Discussion: 1

Justice

Justice is a hard concept for people to define.  Walsh and Hemmens present two contrasting views of Justice, one offered by Aristotle and one offered by Marx.  The concept of Justice in America is probably more related to Aristotle’s definition, illustrated by Lady Justice’s blindfold.  The old saying that “justice is blind” just means that people are supposed to get what they deserve based on their actions, abilities, etc. not who they were, who they knew, what they looked like, what they have,  etc. (it doesn’t always seem to work out this way, but that is a different discussion).  Although some people would disagree, I believe that most people probably think of justice in these terms.  However, today, we have seen calls for justice for things not really couched in these terms.  Calls for social justice, moral justice, racial justice, and other similar phrases seem to go against the old notion of blind justice.  One social justice call has been made to increase the minimum wage for American workers (here is a brief report from the Congressional Budget Office on the possible effects of the increase The Effects on Employment and Family Income of Increasing the Federal Minimum Wage | Congressional Budget Office (cbo.gov) ).  President Joe Biden has even put this item forward in his COVID Bill proposing a raise to $15/hr.  Should we as a nation raise the minimum wage from its current level of $7.25 (or lower it)?  What is an acceptable increase/decrease?  Should we even have a minimum wage?  In the interest of justice, should the nation institute a maximum wage?  What would be an appropriate value for this maximum wage?   Your answers to these questions will probably depend on how you view justice.  On a more criminal justice related note, think about the sentence for the crime of robbery.  Should we have a minimum prison sentence for someone convicted of robbery?  Should we have a maximum?  What are the values?  Are there no deviations for a minimum/ maximum wage or sentence?  Is it just to treat everyone the same?  Should we look at others factors related to wages and robbery?  Or should the minimum and maximum apply to everyone equally?  Are there no exceptions?   
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Registry

Top of Form
Sex offenders have been some of the most despised criminals.  As a result, we have seen the penalties for these offenders increase and have seen the requirements for notification and registration become law.  Most states even have searchable databases available to the public where the residences of theses offenders, along with other facts about the offender, are listed (Public Sex Offender Registry Search - Texas Public Sex Offender Registry ).  I understand the need to protect and inform the public, but should these requirements exist after the offender has served his sentence?  Also, there are also other serious criminals out on the streets (murderers, robbers).  Should we have a searchable database for these offenders?  What about for public safety crimes like drug dealing and DWI offenses?  Wouldn’t it benefit you to know that a neighbor has had numerous drunk driving convictions or has been convicted of drug dealing? 
On a bit of a different note, but still in the ballpark, sex offender registration and notification has already benefited from the technological advances (see the website above).  With technological advances in GPS tracking and electronic monitoring, are we nearing the day when sex offenders will be tracked, in real time?  For example, instead of just having the sex offenders residences on the map, you would be able to see the sex offender’s movement (i.e., you could check to see if sex offenders are at the mall before you go).  Should police or the public be able to access this information in the future?  Is this a realistic proposal?
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Cameras
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Technology has influenced police, probably more than any other subsystem in the criminal justice system.  Things like the police car, the radio, the real time access to criminal records, and others have truly benefited the police and the public as a whole.  The Welsh and Farrington (2009) article discusses the increased use of CCTV to help combat crime.  Should the United States, and Houston more specifically, make use of this technology more than it has been used?  What are the privacy concerns for the citizens?  Should these concerns be trumped by the public safety benefits of these cameras?  Another interesting development related to police officers and cameras occurred here in the Houston area.  Body worn cameras have become the norm for officers around the area.  These cameras are worn on the officers’ uniforms and record the officer’s interactions with citizens.  Because Texas is a one party consent state (only one person in the conversation has to consent to the video not both), this was legal and officers were not required to notify anyone that they were being recorded (although they could if they wanted to).  This type of camera tends to have positive effects on the public and police officers.  However, are there any big detriments to the cameras?  Are there privacy concerns?  What other problems can occur because of these cameras?     
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