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Introduction 

The effectiveness of a criminal justice system is determined by the nature of policies used 

to run the system. The public policies instituted to ensure that the members of the public enjoy 

optimal benefits from the criminal justice system. There are a series of contagious contemporary 

issues affiliated with the manner through which the bodies responsible for justice are addressing 

the need to reduce the rate of crime. In the context of crime and justice, a set of things come into 

one’s mind. These include the covers corrections, the courts system, the crime prevention gangs 

and law enforcement (Lowenkamp et.al, 2006). Different leaders have their perceptions 

regarding the best ways to ensure that there is sobriety in the manner through which the policies 

are developed and inculcated into the justice system. In a bid to articulate an opinion regarding 

the issue of gun control, the sentencing approach, the correctional incarceration and the death 

penalty, the paper will analyze the best ways to deal with these elements of criminal justice 

system. The paper, therefore, is a reflection or an opinion based on whether it is rational to 

embrace gun control and the best sentencing approaches considering the nature of crimes.  

Argument Regarding the Issue of Firearms 

There has been an undesirable rate of gun violence in the United States. President 

Obama, in his response to this security threat, has attempted to make propositions regarding gun 

control. After the 2012 massacre, President Obama called for the sense of urgency to limit gun 

violence (Bradner & Krieg, 2016). According to him, the fact that the supply of guns to the 

members of the public is not limited to any particular population makes it possible for people to 

have the guns with them. According to him, the ownership of guns should be restricted to a 
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certain group of people. That means that the government to fight illegal trade of firearms. That 

would mean that the people have to be restricted from owning the firearm.  

However, from an individualized perspective, I believe that there is a need to uphold the 

provision of the constitution as stipulated in the second amendment to the United States 

Constitution (Second Amendment, 2016). It demands that the rights of the people to possess 

firearms shall not be infringed. Arguably, restricting people from owning firearms does not mean 

that they are not going to make efforts and acquire them illegally. There are numerous pathways 

through which the members of the public can acquire unlicensed firearms. That means that those 

who intend to acquire the firearms and use them for malicious purposes are most likely to 

acquire them from the neighboring countries. That means that elimination of the second 

amendment that allows for the people to have bear arms as a right would be to the disadvantage 

of the members of the public (Second Amendment, 2016). The arms, initially, were used to 

defend oneself especially when one is faced with a solemn threat. Therefore, it would be 

inappropriate to introduce a public policy that does not allow the people to own the firearms. 

Alternatively, the government may institute a way to conduct the registration and frequent 

licensing of the firearms. That includes asking the members of public to report periodically to 

stations where their firearms are assessed. The legislature had a solid reason for allowing the 

people to own firearms and even decided to propose the amendment to the constitution. 

Argument Regarding Sentencing 

From a legal perspective, the judges make decisions and rulings regarding criminal cases 

based on what the law provides. For instance, a judge may make a decision by referring to what 

the Constitution demands of them. Further, the judges could make decisions by precedent 
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jurisdiction. The legal precedent is only a guide and a repetition of what the judge can do in 

similar cases. However, there is a challenge that emerges within the formalities of making 

decisions. Despite the fact that they are considered to be ways of executing punishment to the 

criminals, they also overprotect the criminals’ rights making it hard for the judges to pass 

appropriate rulings that can discourage criminals from committing atrocities.  

Accordingly, I believe that the judges ought to have freedom to act in desecration while 

making the decisions. Arguably, acting in desecration requires that the judges assume the 

formalities of office and make decisions in consideration of the magnitude of crime committed. 

However, these judges should only be required to act in a humane and not an emotional manner. 

Criminals often disregard the kind of punishments that are stipulated in the constitution just 

because they appear lenient. In fact, most will commit crime bearing in mind that they already 

know the kind of punishment that they are likely to face. Hence, that does not deter them from 

committing crimes. Concurrently, the public does not acquire the benefits it expects from the 

criminal justice systems and the policies herein. From an argumentative perspective, if judges are 

given the freedom to act in desecration, it is feasible that they will provide rulings that will 

equate the magnitude of crimes committed. The objective of the criminal justice system is to 

ensure that the society is protected against massive criminal activities.  

Argument Regarding Correctional Incarcerations and Death Penalties 

The current criminal justice system embraces intensive application of correctional 

incarceration with the belief that the convicts will acquire behavioral change before their jail 

terms are terminated (Lowenkamp et.al, 2006). Further, the system paves the way for favors such 

as parole where individuals are released from prison on the promise note of the change of 
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behavior when they reintegrate with the members of the society. Unfortunately, these provisions 

have been provided even for those who commit a felony. That includes the serious crimes such 

as murder and violence (Dahlberg, 1998).  

Too much of correctional incarceration is making the system appear ambiguous. That 

includes the fact that all categories of criminals are being sent to the correctional facilities 

making them congested (Wald, 1989). From an individualized perspective, there is a need to opt 

for the death penalty especially in cases of homicide, of crimes that resulted in the loss of life of 

victims. The approach is certain in enhancing a reduction in the number of incarcerations made 

into the correctional facilities. 

 

In the context of offering parole for incarcerated personals is not a bad idea. However, it 

should not apply in the cases of those who engaged in violent parolees (Dahlberg, 1998). Instead, 

they ought to get long-term or even life incarceration so that the members of the public can learn 

from the impacts of engaging in such acts (Lowenkamp et.al, 2006). Arguably, the approach of 

ensuring that there is manageable correctional system will depict increased control of crime and 

increase the hope for criminal justice.  

Conclusion 

Accordingly, there is a need to make appropriate changes in the criminal justice system 

through adjusting the policies used. For instance, the issue of gun possession should be 

approached with absolute sobriety allowing people to own the firearms. The judges too ought to 

operate with the freedom of desecration when deciding on the punishments. Finally, it is 

necessary to select the group of arrestees that deserve parole and those who do not. Serious cases 
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of a felony should be punishable through death penalties. These adjustments, however, are meant 

to ensure that the criminal justice system exemplifies its potential to reduce the crime rate in the 

society.   
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