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Case Study
1.Make the case for whether mandatory minimum sentences, the war on drugs, and sexual predators, are examples of policy grounded in empirical, ethical, or ideological grounds. Why did you decide the way you did?
In consideration of how specific policies a justified, three grounds were identified by Fred Reamer (1986:224) which are ideological, empirical, and ethical. The ideological grounds Justifications made specify that certain policies are desirable mainly because a set of assumptions fit in them, which usually may be about basic intuition, religious beliefs, or practices and mandatory minimum sentences is one of the policies placed in this ground (Steiner, 2000). The war on drugs is placed on Empirical grounds because it is related to the research and science and to what is known from that particular research about the likelihood of an outcome of a specific policy. In contrast to the empirical and ideological grounds, the ones that rely on ethical grounds depend on the drawn conclusion of what is good and bad or right or wrong in the moral sense, and sexual predators is one of the policies paced on those grounds. 
2. Given the huge negative outcome of prisoner disenfranchisement, what are some reasons to stay the course? Why are some reasons to eliminate it? 
Criminal disenfranchisement refers to the formal practice of restricting the voting rights of persons accused, convicted, and/or sentenced for a crime. Criminal disenfranchisement is often referred to as prisoner disenfranchisement because voting is restricted mainly during the incarceration phase, though some more restrictive countries impose disenfranchisement in the pre-trial and post-imprisonment phase (Manza,2008). Criminal disenfranchisement is also defined as felony disenfranchisement in the United States because felons imprisoned are the offender characters that face disenfranchisement in forty-eight of fifty states. Felony disenfranchisement is the removal of the voting rights of any person guilty of a felony. This should be eliminated so that prisoners can have a chance to vote for their leaders which is a right for every citizen. 
If correctional supervision is “enough” punishment, why do we continue to punish after release from supervision? When prisoners are released, they may contribute to more spread of crimes. All the drug addict youths from prison should be provided with mentally disordered rehabilitation centers, rather than punishing them.
3. Read A Closer Look (p. 193). Debate the advantages and disadvantages of an austere prison condition compared to one with more amenities. 
Advantages 
1. The ability of that correctional approach to provide a practical benefit.
2. Less environmentally harmful.
3. Became more punitive, exclusionary with benefits and support based on conditionality.
4. Rehabilitative programming in favor of increasingly austere prison conditions.
5. Reduce crime at the least overall cost.
Disadvantages
1. These facilities are overcrowded and overstretched. 
2. The cost of housing a juvenile in prison is even higher.
Money can be deducted from their pay every month, or dock their benefits.
 Which serves a more practical purpose? The one with amenities offers some distinct advantages. Which is more ethical? The general and specific support for austere prison conditions was, however, weaker. 
4. Describe some of the ethical reasons for detaining sex offenders after they are released from prison. 
· Further crimes are prevented from happening.
· The offenders are trained to be better and useful people in society.
 Compare that to the cost-benefit analysis of such a policy. 
The taxpayers' cost was estimated at four times by Davey and Goodnough the cost of keeping them in prison. It has been reported that since the passing of the law in 1990, fewer than 3000 sex offenders have been committed. The U.S Supreme Court stated that these programs will provide treatment to the offenders and it is not a second punishment.
 Which produces a better outcome? Civil commitment law.
Why did you decide that?
President Bush signed a law that provides these programs with money because some of them are expensive so that these sex offenders are committed to rehabilitation facilities following their sentences in prison.
New York considers itself as one of the most growing states with a national movement that confines with all sex offenders after their time in prison expires using a civil commitment law. These programs have however received critics from the public for not meeting their aim of treating all the worst criminals until they can no longer cause another problem to people.
1. What are the advantages and disadvantages of considering the moral legitimacy of torture under a time bomb scenario? 
Advantages
1. Torturing the terrorist is unethical, but in those circumstances, it is the 'right thing to do’.
2. This can help send a warning to the other terrorist planning an attack.
3. They pay for causing harm to innocent people.
Disadvantages
1. This is not intellectually satisfactory but it does acknowledge that hard cases can't always be solved neatly.
2. It is unethical to torture the terrorist.
3. It is also unethical to let your moral principles condemn thousands of others to an avoidable death.
Would you be supportive of such an approach? Why and Why not?
No, I would not: In this case, there is no ethically acceptable course of action - whatever you do is morally wrong.
2. Do you think the US has a better chance at ‘‘winning’’ the war on terror from a consequentialist or nonconsequential list perspective? Yes, if they try using Consequentialism which is an attractive ethical approach because it provides clear and practical guidance in situations where outcomes are easy to predict. They will be able to know why the terrorists are causing harm to them and how they can handle this situation. Consequentialists propose to judge terrorism, like everything else, in light of its consequences (Bellamy,2005). Nonconsequentialists argue that its moral status is not simply a matter of what consequences, on balance, terrorism has, but is rather determined, whether solely or largely, by what it is.
Terrorism role, rights, and wrongs Case studies in specific conflicts, such as the bombing of German cities in World War II, the Trouble in Northern Ireland, and the Israeli-Palestinian conflict.
3. Does the principle of double effect justify antiterrorist activities, as suggested by Bauhn?  How might Walzer respond to this question? No, it doesn’t: On Walzer's view, none are liable. I support his insistence that liability to attack is a matter of action rather than membership or collective identity. “It is,” he writes, “the extension of violence or the threat of violence from individuals to groups that is the special feature of terrorism: men and women are targeted because of their membership (Bauhn, 193). It is who you are, not what you are doing, that makes you vulnerable; identity is a liability. And that's a connection that we are morally bound to resist”.
4. Do you think a hardline criminal justice approach, as described by Wilkinson, would be sufficient to contact terrorism? Yes. Would it be effective with some forms of terrorism over others? Yes. Terrorist attacks against America threaten more than the tragic loss of individuals. The appropriate balance by adopting effective counterterrorism policies will reduce terrorist attacks which target Americans more often than those of any other country.
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