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The Magistracy
In the legal system, there are various types of courts. This research study covers the magistrate court and its magistrates. The three magistrates who preside over trials in the magistrate's court are unpaid members of the local community who volunteer their time. Magistrates do not handle most major crimes, such as murder, rape, and burglary, due to their insufficient legal knowledge. These are more serious offenses and are handled by crown courts. On the other hand, Magistrates handle serious offenses like minor assaults, driving offenses, stealing, handling of stolen items, and tv license avoidance. This study also covers the merits and demerits of magistrates, their characters, and their responsibilities. Whereas magistrates ensure the court is properly directed regarding the law, magistrates are volunteers. Given their insufficient legal knowledge, magistrates do not handle more serious offenses.
In the UK, magistrates, also called Justices of Peace, are skilled volunteers from the local community who handle various criminal and civil matters. Magistrates are appointed to tribunals or "benches" comprising up to three members (Garside & Grimshaw, 2022). Even though three is the standard amount, a tribunal should only have two members. However, a retrial is necessary if the two sit on a jury and disagree on the verdict. In the UK, magistrates deal hears approximately 97 percent of criminal cases. A single magistrate session can consider remand applications, give permits and arrest permits, and hold preliminary managerial trials. Since 2015, an individual magistrate has adjudicated illicit cases where respondents plead guilty or do not reply to court orders under the "single justice procedure"; 535,000 cases have been heard in this manner in 2020.  
The magistrate who delivers judgment freely in court on a bench of two or three is officially referred to as the Presiding Justice or, more colloquially, the chair, chairperson, or PJ. The president will sit amid three magistrates on the bench. "Wingers" are the magistrates who sit on either side of the chairperson. Magistrates handle less important criminal charges such as common violence, minor stealing, vandalism, public lawlessness, and driving crimes. They also refer important matters like rape and killings to the Crown Court for hearing, decide on bond petitions, impose fine payments, and accord search permit and entry rights requests to public service corporations. The powers of magistrates are restricted to a maximum penalty. They also have civil authority over family work, alimony, and council tax remittance. To assist the magistrates, two district judges are either advocates or lawyers (Garside & Grimshaw, 2022). They possess similar powers to magistrates but, unfortunately, sit alone, according to Section 16(3) of the Justices of the Peace Act 1979. Unlike most higher court judges, district judges and magistrates don't wear robes or wigs.    
Among the responsibilities of magistrates, the primary responsibility is handling criminal offenses. All criminal matters begin in the magistrate court, and 97% are resolved there. The criminal offenses are categorized into three, with summary offenses as the first. Summary offenses can only be handled within magistrates' courts, such as most driving offenses, less critical violence, and numerous public order crimes (Ismoilova, 2023, p.55). Magistrates will rule bond (in more important offenses), take a guilty or not guilty plea, decide judgment, and pass punishment for these charges. The second category is triable-either-way crimes, such as stealing, deception, vandalism (above £5,000 in damage), assault causing actual bodily harm, some shallow sexual offenses, and reckless cruising (Ismoilova, 2023, p.55). The third category is Indictable-only offenses which are the crucial trials, like rape, burglary, and murder, and are only handled within the Crown Court through a trial on indictment. Nonetheless, such matters are first heard before the law court, where the tribunal examines the bond before referring the trial to the Crown Tribunal.  
The second responsibility of magistrates is youth and family proceedings court. There are particular arrangements for minor offenders aged 10 to 17. Youth courts are distinct from grown-ups’ tribunals, and proceedings are tailored to address the unique wants of young people, such as requiring parent attendance and making certain that every single thing is presented in the proper dialect. The general population is often barred from attending juvenile and family trial tribunals, and while the journalists may be present, there are limitations on what they can announce. Youth court magistrates are members of juvenile panels, which meet regularly for tutoring and managerial motives. Youth magistrates undergo specialized coaching and are supervised and evaluated in their roles. A youth court typically consists of one member of each gender. Similarly, the family processes court has a specific panel dealing with personal and shared family cases (Ismoilova, 2023, p.55). These include petitions for non-harassment commands, occupancy commands, adoption commands, conservation actions, and hearings under the Children Act 1989.
The key demands as to the character of magistrates in the UK are; forthrightness. Magistrates are required to exhibit characteristic uprightness, be respectable and trustworthy, and be capable of keeping confidential information confidential (Donovan et al., 2020). Understanding and communication are the second aspects. Magistrates should be able to interpret papers, swiftly recognize and understand useful facts, and follow affirmations and arguments. Social awareness is the third aspect. Magistrates must understand and respect the importance of lawfulness in the community. Magistrates should also comprehend their local neighborhood and society and the causes and consequences of crime. The fourth aspect is sound judgment. Magistrates must be able to contemplate, weigh cases, and make sound decisions. They must be objective and capable of recognizing and putting aside their prejudices. The fifth aspect is allegiance and dependability. Magistrates should be dependable and dedicated to assisting their communities (Donovan et al.,2020). The last aspect is social awareness. Magistrates must understand and respect the importance of lawfulness in society. Magistrates may also comprehend their resident neighborhood and society in general, as well as the causes and consequences of crime.
Some of the advantages of magistrates are their low cost. Magistrates are an economical choice for the judiciary system than judges. Since most of them are volunteers, it is unnecessary to remunerate a judge’s wages. Without magistrates, more judges would be needed to fill their posts. This illustrates that additional funds that need attention can be directed elsewhere in the judicial system (Riddle & Zara, 2019). The second merit is several opinions. As there are three magistrates on a bench, they can individually give their viewpoints. This provides a more equitable outlook of the state and ought to make things impartial for the defendant. The third merit is a public trust. Magistrates are more trustworthy in the community. Since magistrates can be from any background, they appear easy to approach than judges. This helps maintain public trust and makes the legal system work smoothly. The last merit is local knowledge. Magistrates have local information that judges overseeing a greater area do not (Riddle & Zara, 2019). Community understanding also implies that tribunal judgments can better represent the local society’s distinct requirements and background.
The drawbacks of magistrates include; biases towards prosecution. Magistrates may be biased in favor of the police version of events, preferring the prosecution. This is due to the fact that they familiarize themselves with them. Additionally, since magistrates lack training, they may be easily swayed by the trial (Riddle & Zara, 2019). Secondly, we have case hardening. This occurs when magistrates listen to a lot of similar cases and begin similarly judging them without taking into account any distinctive features of the case. Consequently, the accused may be convicted incorrectly or penalized excessively for a situation that looks familiar to the court but varies from previous occurrences. The third drawback is that magistrates are non-representatives. This implies they tend to be from a white middle-aged professional background rather than a cross-sectional one, unlike most defendants. This may inadvertently impact their judgment and make them view the defendant negatively. It also undermines the trust in the legal system as people find them untrustworthy and believe they have been treated unfairly. They also presume the outcome would have been different for someone else. Lastly, we have inconsistency (Riddle & Zara, 2019). Since magistrates are only compelled to work 26 people for partial days, they tend to forget the specific punishments they have used previously. This generates legal uncertainty and is unjust to defendants. 
Conclusively, crown and magistrate courts were established as part of the UK court system to meet the demand for administering justice. Many criminal acts are heard in magistrates' courts, which do not have a judge or jury present throughout the proceedings. The nature of the sanctions that a magistrate can issue is normally not severe because the maximum sentencing period is six months, and the fine set is very low. On the other hand, Crown court proceedings frequently involve a jury, a judge, a defense counsel, and the director of the prosecution. Because the crown court handles complex matters, the UK court system has made the process of justice administration easier by effectively diverting a significant proportion of cases that would otherwise end up in crown courts.   
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