
POLICIES OF TWO COMPONENTS OF THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM

The criminal justice system has a number of stakeholdersâ€”defendants, . been implemented across the four
components of the criminal justice system. been developed and implemented to enhance both policies and intervention
practices.

Elected officials appoint police administrators, and can often fire them just as easily. If the laws go
unenforced, which is to say, if it is perceived that there is a high percentage of failure to apprehend and
convict in the criminal process, a general disregard for legal controls tends to develop. Juvenile courts started
to look much more like adult courts than they did at their inception. Others revamped their juvenile courts to
operate more like adult courts. The jury process is another area of frequent criticism, as there are few
mechanisms to guard against poor judgment or incompetence on the part of the layman jurors. Since such
guideline is a contradiction against the system, it is resented by the law enforcement. After the American
revolution the British-based criminal justice system was then adopted by other developing nations Such as the
United States. The actions of elected officials have a direct impact on the system, and the policies they
implement directly affect how justice is done. Wilson , police began to professionalize, adopt new
technologies, and place emphasis on training and professional qualifications of new hires. These fines may be
paid to the state or to the victims as a form of reparation. Effects of Drug Policies to Two Components of
Criminal Justice System By principle, the various components of the criminal justice system are unified in
adhering to and upholding the structures and practices of drug-related policies. This is particularly depicted
with the way the image and effectiveness of the two opposing components are subjected to a test. Obviously,
the political belief of the justices making these decisions weighs heavily in the outcome of important cases.
Plea Bargains, Concessions and the Courts: Analysis of a quasi-experiment. During the Middle Ages ,
payment to the victim or the victim's family , known as wergild , was another common punishment, including
for violent crimes. Any prejudice on the part of the lawyers, the judge, or jury members threatens to destroy
the court's credibility. This is a particular problem when the lawyer performs in a substandard manner. In the
U. Grand Jury or Preliminary Hearing: In about one-half of the states, defendants have the right to have their
cases heard by a grand jury, which means that a jury of citizens must hear the evidence presented by the
prosecutor and decide whether there is enough evidence to indict the accused of the crime. Police departments
are funded mainly by towns and cities; prosecutors, public defenders, trial courts, and jails are mainly
countywide; and prisons and appellate courts are mainly statewide. If the verdict is guilty, the judge will set a
date for sentencing. Despite this apparent advantage on the part of the prosecution, plea bargain is generally
debated particularly by law enforcement. It is in such kind of situation that concern arises. In this situation, it
is the prosecution which is not provided with the opportunity to concretely implement the framework of
criminal justice.


