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Intermediate Sanctions 
Intermediate sanctions and the current political climate
Americans in diverse political fields comprehend that the criminal justice system requires immediate reforms. In 2018, the Trump administration signed a law that the senator of the U.S passed allocating funds for the development of inmate employability skills. Despite that, crime-related issues have arisen in the United States in recent years, influencing policy development at the various federal departments, including the Criminal Justice System. Politics of injustice and inequalities have increased violent crime, increasing the number of convicts, resulting in overcrowding in prison., which calls for a more reliable and successful approach to be adopted. Intermediate sanctions are acceptable to the general public, considering they arose from Economic and political pressure (Rose, &Miller,2010). An intermediate sanction is necessary to achieve credible punishments that will give the public members caught in an unconstitutional act.
The public desire for a criminal to be punished for their crime is undeniable. Still, they are also unwilling to pay for the prison's increased capacity since criminals are convicted every day. When prison and probation limit the judge’s choice, intermediate sanctions come in to get rid of arbitrariness and unfairness (Kleiman, 2009). In my view, intermediate sanction provides an elaborate ladder of scaled punishments outside the prison. It allows the offenders to participate in the community while still under rehabilitation, making a great impact rather than containing them in overcrowded prisons. It also helps reducing recidivism among individuals that have served prison sentences. Considering the current political climate and the high rate of crime in the U.S, intermediate sanction offers a suitable alternative to address overcrowding issues affecting prison in U.S, which could also trigger critics from international human rights.
Why the U.S still favor capital punishment/ Death penalty
	In the U.S majority of the legal power in the country is vested in the U.S congress. The U.S Congress is responsible for implementing and creating their law in each state (Hathaway, 2009). The U.S constitution has allotted legislative power to every state, which means congress is responsible for determining their respective criminal laws. Among the 50 states in the U.S, only 25 states have abolished the law concerned with the death penalty. The remaining 25 states still have death penalties in the criminal laws. The federal government cannot repeal capital punishment from the remaining states because the constitution has allotted every individual state in the U.S to make its criminal laws. The entire country will require a broad abolition act to remove the death penalty in their country completely. 
	The congress of the U.S also does not have the political autonomy to revoke the death penalty in their states, including other states across the country. On top of that, it is hard for the country's lawmakers to consider the choice of the majority of their citizens. Since it is still contained in the books as most citizens' will, it is difficult for lawmakers to repeal capital punishment in states that still consider it in the criminal justice system. The political spectrum of the U.S is still characterized by liberal democracy, which limits the senator's power, while on the other hand protect the wills and preference of the majority. These are some of the issues, making the U.S still favor capital punishment/death penalty in some of their states. 
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