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Introduction
Sense-making enables leaders to identify with changes that take place in the community. These leaders are then required to form sound decisions that are aimed at improving certain dire conditions in the community. In the United States of America, the Criminal Justice System’s population in prisons and jails has become an unending issue because it is overwhelmed with an increasing number of inmates being incarcerated on daily basis. This means that the system needs to change. Something must be done otherwise the mandates that are put in place to keep people safe will be toppled. In this paper, a discussion on the absolute need for reform in the Criminal Justice System is done as it is an issue of great concern to the public. More incarcerations are a replication of public insecurity. If the correctional institutions cannot adequately implement reverse procedures of reducing crime, a different approach such as reinstating voting rights to ex-convicts can be tried out as a sense-making policy.
Sense-Making Changes that Need to be Enacted in Criminal Justice System Reform Policy
Reinstating voting rights to the ex-offenders is one step into sense-making policies that can be used to reverse the rising number of offenders in incarceration facilities such as jails and state prisons.  This is a positive approach aimed at providing value and sensibility to a system where all methods have seemingly flopped. Bringing value to the inmates will allow implementation on mindset changes as responsibilities will be upheld by the offenders once they are released. In order to enact this policy and make it a law, it will require regulating bodies to carry out the identified concepts that are discussed subsequently.
Mass Education on Voting Rights
Voting rights have for a long time been a privilege that every citizen has enjoyed as part of being a free and responsible member of society during policy formation. This right becomes obsolete in United States when one is incarcerated whether on violent or non-violent felonies as discussed by Friehe & Miceli (2018). Conducting mass education especially among the inmates will help in reconstructing the identities of the convicts when they assimilated back into the community. The Criminal Justice System has over the years used the iceberg principle in disseminating accurate but little information to the public concerning the situation inside prisons.
Correspondingly, it has become important for the Criminal Justice Department to let the public know that inmate programs that have initially been set aside to fight recidivism have worked below expectations. Reinstating voter rights after completing one’s time of prison sentence is a socially sense-making idea as shown by Reinholz & Apkarian (2018) that can change the status quo in the fight against crime and control in the United States.  The convicts must be approached using sound methods that allow positivity to be obtained from the concerned system.
Revising the Old Policies and Noting their Impacts
Policies such as Miranda rights and the use of capital punishment were meant to deter people from committing crimes. Over the years, reports by the Federal Bureau of Investigations have shown that crime rates have increased in the face of these constitutional regulating laws.  MacDonald et al. (2016) discuss that revisiting the implications of these policies which have worked dismally creates a form of extracted cues that would prove useful in the policy of ex-convict voter rights restoration. Extracting cues from the old policies could provide insights into how new ideas could prevent the repetition of similar old mistakes. This policy is positively enriching as it involves sense-making tenets of ongoing practices of sound decision-making. It targets to effectively impact the needy situation in the Criminal Justice System as shown by Elliott et al. (2016). Revising the advantages and disadvantages of the old policies can act as retrospection channels from which additional better practices can emanate.
Methods that I Would Use to go about Enacting Sense-Making Changes in Criminal Justice System
Reinstating ex-convict voter rights as a sense-making change policy in the Criminal Justice System must proceed to enactment by initially being discussed by legislative advisory teams. The Criminal Justice System falls under the radar of government regulations through the House of Representatives’ discussions and approval. Gamble (2016) illustrates that matters that concern the affairs of all states in the United States must be brought before the Congress or state representatives chambers for deliberation. Prior policies that have been used have also gone through deliberations. The appeals from such deliberations have been consented to by the governors and sometimes by the president. Such discussions that affect citizens are equally tabled in Congress with the reason of getting approval from majority states which are hard hit by soaring crime rates. Legislative advisory enables plausibility to be achieved through the welcoming of the policy into the community as illustrated by Marshall (2016).
Regulatory advocacy is the second enactment step that is sensibly materialized when the policy has been passed into law. It involves forming regulations and additional rules like every ex-convict must spend a given duration in a social welfare program before being declared as a voter and being allowed to hold equal rights as non-criminal offenders. Stieglitz, Mirbabaie & Milde (2018) describe that government investigating and crime control agencies must spread out the word to all their subunits to bring everyone on board. Current reports indicate that criminal acts are repeated with ex-convicts returning to incarceration centers because they lack appreciation from the outside world. Regulation advocacy will ensure that former policies such as using offender probation, parole and reentry programs are articulately implemented with proposed voter rights restoration.
Financial allocation will form the last step of enacting the policy. Complaints have circled in the past on the grounds that the Criminal Justice System takes a lot of taxpayers’ funds into a system where policies do not work. Nonetheless, accountability is mandatory when handling budget allocations which are aimed at implementing positive sense-making decisions such as the one that is discussed in this paper. The enactment of the offender voting rights restoration is fundamentally strategic to changing perceptions of the offenders themselves who initially have been perceived as outsiders. Reinholz & Apkarian (2018) describe that sense-making projection delineates that states will obtain lowered crime indexes when the policy will have been implemented.
My Opinion on Elements of the Sense-Making Change and Implication of the Selected Sense-Making Framework
As a member of the public, I have control over identity creation, social sense-making and ongoing sense-making. Identity creation entails doing what is right after the change process has been implemented. It depends on the personal drive to be better after regaining the public trust. In relation to the criminal justice system, the ex-convicts can use the opportunity of regaining voter rights to reconstruct their tainted identities. I also have control over social sense-making because policies are made to affect the lives of ordinary people in the society. In my argument, social sense-making allows the public to form better opinions on leadership policies such as deinstitutionalizing criminal offenders to take part in community treatment programs. Socially, these policies are anchored on positive public opinions on the administrative systems as well as political leaders who enact them. Lastly, I have control over ongoing sense-making policies because they are the same policies that create foundational steps to more advanced and upgrading policies. I however have the least control over enactment and projection because I am just a common citizen. These two areas require the efforts of law enforcers.
Having control over sense-making tenets implies that when a sense-making approach is used in organizational change management, it permits the organization to make progressive decisions that are innovatively planned before being implemented. Sense-making in organizational change equally implies that organizational members must walk through the reasons why the change process is being proposed in the first place (Stieglitz, Mirbabaie & Milde, 2018). Like change management, sense-making also brings on-board team ideational stipulations on how a given problem within a system can be rectified.
Conclusion
A change process requires leaders to make decisions that are cognizant of the challenges that affect the common people. When leaders are aware of the happenings around their areas whether in businesses or in political policy formation, sense-making begins to take root. In many cities and states in the United States, crime and felonies are increasing by the day. Criminal Justice Department and crime control agencies have reported that state correctional facilities and county jails are becoming overwhelmed by inmates despite the resources that are pounded into the system. Duly, it is noteworthy to mention that new sense-making policies such as restoring offender voting rights can be implemented strategically to allow positive changes to prevail. This policy will serve as a game-changer. It is basically like meeting punishment with a positive reward.
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