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Criminal Justice Law and Society Class
Discussion 1
It is right to say that when companies are regulated through bans, suspensions, fact checks, warnings, and de-platforming, they will become publishers, which will influence them to end up losing their protection under the CDA Act. For companies to sustain their free speech rights, they have to ensure that speech is well moderated in these platforms to control the regulations that will maintain their protection under the Act (Heins, 2013). The social media companies are doing well with the additional rules as they have embraced self-governance in their platforms. The companies have ensured that they protect the users from content such as child abuse, cyberbullying, terrorism, and violence. For example, since 2019, YouTube and Facebook have been releasing transparency reports which provide information concerning the removal of inappropriate content in the platforms, which shows that self-governance from these platforms has been well embraced. Section 230 of CDA is here to stay because it has benefited big tech companies such as Instagram, Twitter, Facebook, and Google, who have been unable to control hate speech in the platform. Many people argue that without the Act, free speech through social media platforms will vanish, which will significantly cost the community. Social media companies should be protected; however, they should be encouraged to enhance a high level of self-regulation to control their content and hate speech (Heins, 2013). Social media companies have so much power as they have concentrated on great technology, which is highly required in the present era. They have a significant impact on society, influencing them to access protection from the law. More so, they are acting for the public's best interest as they provide the opportunity to express various concerns that are affecting society. They offer excellent opportunities to address significant community issues, such as violence, calamities, and political matters. Social media companies should be treated as a public utility to regulate them to enhance transparency. However, the regulation may influence the lack of innovation and monopoly business establishment.
Discussion 2
The argument provided by Johnson (2017) has merit as many types of research shows that recidivism rates decrease with age. Research conducted by Tegeng & Abadi (2018) reveals that the recidivism rate was 84% among individuals between 16-29 years, 13% between 30-43 years, and 3% above 44 years. Therefore, the release of individuals above 50 years from prison can be helpful. Also, since children cannot be held with similar responsibilities as adults, they should not be exposed to a life sentence. The release of individuals over 50 years who have lower recidivism rates has a significant impact on society. It enhances the productivity of people in the community, such as economic advancements through work. More so, banning juvenile life sentences with no parole will ensure that a rehabilitative approach is enhanced for children. This will ensure that there is a chance for children to be corrected in a more effective way to improve their productivity in the community, such as continuation with education and nurturing. Also, people's recidivism rates over 50 years will be flat because they will avoid engagement in crimes to ensure that they benefit from the policy m more. The policy will help the inmates who are 50 years and above in prisons to ensure that they access release from prisons to take part in societal activities and be productive (Tegeng & Abadi, 2018). More so, the policy will affect formerly incarcerated people who are released prematurely as recidivism rates will increase, leading to more restrictions on the release of people. More so, released individuals will face more conditions in society that will prevent them from being productive. The state and the community may suffer significant dysregulation of laws due to increased crime rates from the rise in recidivism rates. 


Discussion 3
According to US law, children under seven years are assumed to be unable to establish criminal intent. For the illegal activities done by children under three years, the children have to be considered irresponsible for their criminal acts. The line should be drawn at a minimum of 6 years and 18 years for the maximum level according to the separate policies developed in various states. Age should be the determinant factor in juvenile crime. Individuals who are less than 17 years of age are acknowledged to be irresponsible for their acts as they do not possess criminal intent (Bishop & Decker, 2006). For example, the individuals who have committed the crime at 10 pm the day before the birthday will be treated under the juvenile law as an individual protected by the law as not answerable to the crimes committed. An individual who has attained 17 years which is the upper limit for juvenile responsibility, will be considered responsible for the crimes they have been accused of in the court. The court has a system of dealing with juvenile delinquencies that are not answerable by children due to their age. These cases are referred to the social services agencies or child welfare to enhance corrective measures for the children who are not answerable to the courts. The waivers to adult courts should not be available to ensure that children liable to criminal activities be held accountable in juvenile courts. That child welfare protects them from being mishandled (Bishop & Decker, 2006). This will ensure that society's illegal activities are prevented among children through a more considerate strategy. Therefore, a 15-year-old should not be tried in an adult criminal court even if the crime is severe. This will ensure that child welfare is protected and children are corrected more effectively. More so, a 19-year-old should not be waived to a juvenile court even though the crime is minor as he or she is responsible and answerable to the action based on the law. This will ensure that responsibility among people who have attained adulthood is enhanced. 
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