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Introduction  
 
The criminal justice system of England and Wales is founded upon the principles of common law, a method of law primarily derived from judicial precedent rather than legislative enactments. This implies that, typically, legislative authority does not reside solely with Parliament but is also exercised by magistrates who consider and enforce legal statutes.  
The process of law serves as a mechanism for resolving disagreements and conflicts among individuals or collectives.   
In England and Wales, the legal system encompasses two primary categories of law: common law and statute law. Common law refers to a legal system where magistrates establish legal principles and rules through their rulings in court. Statute law refers to the body of law established by the legislative branch of government, specifically through enacting Acts of Parliament. (Smith,2022).
 This essay attempts to examine the fundamental elements of the justice system, encompassing the court system, and elucidate their organisational framework, absolute values, and functions within the realm of fairness.  
The present piece aims at analysing the significance of criminal courts, the obstacles they encounter, and the societal ramifications they generate.   
The paper aims to examine the significance of magistrates and the crown court, as well as the involvement of lay individuals in the law system. It will emphasise their distinct roles, their benefits, and the potential obstacles they might encounter.  
This piece aims to introduce the Jury Act of 1974, a significant legislative measure that had a transformative impact on the jury selection system.  
The following piece aims to analyse the necessity of improvements for these tribunals by introducing reform suggestions.



Main Body  
 
The legal structure of England and Wales is characterised by its commitment to the common law tradition, wherein decisions made in court cases hold greater significance than written statutes. The primary legislation of England and Wales is enacted by the legislature, with most laws being formulated by the incumbent government. The parliamentary institution has two chambers: the House of Commons and the House of Lords. The House of Commons is comprised of individuals who are chosen by the electorate. At the same time, the House of Lords consists of members who have either been selected by the authorities or received their positions. The legal framework comprises several key components: the Supreme Court, the Court of Appeal, the High Court, the Crown Court and the magistrates' courts. The Supreme Court holds the most potent authority within the judicial system, while the Court of Appeal assumes the next-highest position. The High Court is responsible for settling significant civil and criminal matters, while the Courts of Magistrates handle criminal cases of a more severe nature (Rab,2023). 
Criminal courts are judicial bodies that are responsible for settling issues about criminal offences. The primary objective of courts is to uphold fairness by facilitating impartial trials, determining guilt or innocence, and imposing suitable sanctions or rehabilitative actions for people found guilty. The courts above fulfil an essential function in safeguarding the principles of legal governance and preserving societal harmony. Judiciary members fulfil a crucial function within the framework of the criminal justice system. (Britannica,2023). 
Magistrates hold a pivotal position within the legal framework of the United Kingdom since they are responsible for rendering judgements on a diverse array of criminal and civil matters. These individuals, sometimes called justices of the peace, are not professional jurists but regular community members who voluntarily provide their services to preside over legal proceedings. According to Allbon(2020), The number of lay magistrates in the magistrate's courts exceeds 16,000, although approximately 140 professional judges also preside over these courts. 
The appointment of magistrates is handled by the Lord Chancellor, who selects individuals from various backgrounds to guarantee an equitable representation of society. The primary function of judges is to ascertain guilt or innocence, administer penalties, and authorise pretrial release. Magistrates can grant warrants to confirm searches, seizures, and arrests to uphold public safety and ensure law enforcement. Moreover, it is within their purview to oversee the commencement of preliminary hearings, during which they evaluate the evidence put up by the prosecution and ascertain whether sufficient justification exists for the progression of a trial. The inclusion of non-legal professionals inside the legal system serves to sustain the fundamental tenet of jury duty. It fosters public trust in the fair and effective execution of the judicial process (Ivković,2021).  
One advantage of employing magistrates to reduce expenses is mitigating the cost pressure imposed on the court system. Due to their status as voluntary individuals, magistrates do not necessitate the provision of income or rewards, leading to substantial government cost reductions. Furthermore, the unpaid nature of the position facilitates access to a broader selection of individuals who can serve as magistrates. This results in an increased number of candidates with varied areas of knowledge and viewpoints without anyone spending any extra costs. The financial expenses associated with each disputed matter settled in the Crown Court are notably higher than the potential situation wherein magistrates would have rendered the decision. 
[bookmark: _Int_i8Hzzjum]Additionally, a continuous effort exists among the governmental and judicial spheres to enhance the jurisdiction of quick procedures while limiting citizens' capacity to choose a trial by jury. The main driving force for this concerns the financial costs and time commitment involved in Crown Court proceedings (Soubise,2017). 
Trials conducted within the magistrates' court are presided over by two or three magistrates or a single district judge. The duration of a problem exhibits considerable variability, ranging from a brief span of less than 24 hours to an extended period of several months or even more. This temporal disparity is contingent upon multiple factors, including the intricacy of the case, the volume of evidence presented, and the presence of a backlog of outstanding claims (Gov,2020).
The Crown Court is responsible for settling less than 10% of criminal cases presented before the judicial system in England and Wales. The Crown Court is significant in the justice system, primarily responsible for prosecuting and punishing individuals involved in the most severe criminal offences (Jacobson,2015).  
To serve as a Crown Court judge, it is a requirement that an individual must have accumulated a minimum of seven years of professional experience as a practising lawyer. The individuals in question are designated by the Ministry of Justice division, the Judicial Appointments Commission.  
During a trial, it is customary for the presiding Judge to be accompanied by a jury consisting of 12 individuals who are selected at random from the electoral roll within the area's local region. The presiding Judge is responsible for rendering judicial choices and rulings and providing the jury with a comprehensive summary of the factual evidence. However, the jury's prerogative decides either guilty or not guilty. If a jury determines an individual's guilt, it is the responsibility of the Judge to administer the appropriate penalty.  
Lay individuals, sometimes called the jury, play a vital role in the operational dynamics of the crown court. The inclusion of diverse individuals in the court guarantees that the outcomes rendered align with the broader societal ideals and perspectives, so enhancing the fairness and democratic nature of the justice system. Furthermore, individuals without specialised legal training contribute a wide range of perspectives and life experiences to the judicial setting, offering vital insights during the debate process (Harris,2016).
The Jury Act of 1974 is a legislative measure that establishes the framework for choosing jurors and duties within the district of the UK. This document delineates the requirements that determine an individual's qualification for membership in a jury, the procedures involved in the selection of judges, and the obligations and duties that juries are expected to fulfil. The legislation defines the prerequisites for attaining eligibility for jury duty, including age 18 or above, possessing British citizenship, and being duly registered as a voter. Additionally, it outlines the protocol for the arbitrary selection procedure utilised in calling individuals to serve as jurors while offering criteria for exemptions, exclusion, and excuses from the duty of jury service (Juries Act,1974).   
The Legal Affairs Committee has conducted an inquiry into potential legal reforms to improve the functioning of the judiciary. One potential reform is to promote the diversity of the judiciary. Providing eligible candidates with equal opportunities for judicial appointments is crucial. Failure to ensure diversity in selecting judges, regardless of origin, will exclude highly qualified people and prevent the best candidates from working. This will be achieved by increasing the number of highly qualified candidates from diverse backgrounds eligible for judicial appointments and supporting their inclusion, retention, and promotion in the judiciary. These efforts inform and improve judicial policies, processes, and practices. It also tries to increase personal and professional diversity in the court and create an inclusive atmosphere (Judiciary, 2020).
The implementation of technology in judicial systems is an additional avenue for reform. The efficiency of electronic filing, case management systems and online hearings can potentially increase the efficiency and effectiveness of litigation. Technology has the potential to alleviate delays, streamline administrative tasks and facilitate remote communication, resulting in significant time and cost savings (Gov,no date).





Conclusion 
In conclusion, the justice system in England and Wales is comprehensive, guaranteeing a level playing field for all parties involved. Its framework, principles, and institutions are designed to safeguard citizens' rights, keep the peace, and give victims of wrongdoing access to justice. While there is no such thing as a perfect system, the justice systems in England and Wales do their best to uphold the law and guarantee that justice is done. 
As a result, there is a pressing need to reform the criminal courts in England and Wales, especially the magistrates and crown court levels, to deal with a wide range of problems. Problems in the justice system include a need for more diversity, an ageing infrastructure, and many cases. The criminal courts can be made more effective, fair, and accessible by reforms such as raising resources, fostering diversity, and embracing technology. The government must prioritise these changes if the justice system is to maintain its current efficiency level. Because of their work, the public believes criminal justice will be administered fairly and with integrity.
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