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Abstract
Criminal justice is inherently the most dependable system in all state departments. Every state organ looks for it to bring back justice in times when it seemingly is lost. This paper envelops the analysis of Jeffrey Dahmer Case. Jeffrey Dahmer was an American renowned serial killer with a record culminating close to over seven counts of first-degree murder. In addition to the analysis of the case, the paper portends various legal references that shed light on various concerns that navigate understanding how the criminal justice systems operate.  These terms/elements such as the types of defenses used in criminal prosecution, the type of mental states that would lead up to the commission of crimes and how these elements of the legal system, contribute to a better comprehension of Jeffrey Dahmer’s case from its onset with simple sex offense to the serial killing spree he turns to his mundane living. Concepts of psychoanalytic theory herein are discussed to gauge the magnitude of child negligence as causative factors to Jeffrey’s destruction. This theory also portends the effects of the prosecution’s impact on the involved family members as well as Jeffrey’s hometown.  It is an analysis highlighting the necessity of having well-functioning criminal justice systems.



Analysis of Jeffrey Dahmer Case
Introduction
Jeffrey Dahmer’s turnabout to a lethal serial killer and a heartless sexual offender can be attributed to his life concrete changes from his childhood to adulthood. Described as an energetic and happy child until he is four, a surgery aimed at correcting a double hernia changes his life for the worst. It is through the application of psychoanalytical theories that we can get to understand why Jeffrey turned to be a serial killer with a record of 17 deaths behind him. Frequent family’s movements, the breakdown of his parents’ marriage and their eventual acrimonious divorce a few years later and extreme alcohol consumption are the causative factors that catalyzed Jeffrey’s killing tendencies. It is the analysis of the whole prosecution process of Jeffrey Dahmer that I illustrate various legal terminologies such as elements of a crime, types of criminal defenses and the types of mental states that could occasion commission of murder. It is through effective legal state prosecution team that heinous murder cases can be brought to book no matter how long they take.
The Crimes Jeffrey Dahmer Was Accused of Committing
Jeffrey Dahmer was an American serial killer who took the lives of 17 males within a period of 13 years. He committed the crimes between the years of 1978 and 1991. He is reported to willfully follow up his targets who were majorly the male victims whom he lured relentlessly into submission. In a publication by Jentzen (2017), he is reported to have used promises of money or sex, laced drinks with drugs to lure his victims whom he stalked at gay bars, malls and bus stops. In addition to the 17 counts of first-degree murder, Jeffrey was simultaneously accused of sex offenses. More studies like those conducted by Chan (2019) demonstrate that Jeffrey, after murdering his victims, would engage in sex acts with the corpses then proceed to dismember the bodies while keeping their skulls or genitals as keepsakes.
The elements of each of these crimes, as were committed, include the fact that seventeen victims of the offender died. The elements as posited by Pollock (2017), illuminate all the conviction rights that led to the arrest and prosecution of the accused. The act or omission of the accused, Jeffrey, caused the death of the victims. The act of the accused was without lawful cause or excuse as he stalked approached and lured his victims into submission before going on to committing the heinous murders. In his own testaments, the accused, Jeffrey, testified to act or omission that caused the deaths of seventeen of his victims. The deaths were done by the accused. With the continued intentions to kill or do grievous bodily harm to the victims, all elements permitting to the murders and sexual offenses relate to the prosecution of Jeffrey Dahmer.
Defense Used by Jeffrey Dahmer and Other Types of Alternative Defenses
In September 1989, Jeffrey was accused and pleaded guilty for sexual offenses relating to the molestation of a 13-year-old boy. He pleaded guilty assuming that the physical appearance of the boy displayed contrary age allowance of the victim. He thought the victim was over 18 years. At this point, the courts allowed Jeffery a one-year probationary ruling before actual sentencing.  While awaiting the final verdict for his sexual assault case, Jeffrey again turned his family’s basement to ghastly use of committing another crime, as told by Jentzen (2017). In the same year 1989, he enticed, intoxicated, stifled, sodomized, photographed, dismembered and disposed of another victim in the same technique he always used. Equally, in his defense, Jeffrey pleaded guilty while at the time arguing eloquently how he regrets the crimes he committed. Together with his defense team, they argued that he needed treatment as opposed to total lock up. The court fell for his pleading and was handed a 1-year prison sentence and additional 5-year probationary sentencing.
There are a number of alternative defenses Jeffrey would have brought up apart from using Mental Illness defense mechanism to gaining only a 1-year prison verdict. Other defense types that could apply to Jeffrey’s case are like necessity. Necessity is a kind of defense that prevails in situations where circumstances bear upon the accused, inducing him to break the law to avoid even more dire consequences (Wharton 2019). Relating this to Jeffrey’s case, it can be argued that the accused honestly believed on reasonable grounds that he or she was placed in a situation of imminent peril. Since Jeffrey was the only one who was with his victims at the time of their deaths, it can be argued that he acted to avoid dire circumstances that would otherwise result in his own peril. This can best illustrate the case when, in September 1987, Jeffrey lured Steven Tuomi, another of his murder victim, to a hotel room where they drank. It is reported that when Jeffrey eventually awoke, he found Tuomi dead, without being able to recall the previous night’s events. In such a case, he could please his case to a reasonable end.
Another defense method that could apply in Jeffrey’s case is the application of Automatism Principles. This defense method involves a presumption that the accused’s acts were voluntary. It thus embeds the accused and his legal aides to prove the court otherwise that the crimes committed were not on voluntary references as it is discussed by Wharton (2019). As the prosecution team will have every mandate by the law that they must prove beyond reasonable doubt that the relevant acts were voluntary, the same applies to accused side. Jeffrey’s team could begin by outlining that the victims were attracted to him sexually and before things would go in disarray, they would turn to try to kill him. And so, he defends himself involuntarily. Lawfully, going by the standards of increasing numbers of murder cases piling against Jeffrey, it would be even in order to base the defenses on involuntary terms as he suffers from necrophilia condition.  The court would begin analyzing his cases with references on mental health grounds.
Murder under Duress is an additional defense method that could apply, although partially to Jeffrey’s case. It is a method that illustrates murder as acted because of threats either expressed or implication of death or really grave injury aimed towards oneself (Wharton 2019). In the events illustrated by Jentzen (2017), this method can apply in the case near the tenth killing cases of Jeffrey. He used to spree over the neighborhoods inhabited by the African American folks, this provided much attention towards the violent and gang groups catapulted by separationist ideologies of white and black discrimination, race and ethical differences within such a community. In a nutshell, the police believed a white man at the expense of the victimized blacks. If Jeffrey were to use this defense method within that time of severe racial cases, he would point accusatory hands of being forced to take out some victims in order to prevent the otherwise from happening; it could partially hold water.
Jeffrey Dahmer’s Mental State and Types of Mental States in Criminal Justice
In order to tap into Jeffrey’s mental state that surrounded the enactment of his heinous crimes, it is appropriate to describe the psychoanalytic conditions that pondered his childhood and the life-changing events during his early or teenage years as is discussed by Hensley, Browne & Trentham (2018). Conceptually putting this across brings in a time when Jeffrey went from being a vibrant and energetic toddler to being a dull, withdrawn and dissociated boy. This came after he had had a surgery to correct a double hernia condition. The next events happened during his parent’s acrimonious divorce. He thus went into being such an unfriendly lad without any ambitions to completing any task he is accorded. It is the reason the killing instincts began to take toll of him (Martens, 2011). For the sexual offenses he demonstrated Strict Liability No Men’s Rea Required mental state in molestation of the underage boys. This is a mental condition that the courts and the law hold no reservations against individuals of sexually assaulting the minors. It is due to this state of mind that Jeffrey was sentenced a partial jail time of 1 year and another 5 years’ probation sentence. In addition, having reviewed articles relating to Jeffrey’s murders like one by Chan (2019), it is correct to state that the mental state of the accused was of intentional orientation to commit the murders. His is a Mistake of law (Morse 2018). He knew that brutal killings with an intentional pursuit to carry out such acts are against the State provided laws, yet he went on with his killing spree. That among many other men’s rea as mental health is usually termed legally.
Committing a Crime with the Specific Intent can be an illustrative aid in concluding a long stretching prosecution case like that Jeffrey’s.  Chan (2019) illustrates that Jeffrey would stalk his victims; have a momentous hung-outs with them before luring them to his place or another place for committing their murders.  The fact that he entices them with goodies in the monetary form as well as dozing them off means he had specific intentions after killing them. It is reported that he would then engage in sex acts with the corpses before dismembering them. What would follow are the intentions of committing the crimes. He would hence keep their skulls or genitals as souvenirs for later or future references. In better unlawful context terminology, Jeffrey was a psychopath.
Legal documents have continued to exhibit mental states like Careless vs. Criminal to demonstrate effective reasons behind the commission of crimes. Morse (2018) describe carelessness as commonly referred to as “negligence” in legal terms to refers to the mundane nature of an individual’s failure to take responsibility for their behaviors. In a reckless situation such as one plumber leaving his tools along a walkway resulting in the tools gravely pricking a neighbor who passes-by is an epitome of a criminal mental disorder. The plumber could become legally culpable for the damages and injuries his carelessness has resulted to. On the other hand, the criminal state of mind can be illustrated by the actions of an individual actually preparing to commit a crime. If the same plumber had the information of the neighbor’s activities from the time he leaves his place to the time he returns all from stalking him or her, and upon seeing the victim he lays the sharp tools in the hidden places the neighbor would follow, the plumber becomes culpable for the serious crimes.
All the above three types of mental states upon the commission of crimes impact the status of criminal responsibility drastically upon the perpetrators, as is discussed by Pollock (2017). In the event they are involved in Strict Liability No Men’s Rea Required, most American states will give sexual offenders a period of 25 years jail time. Committing a crime with either specific intent or malicious willingness would result in extreme penalties associated with either first or second-degree murder, depending on the evidence available. Whereas first-degree murder is both intentional and premeditated, the second degree killing of a person can equally sometimes evolve to murder with malicious aforethought, which means the killer deliberately killed out of ill will toward the victim (Martens & Palermo, 2005).​ Whichever the case, the results and outcomes are generatively long time or life imprisonment and other times death penalties.
The Outcome of the Case
After his final police arrest and last court hearing, he pleaded not guilty to all charges. This was despite admitting to having committed the murders in earlier police examinations. He sooner or later during hours of final verdict changed his plea to guilty linking his acts and associating them with psychopathic mental conditions.  To the jury, however, he proved aware of the sexual assaults he had committed and the murders he had perpetuated. They thus chose to believe the prosecution’s declaration that Jeffrey was fully aware that his acts were evil and chose to obligate them anyhow. On February 15, 1992, the jury returned after almost 10 hours’ consideration to find him guilty but sane, on all counts. He was given a sentence of 15 consecutive life terms in prison.
The entire process of Jeffrey’s prosecution did not relate well with society. In a neighborhood that is most inhabited by the people of color, the proceedings were rather agitating as it was compounded by racism tensions. It was a cry for justice as most of the victims he murdered were ethnically black folks. The whole process made Jeffrey’s hometown, Milwaukee, to be a center-stage of mass hating and profanation. It affected and soiled the names of innocent town dwellers (Martens, 2011). The case, however, did not seem to trouble the perpetrator, Jeffrey, as he was a cold-blood murderer as captured by Jentzen (2017). His father, however, was relentlessly troubled by the events. He suffered psychological torture, emotional disturbance from constant stigma and ridicule from the rest of the wider society.
Conclusion
Whereas Jeffrey’s murder sprees came with deaths, separations, physical and psychological pains, it represents one of the most historical criminal perpetrations that American legal systems have brought to book. Instigated by simpleton incidences of family quarrels, separation, constant movements and divorce, Jeffrey turned into a sexual offender and a lethal serial killer. His prosecution process has helped outline the various terminological applications such as criminal elements, defense methods and types of mental state conditions in criminal justice.
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