing locals to participate in the legal system and have their say on issues concerning their community. Closing these courts might result in losing community involvement and difficulty for locals to hear their concerns. Court closures can also influence the local economy. There is a large number of employees employed by many magistrates' courts, including clerks, ushers, and security officers. A decrease in economic activity and employment losses might result from closing these courts.

Despite these reservations, the government has maintained that closing courts is essential to cutting costs and modernising the legal system. The government reportedly declared that court closures are "essential to deliver a more efficient, effective, and modern justice system" in a House of Commons Justice Committee report. There have been requests for the availability of alternate conflict resolution procedures, such as online courts and alternative dispute resolution techniques, in reaction to the closing of magistrates' courts. These techniques may offer a more affordable and convenient way to settle legal problems for people who reside in rural or isolated places. Increased investment in the justice system and efforts to investigate alternative dispute resolution methods may be required to address these issues.

One of the critical advantages of magistrates is that they offer a reasonably priced way to settle legal issues. The use of magistrates' courts is substantially less expensive than the use of the Crown Court. As a result, magistrates' courts play a crucial role in ensuring that people who cannot afford the more significant expenses connected with other types of legal conflict resolution can still access justice. Additionally, using magistrates can contribute to the perception of justice being done. Because community members elect magistrates, they are more likely to be trusted by residents, and as a result, their decisions are more likely to be viewed as just and fair. Supporting public trust in the judicial system is crucial to ensuring that it is efficient and serves the needs of all societal members.

Furthermore, magistrates can contribute to more effectively delivering justice. Magistrate courts can handle more cases than others since they deal with less severe situations. Implying that justice may be served more rapidly, which can assist in shortening wait times and guarantee that disputes are settled fast. An essential part of the legal system, magistrates' courts handle more than one million cases annually, according to a study from the Ministry of Legal.
A disadvantage of magistrates is that they can be less inclined to consider the case's broader societal context. Professional judges have access to various tools and professionals, including probation officers, psychologists, and social workers, which can assist them in making choices regarding sentences and other parts of a case. On the other hand, magistrates could have less assistance or access to these resources, leading to conclusions that need to be correctly reasoned out or acceptable in the given situation.
The representativeness of magistrates is another issue. Even though magistrates are supposed to represent the local community, evidence suggests that some groups, particularly young people and racial minorities, may be underrepresented. This results in a lack of diversity in decision-making and outcomes that do not consider the requirements or viewpoints of these groups. Concerns have also been raised regarding the workload of magistrates. Magistrates are unpaid volunteers who must devote much time to their responsibilities, sometimes on top of their regular jobs or other obligations. Some magistrates may find this a substantial stress, especially those who reside in rural or isolated places with fewer resources or sources of help.

Conclusion
In conclusion, magistrates are crucial to the execution of justice, especially in subordinate courts. The benefits of using magistrates in the legal system include their accessibility, cost-effectiveness, and capacity to add local expertise and community viewpoints to the decision-making process. Additionally, by handling less severe cases, magistrates can reduce the caseload on higher courts and free up resources for more complicated cases. Magistrates do have some restrictions. However, They may need more legal education and experience to make consistent judgements. Additionally, magistrates might be subject to political or local pressure, compromising their independence and impartiality. Overall, magistrates can support the judicial system significantly, but how well they are trained, supervised, and held accountable will ultimately determine their effectiveness.
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