

[image: University of the week - University of Wales Trinity Saint David]



MODULE: LEGAL PROCESS
MODULE CODE: BMPL4011
ASSIGNMENT TITLE: CRIMINAL COURTS



PREPARED FOR:
PREPARED BY:


Table of Contents
Introduction	3
Discussion	3
Conclusion	5
References	7



[bookmark: _Toc161759450]Introduction
The English and Welsh system of justice is a highly organized collection of legal institutions, legal statutes, and legal processes, all of which are meant for the administration of justice. It also includes the upkeep of order and protection of individual rights within a properly functioning legal system (Antal, 2023). It works on common law grounds and governing statutory rules which primarily end at fairness, access to justice and justice accountability in legal matters. The structure of the justice system includes mainly Magistrate Courts which deal with such minor cases and as well preliminary hearings and County Courts, which take care of civil matters (Judiciary.uk, 2024). The Crown Court deals with the most serious cases and jury trials. The High Court rules over the more complex civil cases and appeals. These appellate courts like Court of Appeal and the Supreme Court receive appeals from the lower courts, and the Supreme Court deals with national importance, especially constitutional issues.
This assignment discusses an overview of the English and Welsh justice system. In addition to these, the discussion explores in explaining the different types of courts, the process of law, the principles governing the justice system, and criminal justice which is administered through the Magistrates courts and the Crown courts. Its main purpose is to provide individuals with a general knowledge of how the law functions through law courts, police, and other arms of the justice system to ensure the law is followed and process is fair.
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The criminal courts in England and Wales in particular, the Magistrates Court and the Crown Court are tremendously influential as the fundamental part of the justice system. The starting point is with Magistrates court which is concerned with the less serious crimes and preliminary hearings. Beside the need for reform, there exists several matters, with given issues require immediate attention (Berk et al., 2021). One of the predominant problems facing the courts is the issue of the build-up of cases, which often results in hears and trials being postponed. This reflects a negative impact on the rapid delivery of justice and adds an additional pressure on the resources of the court. To cure this situation, the reform should be very intensive and may implement effective case management systems, utilize technology for straightforward processes, keep the needed personnel and resources to handle the work load effectively. Therefore, the issue is training and support for magistrates, as they try to enhance their decision-making abilities and guarantee uniformity in sentencing across the various instances (Judiciary.uk, 2024). The offender shifting towards the Crown Court, which is the trial of a jury for the severe criminal cases has the same level of importance as the reform. The extended trial period is one of the biggest problems that make judicial authorities unable to respond to the urgent need to hold trials and brings in a cost increase. For these reasons, the delays are because of the difficulties to be faced in the processes of the court, the scarcity of resources, and procedural inabilities. To tackle the issue, it should ensure case management improvement, alternative and dispute resolution type promotion, which will lead to the reduction in the number of trials (Herring, 2021). Furthermore, it will also increase of use of technology in evidence presentation and trial proceedings. Moreover, there exists a further need for allocating enough judicial resources with respect to the Crown Court to speed up trial proceeding, while not discounting the overall quality of justice provided.
The Crown Courts hosts trial courts in the same way the Magistrates Courts do. It is a fundamental aspect of justice to access to the courts which can be found in the operations of both these judicial platforms. Amendments should rather be focused on provisions that make sure that all people such as victims, criminals, or witnesses do not have discriminatory treatment, when seeking legal help and are given an open and fair trial (Cohen, 2020). It might be realized through, for example, improving the delivery of legal aid services and the offer of support and protection for vulnerable people. It will contribute positiveness toward the confidence of the public in the criminal justice system. Ultimately, criminal courts in England and Wales need facelift to sort out issues pointing at backlog of cases, trial delays, resources limitation and legal standing of the justice seekers. Justice is one of the vital components of good society and it is essential for the country to have a system of law that is designed to deliver justice quickly and effectively. It is from this perspective that there is need to have the criminal courts that implement reforms that focus on efficiency, fairness, and transparency (Farrall et al., 2020). It led to effectively fulfil the role of delivering timely and efficient justice to the society.
In the English and Welsh Magistrates Court the crucial role is assigned to non-professionals, lay people or magistrates and the justices of the peace are responsible to make decisions regarding minor offense litigations. This plan intends to mix a community view point in the justice system and attract the public to be more engaged. Yet, these doubts waste no time in appearing regarding this technique in form of the cost, delay in the process of the case hearing and inaccuracies in the decision-making (Jones, 2022). For instance, the recruitment of unprofessional judges rather than career judges would be very affordable. Lay magistrates are residents of a community, who got the opportunity to be a part of local judiciary by giving an oath specializing in the character and understanding of societal norms rather than legal expertise. The savings of justice system financial resources brings about a big deal, but how adequately are those people trained and equipped to sort out delicate legal situations is one of the questions (Stirk, 2022).
The rate of cases heard at the magistrate court may be affected by such considerations as the level of complexity, resources as well as scheduling problems. Cases that are handled too slowly or where the hearings are not promptly adhered to, causes frustration for those involved, and vitiates the smooth running of the judicial system. Through enhancements of case management techniques, equitable allocation of resources and technology integration, the processing of cases can be speeded up and appropriate determinations can be made on time (Waller and Sakande, 2024). In the contrast, Crown Court that deals with the most severe criminal offenses and trialling by juries tends to use ordinary lay people in the form of juries. The Juries Act of 1974 provides a detailed procedure of the selection and composition of juries that guarantee the fair and impartial nature of the trial processes. Juries drawn from the electoral register is the case-in-pointing the involvement of people in the determination of guilt or innocence of a defendant through evidence presented in the courtroom (Legislation, 2024).
Regarding the possible options for solving the issues that appear in both Magistrate Court and Crown Court, several measures can be applied. At the Tribunal Court, the enhanced training of non-lawyers (lay magistrates) can improve the quality of judgments, encompassing legal knowledge and decision making (Jones, 2022). Moreover, procuring technology for case management and automated administrative procedures leads to decreasing delays and gets it cheaper also. For the Crown Court, reforms may include making the jury selection more reasonable. This will help to reflect the diversity of society, aiding and guidance for jurors and addressing the issues that arise from lengthy delays in trials and complex nature of the cases (Stirk, 2022). Encouraging methods of dispute resolution alternative to the trial, e.g. mediation may serve to mitigate the Crown Court caseload and promote faster outcomes of cases.
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Lastly, the Magistrates Court and the Crown Court as the main criminal courts of England and Wales. They are considered with great importance and have been evidently doing their job to provide justice, however, facing numerous problem that need to be addressed and reformed. The Magistrates Courts usually utilize lay magistrates, which, on one side, can be timely and cost-effective. But they might require advanced training to cope adequately with complex legal cases. The fact that case hearings are delayed implies that there are such improvement areas that are dictated by the necessity of improved case management practices for the efficient conduct and timely delivery of justice.
Likewise, the jury trial which arises under the Juries Act 1974 in the Crown Court makes sure that fairness is upheld, but there too are challenges that come up when it comes to jury selection, ethics, and the case complexity. With more innovative reforms on jury selection, it supports as an alternative dispute resolution procedures and modern technological advancements. This will lead the new court system, to significantly improve its efficiency and fairness. Therefore, the suggested amendment for both courts is building capacity in concrete and financial literacy for an ordinary person. This also include adopting new technology for all the procedures of dispute resolution, fostering alternative dispute resolution, and reducing congestion at the trial courts. Implementation of such reforms would result the England and Wales justice system more effective, fair, and efficient. 
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