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Abstract
The criminal justice system has the prime mandate of regulation of all aspects of crime and criminal activity in a country. The system is represented by agencies distributed across individual systems within each government structure. The regulations and the procedures these individual bodies adopt define the criminal justice system of each government. Criminal and crime data in the United States and Sweden differ. The differences can be evaluated based on the individual systems. The paper will evaluate the differences within the systems of the two countries in the context of the correctional facilities, the court systems, and the police departments. 


Comparison of Criminal Justice System between America and Sweden
A criminal justice system is a critical element in efforts geared towards control of crime, and also in the imposition of penalties for those conducting unlawful activities. A series of procedures and agencies distributed across multiple individual systems in the United States provide a descriptive analysis of the system. The regulations and penalties stipulated in each jurisdiction provide different single arrangements. Under the criminal justice system in Sweden, the punishment for crimes is highly derivative of the proved seriousness of the crime. The details of the criminal justice systems in the country are described under statutes for both criminal and procedural law, the judiciary, instrumental principles of procedures and criminal law, and enforcement of criminal justice. The criminal justice system for the two countries, Unites States and Sweden, differ in some elements, but in other they are similar. The paper serves as a comparison of criminal justice in the two nations. 
Police Department
The statistics about crime, rates of recidivism, and correctional system form the three most crucial differences between the United States and Sweden criminal justice system. The differences highlighted were focused on the correctional systems, court systems, and police operations. The statistics for assault rates on an officer, the goals set for policing, and the police to citizen ratio are similar to both nations (Hedstrom, 2018). However, the police academies of the two nations are different. Sweden has stricter requirements in comparison with the United States; such as the length of training, which Sweden stipulates as 2 and a half years, in contrast with the 21 weeks specified for the United States. The period of training creates a rift in the expertise in terms of education and training. The concept of instruction manifests in how the police officers use firearms in both nations. The United States Police are more likely than the Swedish police to use or misuse their guns. 
Court Systems
Organization of the court systems follows a similar structure in the United States and Sweden; with the Supreme Court holding the highest-ranking, Courts of Appeal, and District Courts. Another critical similarity is in the role of the legal actors; judges, defense attorneys, and prosecutors, all of whom strive towards the achievement of justice fairly and equitably. Evident differences are seen in concepts of lay judges, juries, bail, and plea bargains. The Swedish judicial system, the guilt or innocence of the defendants, makes use of judges or lay, judges, unlike the juries implemented in the American courts. A jury panel is a select group of American civilians who are perceived to have equal standing, peers, with the defendant, randomly chosen from a list of registered voters. Lay judges of the other hand represent well-educated politicians whose appointment to such a position requires a municipal council. 
The Swedish court systems also do not make use of plea bargains or bail within the hearing proceedings. The plea bargain in America is used to allow accused criminals to attend their hearings without detained. The bond does not consider the living situation of the accused. The consideration of the charge aid against the accused determines the bail (Green, 2013). In Sweden, the detaining of the accused takes account of the crime committed with reasonable regard, but no bail arrangement exists. The threat to flee, threat to destroy evidence or chance to continue committing crimes are arguments used to detain suspects whose punishment can accumulate more than one year in prison. Skipping hearing leads to fines for the suspects. Plea bargains are an acceptable form of punishment in the United States where the suspects agree to charges with the possibility of a less harsh sentence. Since the plea bargains eliminate the process of trial, prosecutors can implement such strategies to ease their workload or a money-making scheme at the cost of the defendant. Swedish courts plea bargains do not exist, and all courts have to go through a trial. 
In term of the duration of training for the legal actors, those in Sweden receive longer educational term and training in comparison to those in the United States (Terrill, 2015). For one to qualify as a prosecutor in Sweden, they need to serve a trial period of between 9 and 12 months at administrative or district courts. It is also necessary for them to acquire a pass for academic coursework for an additional 15 weeks, and a mandatory two years serving at the capacity of a prosecutor' assistant. Permanent judges also require more years of academic coursework and trial period and also working as an assistant level in courts. There is a clear connection between politics and the judicial system in America, which is not as apparent in Sweden. In the United States, the state judges and district attorneys require appointment by other elected officials or winning a public vote. At the federal level, the president appoints the judges and the district attorneys, and the former requires the approval of the Senate. However, in Sweden, although the government is in charge of appointing the permanent judges, the candidates for appointment are submitted by the Judges Proposal Board (Torgils, 2014). The entire process is not political, with no ties to the political parties. 
Correctional System
The correctional systems in both nations implement highly structured levels and layers of security. This structure ensures to segregate the inmates and offenders in terms of how dangerous they are perceived to be. Minimum security facilities host less dangerous inmates, whereas more dangerous prisoners serve their sentences in high-security facilities. Both nations also require correctional officers to be more than 18 years of age and have completed high school education. The application requirements for the same officers are also similar to the United States and Sweden. However, in the evaluation of training charged for the officers, those in Sweden average between 11 to 14 weeks more of training.
The prison facilities in both Sweden and America implement programs that aim at reducing recidivism. However, the same programs are more available in the Swedish correctional systems than they are in those in America. The percentage of inmates addicted to drugs and alcohol are similar in both correctional systems. America records that the population faced with addiction is 67% and 58% of inmates in jails and state prisoners, whose statistics are similar to those in Sweden. However, the prison treatment protocols are more frequent in the Swedish systems than those in the United States for qualified inmates (Walsh & Hemmens, 2016). Out of the qualified inmates, an average of 25% has access to substance abuse treatment in the United States, whereas, from data collected in 2016, Sweden grants 42% of its inmates have access to addiction treatment. 
There is a significant difference in the living conditions for the correctional facilities. In Sweden, the amenities of the prisons system were keen on the creation of a humane environment and rehabilitation. The focus in these prisons is a healthy environment that they perceive as essential in changing the lives of the inmates and reduce the rates of institutionalism. The traits of a naturalized prison experience include; voting from within the prisons, allowed to dress in their clothing, cooking their foods, and planning grocery shopping lists. The Swedish Prison and Probation Service is the body charged with instilling humane environments. The initiative of the service is the removal of all degrading living conditions. The necessity for removing these conditions emanates from the evidence that proves such practices are beneficial for both the staff and inmates in the long haul. Poor living conditions are prevalent in the penal model of prison systems for the incarceration facilities in the United States. The penal model in the United States highlights an inhumane system. The characteristic traits include as little to no privacy, vandal-resistant metal furniture, cell caged with bars, concrete walls and armed guards. The institutions are overcrowded, with poor living conditions that are out of the control of the inmates, which foster violence and the rates of reoffending. The inhumane penal environments prove detrimental to both the guards and the inmates, which highlight the expected behavior of the inmates. 
The differences in criminal justice systems have a significant influence on the effectiveness of both systems. It is possible to ascertain the reasons why despite America constituting only a 4.4 percentile of the global population, their prison system averages 22% of the people in prisons in the world. The population is higher than that of Sweden with the year 2014, reporting an average of 1 prisoner for every 204 civilians, as compared to Sweden's ratio of 1 for every 2,278. Another significant inference is that the figure for Sweden prison population is gradually declining, and so are the recidivism rates. The decline in both statistics is easing up more space, unlike the crowding that is evident in the American systems. 
Conclusion
[bookmark: _GoBack]The assessment of the criminal justice systems in the two nations provides ground to evaluate the difference in the crime statistics where the rates for the United States reflect poorly and are higher than those of Sweden in every category. The efficiency of the system also comes into play by evaluation of impacts of the different practices observed on crime. Therefore, the structural formation and foundation of the criminal justice system are highly influential in their performance, effectiveness and efficiency.
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