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Comparison between Ancient and Contemporary Crime Responses
	In the criminal justice system, governmental crime response is basically the way in which correctional practitioners use tools, techniques and facilities in correcting criminal actions among the offender population. Governmental response includes the day-to-day activities of the involved practitioners in the justice system. The purpose behind any unique way of response to crime is basically to change the criminal behavior and serve as the originator to the correctional system. Although there are some similarities in both ancient and contemporary crime responses, they are somewhat different as seen in the focus on robbery crimes.
	In the ancient days, the American government and many other governments worldwide considered robbery criminals to automatically have the status of a slave. In response to their crime, the offenders were treated as if they were dead to the society. They were basically excommunicated from the general society. As a response to the crime, the property of the offender was excised by the government and if he or she was married, the marriage was declared void by the government (Beale, 2009). 
	On the other hand, the government’s response to the same crime is quite different in the contemporary setting. Once a criminal is caught in robbery crime, in the modern day, he or she is locked in a police cell as investigations are carried out to fully determine the allegations. In addition, unlike the ancient days where decisions were made to excise the offender’s property, in the contemporary setting, the offender is entitled to a fair hearing in the court to prove his or her innocence before a judge. After the offense is proven with substantial evidence, the offender is either sentenced or fined in accordance to the crime (Van Ness & Strong, 2014). 
	The main difference between the ancient and the contemporary response is in the process followed. In the ancient system, the offender was not given the chance to prove his or her innocence but decisions were made based on allegations. However, in the contemporary system, response is made after all parties are given an opportunity to prove any allegations. A commonality in both the ancient and contemporary responses is that regardless of the process followed, the offender gets a punishment for the crime committed (Beale, 2009). 
	In regards to both types of responses, I consider the contemporary response quite effective as compared to the ancient. This is because, in the contemporary setting, the response is not made based on just allegations but the offender is given the right to a fair court hearing where evidence is offered to prove any allegation. In addition, the contemporary response does not interfere with the social life of the offender like the ancient one where the offender is excommunicated from the society and his or her marriage pronounced void (Van Ness & Strong, 2014). 
	The international responses to crime have really helped in shaping the governmental response to crime not just in America, but all over the world. The international response process has helped in ensuring that there is a due process and laid down procedure that has to be followed to ensure justice is served fairly and equally to everyone. It is evident that an individual can be accused falsely and if the due process according to the international way is followed, it is easy to prove any false allegation (Selimovic, 2010). 
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