
[image: Discover University of Wales Trinity Saint David] 
APPENDIX GA36a

	LEVEL 4 ASSESSMENT SPECIFICATION 



	Student name:
	SEHRASH SOHAIL
	Student ID number:
	2243921

	Programme:
	Cert He Professional Policing 

	Module:
	Legal Process 

	Module code:
	BMPL4011
	Contribution to Overall Module Assessment (%):
	50%

	Lecturer:
	Zita Draper 
	Internal Verifier:
	

	Assignment Title:
	Criminal Courts 
	Word count (or equivalent):
	1500

	Submission deadline:
	11th August 2023 by 23:59pm 
	Return date of provisional marks & written feedback:
	11th September 2023 at 10am











Table of Contents
Introduction:	3
The Legal System in England and Wales:	4
Structure of the Justice System:	4
The Criminal Courts:	5
Uing Ordinary People in Place of Magistrates:	5
Cost Efficiency:	6
Quickness of Case Resolution:	6
Crown Court and the Use of Ordinary People:	7
Juries Act 1974:	7
Reform Suggestions:	8
Conclusion:	9
References	10



[bookmark: _Toc140597162]Introduction: The criminal justice system in England and Wales is essential to the country's safety and security. Evaluating the efficiency of the system as a whole, including the Magistrates and Crown Courts, is crucial for ensuring fair and just decisions. The purpose of this paper is to examine the effects of the Juries Act of 1974 and other factors in determining the urgency of the need for reform in these courts. Legislative recommendations will also be examined in this report.

[bookmark: _Toc140597163]The Legal System in England and Wales: The justice system in England and Wales is a complex set of laws and institutions that work together to maintain lawful order and carry out punishment. Disputes are resolved in a timely and objective manner, and people's rights are safeguarded because of the system of courts, tribunals, laws, and legal principles that make up the legal system.
 The courts in the legal system are organized in a hierarchical structure. There are two levels of criminal courts: the lower-level Magistrates' Courts and the higher-level Crown Court (Howard, 2019). Legal rulings can be challenged all the way up to the Supreme Court or the Court of Appeal for further review. The criminal justice system is shaped by legislation and regulations that affect the kind of crimes, the weight of evidence, the length of sentences, and the conduct of trials. Aligning legal principles with societal norms and the changing requirements of society is made possible by the interplay between legislation and policies.
The justice system in England and Wales is crucial to preserving peace and order, protecting individual liberties, and providing equal treatment under the law.

[bookmark: _Toc140597164]Structure of the Justice System: English and Welsh justice is hierarchical to promote fairness and efficiency. Key justice system structure points:
1. Magistrates' Courts handle most criminal proceedings at the lowest level. These courts are governed by lay magistrates (Jacobson, and Hough, 2021).
2. The Crown Court handles indictable crimes and Magistrates' Court appeals. Crown Court judges are professionals.
3. Court of Appeal analyses lower court rulings and confirms legality.
4. The Supreme Court of the United Kingdom is the final criminal and civil appeals court. It advises on complex legal issues.
5. Family, employment, and immigration courts and tribunals also exist and focus on specific areas of law, such as family law, employment law, and immigration law (Pina-Sánchez, and Linacre, 2018).
This hierarchical framework helps England and Wales administer justice effectively and fairly by assigning cases to the appropriate court level depending on severity and complexity.
[bookmark: _Toc140597165]The Criminal Courts: The criminal courts in England and Wales are a crucial part of the legal system because they decide criminal matters in a transparent and objective manner. These tribunals are responsible for deciding whether or not an accused person is guilty of a crime and for applying the appropriate punishment. The criminal justice system is rooted in a codified body of law that comprises statutes, case law, and general principles. They're a place where facts, legal arguments, and cross-examination of witnesses can all be presented and discussed (Roberts, and Pina-Sánchez, 2020). The courts make sure the prosecution establishes its case beyond a reasonable doubt and the accused has a chance to explain their side of the story.
The majority of criminal matters are heard at the lowest level, in the Magistrates' Courts. Magistrate courts are presided over by laypeople with minimal legal expertise. They can hear preliminary hearings for more serious matters and handle lesser offenses before sending them to the Crown Court.
The more serious criminal crimes, including murder, rape, and intricate fraud, are heard by the Crown Court, which operates at a higher level. It is adjudicated by respected members of the legal community. Juries made up of ordinary citizens are often used to help make decisions in legal proceedings.
[bookmark: _Toc140597166]Using Ordinary People in Place of Magistrates: In England and Wales, cases are presided over and judgments are made by laypeople in the Magistrates' Courts. Community members are appointed to the position of magistrate, also known as Justice of the Peace. They aren't expected to have a law degree, but they do get training in how the system works (Ministry of Justice, 2017).
Their participation in the criminal justice process at Magistrates' Courts provides an alternative perspective. Magistrates are selected from a wide range of demographics in order to better represent the local community and contribute unique perspectives and expertise to the judicial process. The goal of this public participation is to keep the justice system open, transparent, and sensitive to the demands of the people it serves.
However, there are restrictions on how far the Magistrates' Courts can rely on ordinary people. Magistrates may have difficulty grasping complicated legal issues and consistently applying legal reasoning due to their lack of formal legal education and experience (Hoyano, 2015). This raises questions regarding the reliability and equity of the decisions made as a result.
Magistrates receive regular training and assistance to improve their legal knowledge and expertise in response to these issues. Magistrate courts also have access to lawyers who can offer advice on legal issues. The goal of these reforms is to ensure that all parties involved in the judicial process have access to the information they need to make sound judgments while also allowing for the participation of ordinary individuals.
[bookmark: _Toc140597167]Cost Efficiency: England and Wales's criminal courts, especially Magistrates' and Crown Courts, must be cost-effective. Cost-effectiveness is the balance between court expenses and service value (Sallavaci, 2016).
Magistrates' Courts are cheaper than Crown Courts. Due to simpler procedures and lay magistrates instead of professional judges, Magistrates' Courts have cheaper operating costs. This may reduce administrative and judicial wages. Magistrates' Courts save money by expediting cases. These courts can handle matters faster, saving time, money, and interruption.
The Crown Court, which handles more serious and complex matters, has higher operational costs due to experienced judges and longer trials. In some circumstances, juries increase Crown Court costs. Cost-effectiveness is crucial, but it shouldn't determine justice system's quality and fairness (Roberts, and Pina-Sánchez, 2020). A successful and equitable criminal justice system in England and Wales must balance cost with consistency, access to justice, and legal standards.
[bookmark: _Toc140597168]
Speed that cases are heard : The efficiency of the criminal courts in England and Wales is essential. In order to provide justice for all parties, reduce collateral consequences for defendants, and preserve public faith in the judicial system, cases must be resolved as quickly as possible.
Magistrates' courts have a reputation for being able to resolve matters quickly. These courts can resolve cases more quickly because of their simplified processes and streamlined procedures. Because of this, choices can be made quickly, speeding up the entire criminal process.
However, the Crown Court, which hears more serious and complex matters, typically needs more time to carefully examine the evidence, argue the law, and involve jurors. This means that cases in the Crown Court may take longer than those in the Magistrates' Court to be resolved (Howard, 2019).
Both courts have made an effort to speed up their caseloads. Case management practices, for example, have been put into place to guarantee timely scheduling and cut down on unnecessary hold-ups. Initiatives like electronic evidence presentation and online case management systems are also being implemented to speed up the settlement of cases and improve efficiency.
[bookmark: _Toc140597169]Crown Court and the Use of Ordinary People: The courts formed largely of civilians are frequently employed in the Crown Court. Juries are made up of influential members of the community who have been carefully selected for their roles (Pina-Sánchez, and Linacre, 2018). Some important details about the Crown Court and the use of laypeople are as follows:
1. Juries hear testimony and decide whether or not an accused person is guilty based on that evidence.
2. To ensure that the accused is assessed by their peers and to get a more diverse view of society as a whole, juries often include members of the general public.
3. It is expected that lay jurors will evaluate the evidence objectively and render a verdict in accordance with the judge's instructions and the law.
4. However, complications may occur in complex instances where lay jurors have trouble understanding intricate legal ideas, which could lead to an inaccurate application of the law (Hoyano, 2015).
To ensure that the criminal justice system is fair, impartial, and reflective of the community as a whole, the Crown Court makes use of lay people in the form of jurors.
[bookmark: _Toc140597170]Juries Act 1974: England and Wales jury trials are affected by the Juries Act 1974. Juries Act 1974 illustrates:
1. The Act improved jury impartiality and fairness through various reforms.
2. The Act expanded juries. The Act extended juries to 12 to 15 members, depending on trial length and complexity (Ministry of Justice, 2017).
3. The Act eliminated the "mandatory challenge" for cause, which allowed lawyers to confront jurors without explanation. Instead, it allowed lawyers to object to certain jurors for a reason.
4. The Act also broadened the community's jury member body.
[bookmark: _Toc140597171]Reform Suggestions: Several reform proposals can be considered to overcome the limits and increase the efficiency of the Magistrates and Crown Courts. There needs to be improved coordination between the two courts, better access to legal assistance for all defendants, and better legal training for judges to ensure that decisions are made consistently in accordance with established norms and precedents (Sallavaci, 2016).
The Juries Act 1974 reformed jury selection and procedure in England and Wales to improve justice, openness, and independence.

[bookmark: _Toc140597172]Conclusion: In conclusion, both the Magistrates' and the Crown Courts play crucial roles in the administration of justice in England and Wales. Using ordinary people as judges can speed procedures up and save money, but it also can lead to inconsistent rulings. Professional judges are an asset to the Crown Court, although they may have difficulty understanding complex legal matters. These problems can be addressed and a fair and effective criminal justice system in England and Wales can be ensured by implementing reform ideas such as improving training, enhancing guidelines, and improving cooperation between the two courts.
[bookmark: _Toc140597173]
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