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International Justice Systems, Criminal Procedure and Juvenile Justice
#1: International justice
The justice systems of all countries are similar in the process of creating and implementing sentences. This is because the justice system is intended to provide justice and fairness to the people accused and their accusers. They intend to develop a deterrence of the crimes committed and thus they create sentences that provide some form of punishment that will serve as a measure of ensuring that the crime rates are reduced in the society. The sentences are intended to scare most of the people in various societies from doing the same criminal acts and thus the sentences are created similarly as each country seeks to have a society that is crime-free (Moellendorf, 2018). Incapacitation is also a similar sentence in every country as they seek to remove the bad elements from the society and lock them up. This prevents them from committing future crimes which is what the countries need.
They also seek to ensure that the offenders are rehabilitated for them to be better people in the society. Every country seeks to rehabilitate its criminals as they are still part of the society and thus will come up with sentences that are of a similar nature and which will instill good morals onto them. The sentences also seek to punish them for their actions so that they can see the wrong they have done. The justice system of every country ensures that the sentences bring about retribution to the offenders for them to learn from their mistakes and avoid committing the same criminal activities again (Moellendorf, 2018).
It is equally important for some countries to punish some of its offenders with corporal punishments even though it is despised internationally due to the results that it gives. There are certain criminal aspects like terrorism that are very serious and which require swift action. The information that the suspects have is crucial as it can avert massive loss of lives and destruction of property and thus, the use of corporal punishment is sometimes useful in retrieving this information. The pain and suffering that the suspects feel make them to reveal crucial information which is then used to avert the catastrophic loss of life. Thus, the method is still useful in some instances and is important for some countries to use it.
Furthermore, a country might deem it fit to offer corporal punishment to serve as a warming to other citizens and deter them from committing similar crimes. It is important for some countries to give corporal punishment to ensure the safety of people given that there are other safety risks such as terrorism which when not stopped can lead to massive destruction of property and killing of people. Furthermore, corporal punishment such as torture helps to assert the government's stance about certain crimes and this helps to control crimes in countries despite that international community frown at such methods of enforcing the law.
#2: Criminal Procedure
The exclusionary rule is the exclusion of evidence that is deemed to have been obtained illegally or in violation of the set procedures. One exception to this rule is that of the independent source doctrine (Wagner, 2016). This relates to the evidence that was initially obtained through an illegal activity but was later obtained independently from methods that were not affected by the illegal activity.
Another exception to this rule is that of the inevitably discoverable rule. This is to say that the evidence that would have been presented in court through illegal means would have been ultimately discovered through lawful means. In court, identification is also another exception to the exclusionary rule (Wagner, 2016). This happens when a witness makes an identification although it existed through an illegal way. This is considered as the information of the witness carries more weight as opposed to the process used in gathering evidence.
Good faith exception occurs when the people collecting the evidence have reasonably good faith and belief that they were acting on lawful means which was later found out to be defective or illegal. The court will grant this exception if the officers are believed to have acted in good faith and had no ill intentions. There is also the issue of attenuation. This exception occurs when the court permits the use of evidence which was obtained through misconduct only if the connection between the misconduct and the actual discovery of the evidence is deemed to be weak (Wagner, 2016). The weak nature in the connection is one that will not affect the use of the evidence. I agree with these exceptions because they give the element of justice to provisions behind them.
The Supreme Court, in its ruling, declared that the law enforcement officers have no duty to protect individuals from each other but only those who are in custody. The private individuals have to protect themselves from harming each other as the police only have the duty to protect those who are incarcerated from harming each other. The private individuals, therefore, cannot blame the police for harm caused by each other.
#3: Juvenile Justice
[bookmark: _GoBack]The juvenile court has a duty of ensuring that they protect the best interest of the child while at the same time keeping the families intact. They are faced with the challenge of punishing the minors which in other cases means being separated from their families. To create a balance, the courts need to devise sentences that ensure that the minors serve some form of punishment while at the same time go back to their families. They can carry out community service or report for therapy every day as a form of punishment and be able to go back home (Bender, 2018). This ensures that the minor offenders pay for the crimes that they have committed without disintegrating their families of being taken away from their families which can have a negative impact on their socialization and value for the family institutions. They are dependent people who need the family to a great extent as their interests are better protected when they are living with their families who can correct them and also help them grow to be of good morals.
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