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Evidence drawn from past research activities has demonstrated that offenders behind the crimes of the powerful can remain undetected for so long even if the effects of their activities are evident in the society (Rothe & Kauzlarich, 2016). Even though various factors such as the rise in technology and the ability to delay the judicial procedures are at play for these crimes to remain undetected, it is imperative to understand that the context of legitimacy and a facilitating environment are also significant factors in the promotion of the crimes of the powerful. Basing my arguments from the knowledge gained over this course, I have realized that the lack of communication is important factors in the enhancement and concealment of these crimes (COPs) (Fyfe & Sheptycki, 2005). 
As an individual, I have played a considerably significant role in facilitating some of the crimes of the powerful within my neighborhood especially corporate crimes and organized crimes. Rothe argued that criminal acts require a lack of communication which is usually important in the concealment of these acts. Because of the aspect of concealment, it is possible for many offenders of the crimes of the powerful to remain active for years, with considerably lower risks of detection. It is important to note that the traditional street crimes have continued to receive immense attention as opposed to the crimes of the powerful because of the lack of information regarding these crimes. As an individual, I have realized that I play the same as the media in concealing the crimes of the powerful within my neighborhood.
Dowler et al. (2006) argue that distortion of information and lack of communication regarding the occurrence of the crimes of the powerful have been considered major facilitating factors to the crimes of the powerful. Arguably, this ensures long-lasting secrecy and a cooperative social environment for the crimes to thrive. 
The lack of communication and distortion of information represent micro-sociological aspects that have led to the development of dynamics and values that guide the behavior of corporates consequently paving way for their criminality (Burns, 1963; Dalton, 1959; Mouzelis, 1967; Keane, 1995; Shover, 2007). These micro-sociological aspects form the basic foundations through which offenders of the crimes of the powerful are able to deny the harm produced by their own criminal acts. 
Boltanski & Thevenot (2009) noted that failure to provide information to the local law enforcers concerning these crimes is enough justification playing a crucial role in enhancing these crimes. Following this analysis, crimes of the powerful can be viewed as resulting from the mutual existing between the offenders and the ordinary people who have formed a sub-culture of crime concealment. Admittedly, tolerance to the crimes of the powerful in my neighborhood has been due to the notion of utility. For this reason, despite the environmental damage caused by a plastic factory in my neighborhood, the company owners have not been viewed as criminals, neither have their actions been seen as constituting criminality. 
In this respect, it is noted that powerful actors in the crimes of the powerful in the society may present themselves as philanthropists to the people in the sense that their actions are more inclined towards benefitting the community rather than harm. Implicitly, when these powerful philanthropic offenders do this, they are able to persuade the general public that their goals conform to the general goals of collectivity other than harm, for this reason, they can repel the criminality label from their activities. Ruggiero (2007) observed that concealment and lack of communication are made possible due to the presence of the ethical paradox of toleration, for instance, powerful offenders involved in organized crimes such as drug trafficking have contributed to the creation and maintenance of jobs.
Society values job creation and its availability adhering to the higher principles valuing the creation of jobs consequently prompting them to condone the crimes of the powerful and recognize the moral implications of these crimes. Having analyzed our role in facilitating the crimes of the powerful, it is equally important to understand that these actions also inhibit the social controls against crimes of the powerful (Shover, 2007). For example, criminological researchers have failed to acquire essential information regarding the organization and scope of these crimes due to salient obstacles to researching the crimes of the powerful including lack of vital and essential information concerning these crimes. In a sense, the absence of primary data about the crimes of the powerful has given the perpetrators the ability to reframe their actions consequently covering up the associated harms. 
Observably, our actions have been viewed as attempts to legitimize the crimes and harms caused by the powerful offenders involved in the COPs. Also, considering the government’s narrow definition of what constitutes a crime, most actions by white-collar professionals have been considered morally acceptable in society due to their associated benefits (Graham, 2011). Considering the idea of corporates involved in criminality offering irresistible contributions to the economy such as job creation, presents a major limitation to the eradication of the crimes of the powerful. Observably, the limitations are evident in situations where corporations and organizations have invested so much economically with huge and notable contributions to the society, and are considered too big to fail. For instance, a company may be polluting the environment from its waste emissions but has employed a number of people. In this sense, job creation and employment override the moral implications of holding the organization responsible for pollution.
As observed through this course, there exists a symbiotic relationship between the corporations and organizations involved in the crimes of the powerful and the state’s regulatory bodies and agencies. It is not easy to separate the states from the complicit roles played in COPs (Rothe & Kauzlarich, 2016). Usually, the driving forces behind the execution of the crimes of the powerful are the powerful hence the creation of conditions facilitating and legitimizing these harmful behavior. Having been exposed to the knowledge about these crimes, it is possible to state that even though our actions through concealment and failure to disclose essential information play significant roles in the enhancement of these crimes, there are elite actors who influence these harmful behaviors. Arguably, it is impossible to blame this on the individual choices but rather on politics, capitalism, and power.
To obtain and maintain organizational legitimacy, it is imperative to note that their actions must be reinforced by the powerful. For example, considering the states’ ongoing interest in economic growth, they have continued to play significant roles in ensuring the growth and maintenance of these corporations even if their actions constitute illegality (Dowler et al., 2006). Besides this, we have also played a little but essential role in facilitating these crimes. For instance, considering the fundamental principles of criminal law, to hold a defendant accountable, prosecution must prove culpability and participation in the criminal activity. To achieve this, primary information must be made available which we rarely produce. 
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