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Summary of facts 
This research examined the criminological essence of road accidents crash information contained in the criminal justice concept. The research is conducted at the Leo police department. It is a kind of study carried out to enable criminal justice to understand the connection between traffic enforcement and crime. Road accidents have become a prevalent in the society matter that should be addressed through venturing into various study approaches. The trend in casualties and deaths resulting from road accidents is alarming as from the reports obtained at the Leo police department. The cases of disabling and fatal road accidents have been increasing on a daily basis, and it is a significant challenge affecting the public health for each concerned party to avert it. The mechanism to implement the rules and regulations that can prevent the occurrence of these erroneous road accidents is usually half-hearted and ineffective. Creating awareness among the public, implementing stringent traffic rules, and fostering for scientific engineering measures are among the most significant measures that should be taken as a remedy for this catastrophe adversely affecting the public health. 
Motorization has made the lives of many people, communities, and societies to be effective but the numerous benefits have also been accompanied by a huge price. The huge price comes in through the burden of injuries from road accidents, that have greatly increased the societal and economic costs. It is approximated that 85% of overall demises and around 90% of -adjusted lives impairment was lost through fatal accident injuries in most countries of the world. Rarely does a day pass without a road accident being reported at Leo police department. This research paper, therefore, purposes to examine the criminal activities leading to road traffic injuries and the role of the illegal justice mechanism in the litigation and articulation of accessible modalities that can enable the prevention of road accidents.
Issues presented 
Legal issues presented at the scene of an accident are to help determine an individual that is responsible for the damage of property due to a traffic collision. The area of the concerning traffic at the Sherriff center comprises of the negligence of the person responsible for the road traffic injuries. Negligence is a grievous mistake when dealing with an accident. Due to its weight and harm, it can cause to the public health and society at large, and the negligence law is normally applied. The litigation of car accidents is governed by the rules and regulations as stated by the state law.
 Although nuisance is a common issue at the scene of a car accident, the involved car accident victims are expected to prove the four issues inquired by the sheriff officers so that compensation can be processed. The four issues of concern are causation, duty, breach, and harm. The issue of duty compels the driver to abide by the law such as driving at the safest speed possible, observing traffic signals, careful use of headlights and blinkers, exercising awareness and maintaining control while driving. The issue of duty is usually accepted with limited arguments. The plaintiff is expected to offer evidence beyond doubt that the defendant breached the law of the duty. Breach of the law can be demonstrated using eyewitness testimony, an admission of fault, traffic surveillance video footage, or circumstantial evidence like skid marks, blood or alcohol readings and paint smudges. 
While ruling over the lawsuit, the court cannot be limited to the fact that the defendant had a duty to drive in a certain manner and it is true the defendant breached the duty that resulted in wounds to the complainant. But rather the complainant is needed to certify the aspect of causation through medical testimony showing injuries are due to the accident and they did not exist beforehand. Finally, the plaintiff must provide evidence of harm. The plaintiff cannot present negligence evidence for the lawsuit-the evidence showing the damage to the plaintiff’s fomite or person. Upon the proof of hurt is when the plaintiff may be compensated for medical bills, lost wages, pain, and grief (Brubacher, 2014). 
Arguments presented by each side
This research comprised two sides namely the plaintiff and the defendant. The plaintiff argued that his tax car was damaged due to the collision caused by the defendant’s vehicle. The plaintiff further argued that due to the collision he incurred damages totaling to $17,500, which is the cost used to bring the tax car in its pre-accident state in addition to the loss of his earnings. The plaintiff wanted the expenses for the attorney and client scale. The plaintiff alleged that the failure of the defendant to stop at the stop street could be equated to negligence. However, it is not this negligence that caused the collision. When the defendant entered the intersection while he saw the plaintiff tax car traveling on the road constituted negligently. The plaintiff argued to the onus of certifying that the collision was a result of negligence. This is the best case for the plaintiff as presented. 
For the case of the defendant, he admitted the collision but argued that the collision was not due to his negligence. The defendant argued that the negligence was visible in the plaintiff mode of driving as it was extremely speedy. The defendant further alleged that he was not responsible for any compensation as filed by the plaintiff as argued by the plaintiff. The defendant claimed that damages should be apportioned with respect to the level of negligence exhibited by each him and the plaintiff because the collision was brought by the negligence of the plaintiff and defendant himself. So, this is accounts for the best case of the defendant according to his arguments.
Applicable laws
According to this case scenario, both the plaintiff and defendant are deemed not to have utilized the stop sign. Compelling studies have demonstrated the existence of numerous reported cases where learned judges handled the duty of driver operating on a secondary road with no stop street, but it leads to an intersection with a busy road (Wickramasekera, 2015). Such a case finally is determined based on the available circumstances, but certain regulations and principles are key to making the final ruling. 
In cooper and Bradford South African Motor Law at p 559, the writers use the stop streets, to sum up, the law. The authors say “A stop sign is a mandatory and prohibitive sign that used to show that the driver of a vehicle is expected to stop his car ensuring that the car’s front end is in line with the sign. If a stop line is applied in conjunction with the stop sign being immediately behind the car, the traffic rules and regulations dictate that the driver must not proceed until the road is very safe and clear to move. So, if a driver responds to the stop sign and stops but at the same time proceeds to enter the without confirming whether it is safe to do so, then the driver will be deemed to be negligent, despite the fact that he had stopped at the required point which is the stop street (Bradford, 2015). The evidence in the case used for this research indicates that the defendant did not comply and failed to stop at the stop street. The plaintiff elaborated that he before he could stop, he saw the defendant’s car already entering the intersection in full and before he noticed the defendant had already collided with the plaintiff’s tax car. 
Therefore, it was the obligation of the defendant to stop at the stop street and wait until the road was clear and safe to proceed. Additionally, given the fact that the defendant accepted that he was not licensed, it can also be said that he did not have the duties and he was unaware of driving requirements while entering such a road. So according to the road traffic statute and such a case involving interpretation of the state’s law about Traffic Laws, it is demonstrated that a driver must abide by the duties of the road, have a credible driving license and must differentiate rules and regulations that exist between the street and highway (Miers, 2014). Lack of understanding of these key aspects triggered the happenings of this accident. 
Recommendations
The appropriate recommendation to the sheriffs is that the defendant needs to face the full force of law as he is a menace to lawful drivers operating on the road. This is evident as the defendant has no driver's license. The police officer who testified about this case scenario argued that the defendant assumed rules and regulations of the road. Furthermore, the defendant was not qualified to operate on the road. The sheriffs should entertain zero tolerance policy towards such reckless driving. This policy will ensure the most rampant transgressions that result into dangerous driving, disregard for traffic rules, driving without the necessary protective clothing such as failure to use seat belts, helmets, and driving under the influence of alcohol. Enforcing such regulations and policies will bring a visible change on roads that may help eradicate road accidents. The law enforcement agencies should also advocate for public awareness concerning road carnage as a method to prevent and control the road carnages. The criminal justice system should implement stringent policies that contribute to the advocacy of conduct and evaluation of these policies.
Reasons 
These recommendations are of the essence in the reduction of fatalities. This is because even with increased fines in the courts the fatalities still occur on roads. So, law enforcement agencies need to adhere to these recommendations as it may bring a long-lasting remedy. According to statistics presented by various researches, indicate that there is a correlation between fines and fatalities (Castillo-Manzano, 2015). Unlicensed drivers contribute significantly to the dangerous road carnage. This is enough reason that the sheriffs should apply these recommendations in addition to fines. 
Core values 
The core values depicted from the arguments raised by the complainant and the plaintiff in connection with the sheriff police units include integrity. There is a high spirit of commitment, honesty, and ethical standards. The sheriff also demonstrates that they are accountable for all the citizens they serve. Another core value evident in the case is the diversity of the police manning the roads. The case is handled in a mutual inclusion and acceptance of all individuals.  The sheriff officers are service oriented. This is achieved through fear reduction and enhancing public safety seen in the scenario of the case of this research. 
In conclusion, this research has presented a typical criminal justice case scenario involving a traffic road accident. The research has demonstrated the chronological events and lawful steps that need to be accounted for by every stakeholder in the fight against criminology on the traffic roads towards promoting equal rights of the victim’s goodwill to compensation, linking up with the legal force to provide the enormous significance. Therefore, it is a prudent research paper to the criminal justice class that purposes to understand the case scenarios that drive the society backward through the criminal activities happening on the roads especially after a dangerous accident. 
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