1









Control over Crimes of the Powerful











Author
Institutional Affiliation
Instructor
Course code
Date of submission
Technically, crimes of the powerful have by far outnumbered the traditional street crimes. Yet, not much attention has been given to these crimes by both the media and the country's criminal justice systems. It is imperative to understand that despite the lack of sustained attention, these crimes have played significant roles in enhancing economic crises and unethical practices in our organizations (Rothe & Kauzlarich, 2016). The costs associated with crimes of the powerful have far much exceeded those resulting from traditional street crimes. Against this understanding, there are control systems that are put in place to address and respond to these crimes. 
Lessons drawn from these chapters have helped students understand the control systems and institutions that are meant to address the crimes of the powerful. Some of the control systems that are domestically instituted include civil, regulatory, and criminal laws. Similarly, some international laws and regulations have also been formulated to help put to check the crimes of the powerful. Observably, most governments have established laws governing traditional street crimes, including murder, larceny, and kidnapping (Rothe & Kauzlarich, 2016). With these laws, offenders are treated equally as citizens of that particular country. Also, these laws allow offenders to seek redress in case they are not appropriately judged. Regardless of an individual's status, district courts in the United States have original jurisdiction in cases where individuals have violated the laws of the nation. 
Regarding crimes of the powerful, it is understood that domestically, the Alien Tort Claims Act (ATCA) gives courts in the United States jurisdiction in cases where international codes and laws have been broken. In a sense, this means that the courts under their jurisdictions can sue even corporations, especially those whose employees have acted unethically or taken part in crimes outlined under the ATCA. 
Besides filing suits in courts, the US constitution also provides for sections through which these crimes can be addressed. For instance, the Alien Tort Claims Act is utilized alongside the 5th, 8th, and 14th amendments (Rothe & Kauzlarich, 2016). Generally, as observed in this chapter, some laws are mainly meant to prohibit unnatural behaviors within a state's legal system that would lead to crimes and breaches. 
These laws formed within the scope of a nation address specific crimes and deviant behavior. For example, in Sweden, genocide was criminalized with the formulation of a special domestic law in 1964. Also, war crimes were even criminalized through the country’s legal norms. Other countries such as Finland and Poland have instituted general penal codes to cover war crimes and genocides. Admittedly, while some states give much attention to crimes against humanity, considering such crimes as the worst of the state crimes, others such as the United States and Israel have continued to punish these crimes as ordinary criminal offenses (Rothe & Kauzlarich, 2016). In some countries, violations of international laws can be prosecuted as ordinary crimes. As observed in this chapter, most countries present similar situations in domestic jurisdictions. However, most of these legal systems across the world have not delved much into prosecuting international crimes. 
Ideally, lessons learned from this chapter indicate that despite the limitation in the prosecution of international crimes, control systems are available and can be implemented against crimes covering high-ranking government officials, heads of states, and foreign diplomats. Despite having this comprehensive understanding regarding the prosecution of the powerful crimes, it is essential to note that most of these domestic justice systems operate under the state laws even though there could be little international components (Rothe & Kauzlarich, 2016).
 However, on special occasions, special tribunals have been formulated to test offenders of crimes of the powerful as a complement to the international laws. In a sense, these special courts serve as internationalized war crimes chambers. For example, in Sarajevo, extraordinary chambers were created in Cambodia to specifically address war crimes, crimes against humanity, and genocides committed by the Khmer Rouge during the period between 1975 and 1979.
As part of the control checks to address the crimes committed by government officials, impeachment has been highlighted as a control mechanism used to check sitting regimes or parts of the administration. Other countries prosecuting offenders involved in the crimes of the powerful, especially government officials such as heads of state, impeachment, which is a formal process governed by the constitution of a country, can be used as a mechanism to put to check the activities of government officials. Arguably, impeachment is an equivalence of criminal indictment. Two presidents of the United States have been impeached for violations of the tenure of office and for perjury and suborning perjury (Rothe & Kauzlarich, 2016). Similarly, in Peru, the congress had voted an impeachment motion against the president for having attempted to dissolve the country’s congress, suspending the constitution and detaining the opposition lawmakers. Globally, several presidents have been impeached for various crimes. For example, President Banisadr of Iran was impeached in 1981, Venezuelan president Perez was impeached in 1993, among others. 
 This chapter also highlights that despite the presence of the domestic mechanisms to address crimes of the powerful, they are used selectively since their application is influenced by power, politic, and the state’s intervening interests. Thus, the mechanisms, despite their implementation, have failed to achieve the intended effectiveness on many occasions. Every country has set out within its domestic systems, regulations, and controls specifically for corporations. 
Corporations found violating domestic laws and regulations may cease to exist. Although corporations have legal identities, corporations are not charged for these crimes when they commit crimes, but rather, a few persons may be brought up on charges.
 This is because of the symbiotic relationship between states and corporations grounded with the neoliberalist economies. It is essential to understand that by carrying out investigations on corporations' allegations and crimes, the justice systems are promoting public interests. Just like any other form of crime, different countries have different ways to address organized crimes. Commission of organized crimes is usually possible in many situations with the help of corrupt and negligent professionals who help them commit and conceal these crimes (Rothe & Kauzlarich, 2016). Also, the execution of organized crimes is usually influenced by politics, power, and economic interests.
Internationally, laws and regulations are governing the prosecution of persons found in violation of international codes. International laws currently provide frameworks from individuals can be prosecuted for their behavior. For instance, laws have been established to govern the territorial waters. Generally, there has been a worldwide acceptance concerning the need for a generally acceptable Convention on the sea laws, which prohibits activities such as pollution and dumping that may affect the living organisms and marine life. Some of these laws include the United Nations Convention on the Sea (UNCLOS) (1982). To address crimes of the powerful recently, statutes have been established such as the International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia (ICTY), the International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda (ICTR), and the 1998 Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court (ICC), which serve as foundations of humanitarian law targeting crimes against humanity (Rothe & Kauzlarich, 2016).
Laws such as the International Human Rights Law is primarily for peacetime applying to every human being. The law is mainly meant to individuals from the oppressive acts by their governments. In a sense, these laws protect people against human rights violations by the governments. In essence, intergovernmental agencies enact these laws and act as control agents. Also, several regulations address the criminal liability of corporations globally; however, due to the close association between corporations and the state governments (Rothe & Kauzlarich, 2016), these laws have realized their full potential in addressing the powerful crimes. As highlighted in these chapters, through social media, civilians, activists, and other interested groups have created movements that aim to expose policies and practices that have harmful consequences on society. 
Summary
Controlling crimes of the powerful requires a wide array of elements. Some of which include state control systems that act domestically as opposed to international mechanisms. Various regulations are considered as potential forms of control over crimes of the powerful. 
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