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Observably, since the collapse of Enron a decade ago due to shoddy and imperfect accounting practices, the country has become aware of the occurrence and the seriousness of corporate crimes. In corporate crimes, the deceptive practices by a few people can result into the demise of a multi-billion company, loss of the company’s stock values and in adverse cases, it may result in the loss of several jobs. These jobs can range from innocent company workers to the hardworking office managers. First, we need to understand the contexts in which corporate crimes are committed. Also known as white-collar crimes, corporate crimes are committed by individuals acting within the precincts of their occupations, particularly for the benefit of their employing organizations (Utset, 2012). 
Ideally, these individuals do not think of themselves as criminals neither do they view their actions as a crime since their supposed violations are usually part of their occupation environment. It is also important to note that some of these crimes have remained unattended to mainly because the inappropriate behaviour by the individuals is often informally approved by the corporate subcultures. Some of the corporate crimes identified in the U.S. include; deceptive advertising, bank fraud, faulty manufacturing of dangerous products, patent violations and environmental pollution, among others. The policing of corporate violations is essentially done by federal and state regulatory agencies who have several sanctions used to enforce their laws. 
States have a mandate to address issues of corporate crime in the U.S. For instance, Connecticut sues Exxon for deceiving consumers about climate change. This is an example of corporate environmental crime. As indicated above, there are state and corporate regulations that govern corporations. Connecticut has sued the oil giant Exxon Mobil for misleading the public over the impacts of climate change (Valerie Volcovici, 2020). 
Arguably, Connecticut becomes the latest state to target the fossil fuel industry for its violations against state consumer protection laws. Corporations are required to provide truthful information to their consumers and the general public regarding their services. However, if an organization willfully deceives the public, then it has committed a corporate crime.
Exxon violated Connecticut’s unfair trade practices act by willfully providing misleading information about what the company knows about fossil fuels’ impacts on climate change. The company has, in the recent past, been advancing deceiving advertising and marketing, which falsely portrays the company’s efforts in working to combat climate change (Utset, 2012). In almost a similar scenario, evidence drawn from court documents indicates that Daimler is required to pay 2.2 billion dollars in diesel emission settlements. To resolve the U.S. government diesel emission cheating investigation and claims from vehicle owners, the company will pay 2.2 billion dollars to resolve the civil and environmental claims. 
The automaker used software to particularly the country’s emission rules. This violated the country’s pollution laws. The company willfully used illegal software to produce false results on diesel emission tests (BBC News, 2020). This is also an example of corporate crime. According to the U.S. officials, it is believed that the fine would deter future misbehaviour. The company, in its actions, violated the Clean Air Act in the U.S.
State crimes involve activities or failures to act that breaks a state's criminal law or international law (DeHaven-Smith, 2006). In this post, it is important to note that state crimes occur when states cooperate with businesses and corporations to achieve common goals, consequently producing illegal or socially deleterious results. In 2020, President Donald Trump signed three executive orders that according to me, significantly offends the dignity and threatens the rights of refugees and immigrants coming to the U.S.
This represents an example of a state-facilitated crime. The border security and immigration Enforcement improvements contain several sections which greatly undermine human rights, limiting access to asylum (American Immigration Lawyers Association, 2020). These executive orders limit the access of the asylum seekers to due process. The policies contained herein also require the detention of women and children, which in my opinion, is inhumane. It is believed there are moderate alternatives to detention that have in the past proven humane. Since the start of this enforcements, the expedited removals by the enforcement personnel are often applied incorrectly. Even though these orders were primarily meant to enhance the nation’s security, the rights of the asylum seekers are always infringed since they are not allowed to communicate their fear leading to their return and peril adequately. 
Similarly, the Department of Homeland Security is not properly trained on child provisions. Additionally, the fifth provision by these orders expands the priority list of non-citizens’ subject to deportation to anyone charged of a criminal offence. Despite the president’s vow to deport only criminals, the provisions of this order are so broad that anyone who has reportedly committed a minor offence such as traffic violations and joy walking could be subject to deportation (American Immigration Lawyers Association, 2020). Other than a great infringement on human rights, this has continued to spread fear among immigrant communities. 
The second state crime in this discussion is the U.S. government's failure to launch investigations on Rio Tinto RIO. A.X. of problems at its underground copper mine extension project at Oyu Tolgoi. The Financial Times indicates that even with the knowledge about the company’s negligence to correct the problems at its underground copper mine extension, the federal agency, The U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission still decided not to launch an investigation (Sabahatjahan, 2020). 
In July 2020, the company confirmed that it had cut estimated reserves at its underground copper mine extension at Oyu Tolgoi. It further confirmed that it would face delays and higher costs after ground instability forced it to redesign the mine plan.
Mr Bowley, the whist blower, in this case, indicates that he had warned the company’s senior officials of the looming problems until January 2019 when Rio asked its lawyers to investigate the claims. In July, the company revealed that the project was running late with budgets over and above the intended costs.  According to documents filed at a tribunal in the U.K., the first complaints concerning the issue were raised in February 2018, and SEC had not yet decided to launch an investigation (Sabahatjahan, 2020). Similarly, even after the U.S. financial watchdog charging Rio with fraud in 2017 for inflating the value of coal assets in Mozambique, SEC still decided to sleep on the issue until September 06 2020. 
As observed, the state crimes identified in this discussion are deviant activities perpetrated by the government or with the complicity of state agencies. To address the issues of corporate crimes, states usually make regulatory laws; this is because the results of these crimes are far costlier than street crimes. Regulatory agencies are ineffective in enforcing the laws, thus producing a conducive environment for corporate crimes to thrive. In conclusion, it is important to understand that corporate and state crimes have continued to exist in our today’s society despite the available laws because the penalties for the violations are too small to act as deterrents for the big corporates and the states.    
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