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A disadvantage of a jury would be perverse decisions. It seems there is a need for some reforms to be made on
the current system for it to cope with modern crimes by keeping justice updated. Having a panel of judges
would be very expensive compared to a jury where they are not paid. Overall, having trial by jury for a
numerous amount of years suggests that it is successful and must be sensible to keep it. There is also no way
of knowing if the jury have come to the verdict that they have chosen for all of the correct reasons. Bias is also
another disadvantage although some people might think that a jury cannot be biased because there are twelve
people however there can still be prejudice which can then affect the verdict. The advantages and
disadvantages of using a jury to decide the outcome of a criminal case will also be considered. After the
Norman Conquest, certain cases were brought before the King Coram Rege in Latin , later the King started to
delegate the power to administer Royal Justice to a council. Each party must work out disputes. Another
option would be a panel of judges just like in other European countries where three to five judges sit on a
panel together. Even so, there is not much public confidence in the use of a trial by single judge to decide
serious criminal cases. In Scandinavian countries they have a system where a judge sits with two lay people.
The process of the jury being selected is random and should create a cross section of society where the people
all have different backgrounds and views resulting in any biases being cancelled out. That created the "Batson
challenge" â€” defence lawyers may speak up when they see apparent race-based rejections, and the
prosecution may be called on for an explanation. At that time, all the authority was concentrated in the people,
and it provided justice in every case. A Jury is chosen at random, by a computer using names on the electoral
roll. A jury is considered by most as one of the fundamentals of a democratic society and the right to be tried
by our peers has been supported by many renowned judges. A further advantage of jury equity is not having to
give a reason for the verdict that they have reached. How did it happen that Indigenous people were excluded
from the jury? Although secrecy can be seen as an advantage to safeguard jurors from stresses of others, it can
be considered a disadvantage too. Didn't their courts get rid of race-based use of peremptory challenges? Story
continues below advertisement Jury selection could take longer, in that prosecutors and defence lawyers would
use more "challenges for cause" to speak directly to potential jurors. The benefit of tort reform for defendant is
the financial savings. Piece by piece the system became more sophisticated, which can be seen clearly after a
brief overview on its evolution and evaluation of the advantages and disadvantages. In criminal cases, the jury
make the decision whether the defendant is guilty or not guilt. The vast majority of people who are selected
for jury service are not legal experts and have no previous case knowledge, they do not have to follow
previous cases or acts of parliament when deciding whether or not a person is guilty. However, the jury system
is still very important to the justice system. The use of a jury is very old and still takes place in society today
showing that it must be a fair way to judge the accused and that society must have confidence in the jury
system. This is because judges can become case hardened and prosecution minded. It seems like a better idea
having a panel of judges rather than a single judge as the different views would balance out but the fact still
remains that they can be case hardened, prosecution minded and come from an elite background. In one case, a
Superior Court judge in Ontario said in that neither the Crown nor the defence may use its peremptory
challenges in a discriminatory way. Another significant factor in the advantages of having a jury is jury equity.
Despite the criticisms of having a jury the popularity of them remains largely undiminished and the best
process available. The Japanese culture view courts as a last resort. However, this can also be seen as a
disadvantage because to some it is unjustified and perverse. It should be suggested that a supermajority be
required to convict, and a mere majority be required to acquit. Amid calls for reform of the jury system, here is
what you need to know about challenges, juries and the possibility of change. When the Chief Justice asked
whether any had a valid reason not to be part of the jury, nearly 70 stood up and about 50 were allowed to go
home, citing reasons such as poor hearing or failing health. Earlier in the essay when discussing the
advantages of a jury, jury equity was spoke about. You are to produce an essay as follows Critically evaluate
pros and cons the arguments for and against trial by jury Discuss any reforms that have been proposed or
introduced and evaluate these reforms pros and cons This essay will evaluate the argument for and against the
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jury system, discuss and evaluate proposed or recent reforms to the jury system in England and Wales. One of
its recommendations was that peremptory challenges be eliminated, although it was not acted on. The roots of
the modern jury stem from 14th-century England; juries were an attempt to entrench the rule of law by
reducing the control exercised by political and economic elites, according to John Whyte, a former deputy
attorney-general in the Saskatchewan government. Jury selection for Mr.


