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Problems of Partisan Election of Judges
Over many years, the constitution of Texas has continually been criticized. The part that has received the lion criticism is the judiciary, executive, and legislative arms of the government. In the judiciary, the main criticism has been because using the partisan election to elect judges. Electing judges, through a partisan manner, has many associated problems, especially when it comes to justice administration to the accused. It is, therefore, essential to highlight some of the issues of the partisan election of judges. 
One of the well-known problems of this partisan election process is that it requires a lot of money (Cheek & Champagne, 2017). Due to this, it means that all interested candidates have to ensure that they have all it takes financially. Since not all people are stable financially, it means that if you do not have the requisite amount, you cannot be a judge. This fact significantly interferes with the justice administration for the people of Texas state. If a person who did not vote for you as a judge appears accused, it will be hard for that person to get justice. This judges' partisan election brings the problem with fairness here. 
Another significant problem with the partisan election of judges is that in some situations, most decisions from the court will be questioned. The credibility question may arise in a case where a candidate of the opposition party appears for a trial. It will not be easy for such a group of people to get justice simply because of their affiliations (Cheek & Champagne, 2017). All this is because of having partisan election of judges. 
 Like any form of election, the candidate with most votes always carries the day. It means that the majority is taking the day at the expense of the minority. In other words, the minority can never easily win since its an election. Due to this, it means that the chances are high that the judge bench minority representation, which is very crucial in justice administration. It, therefore, raises the question of the plea of the minority who, in most cases, did not make it be part of the winning judges (Lim & Snyder, 2015). This situation reduces the faith that the citizens have towards the judiciary and, therefore, can be a considerable setback to its functionality.
	 Additionally, the partisan election of judges is such a hard way for the judges to tread on considering the task they usually do for the state. It is unrealistic to forget that these same are the persons who were contesting the other day (Monroe, Mitchell & Payne, 2016). These people run for office in a partisan manner, yet once elected, they are expected to be impartial in all their rulings. It is entirely unrealistic to think that they will be able to be fair in their judgments (Lim & Snyder, 2015). The chances are high that in most cases involving their donors, party affiliates, and many other people who were influential in his job will be favored. It is not a guarantee, but the most definite result is that justice administration will not be as smooth as expected.
 The administration of justice is such a critical part of modern society. Due to this, the judges must understand the various groups of people he is serving fully. However, with the partisan election of judges, it becomes increasingly hard for these elected judges to have any necessary information about their voters (Geyh, 2017). However simple it may seem, the truth is that it has a considerable impact on the delivery of justice to the people. The reason behind this is that the elected judges tend to majorly protect the interests of their party at the expense of the people he is supposed to serve.  
[bookmark: _GoBack] Finally, the Texas state must devise a better method for having their court benches occupied. In addition to the process being expensive, the method has a more negative influence on the delivery of justice than it should. Courts should be fair to every citizen, and therefore anything that compromises this fairness should not exist at all. A right way that can replace this partisan election of judges in Texas can be nonpartisan since all people's interests are represented.
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