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Introduction
Existence of the context of racial disparity in the criminal justice system is evident when the populous of an ethnic or racial group within a control group happens to be higher than that of the general population. The cause of the differences varies from legislative policies, decision making by criminal justice personnel, law enforcements directed at specified communities, varied records of criminal activity, and many more contexts. The United States has the highest incarceration rates than any other country in the globe, summing up to a quarter of the prison population internationally. Apart from those, the criminal justice has offenders in community services and an estimated seven million people enduring disfranchisement (Stevenson, 2012). From the population data, for every 100,000 residents the criminal justice system incarcerates 412 Whites, 742 Hispanics, and 2,290 African Americans. The last group is the most victimized minority by the system, making up 40% of the prison population, yet there presence in the national populous is just 12%. The factors that determine the incarceration rates could be legal, or extralegal. The former refers to legitimate reasons for the difference in statistics, and involve the behavior of the individual. They include prior criminal record, and the seriousness of the offense. Extralegal factors do not provide legitimate reasoning behind the rates of incarceration and are more about the assessment of a group rather than the individual. 
Race and the Criminal Justice System
The criminal law enforcement has shown several instances of racial disparities in the administration of their justice. The difference in treatment takes place in police stops, the pre0trial of cases, during the sentencing in courts, judgment where the verdict involves the death sentence, and even after the inmates leave incarceration after serving their terms. The treatment observed to the minority communities is different from that observed to the Whites. The root of the mistreatment can be sourced from the abolition of slavery. Lynching is a vivid depiction of the horror observed in history where the whites enforced racial hierarchy through subordination and terror. The African Americans suffered torture, mutilation, and hanging at the hands of vigilantes who saw emancipation as a platform deriving them off their dominance. The community also faced racial terrorism with a variety of attacks by white mobs. After the landmark event, the Southern states sought to the criminal justice system as a strategy to control the African American race (Rocque, 2011). Institutionalization of the ‘Black Codes’ was a form of prejudice that resulted in the incarceration of an unprecedented number of the target community. The structure of the criminal justice system allowed for convict leasing and forced labor, which created situations much similar to the slavery. The structure has been in place for long, even into the 20th century. 
For the Civil Rights protestors, institution of criminal laws that recognized them as law breakers exposed them to arrests, conviction, sentencing, and police brutality. Despite the bravery in the acts, the policies against racial inequality targeted and implemented had no directive imposed on the criminal justice system. The same aspect of racial bias is prominent in their structure, despite the significant landmarks the entire nation has accomplished through more than a century. The last fifty years illustrate a spike in the discrimination observed in the system brought about by tough on crime and war on drugs initiatives. The two policies lead to mass incarceration, which to date is a legacy of continued abuse on minority communities, and consequentially limits their options. From the 2.3 million inmates, 70% of them are not white. The average rate of imprisonment for an American citizen is 1 in 20. However, in assessment through racial lenses, the statistics for the Whites are at 1 in 23, the Hispanics at 1 in 6, and the African American at 1 in 3 (Hetey & Eberhardt, 2018). In the last group, one of from a group of nine is currently living in some form of restrained liberty. 
Necessity for Addressing Racial Disparities
The racism observed in the criminal justice system has provided varied platforms for inequality in social and economic standards within the United States. The consequential and gradual impacts of the social structure span across generation, are invisible, and could lead to disastrous situation from accumulation. Additional effects include the racism in of social experience and impacts on poverty, educational and professional achievement, and earning potential for the groups. Disfranchisement, broken windows policing, and additional proactive policing strategies also exclude the inmates from any form of participation in civic matters, with some even taking effect even after the inmates have served their sentences. The state of Alabama is one such example with a disfranchised rate of 34% for the people of color (Stevenson, 2012). Stevenson projects that gradual implementation of such policies will lead to a similar scenario if the voting rights act had not passed. It is therefore fundamental for reform in the criminal justice system to alter the current structure that victimizes people based on color. 
A change in policies in the 70s and early 80s led to adoption of tough on crime and war on drugs initiatives. The two proposed an era of reduced crime by removing offenders and proposing harsh penalties for offenders such as prolonged sentence, life imprisonment or the death penalty. The directive also ended up victimizing people of color for a variety of offences and including stiff penalties for the same group as opposed to whites for the same offenses. However, the initiatives are neither effective in reducing the rate of violent crimes nor reduction in the rate of recidivism (Campbel, Vogel, & Williams, 2015). It is, therefore, prudent to alter the policy and approach the criminal justice takes of ass incarceration. Alternative policies have had significant impact on reducing the rate of recidivism and violent crimes, without the two initiatives. Some of them have even impacted a reduction in the rate of imprisonment for all citizens. 
The victimization of people of color in the criminal justice system also has spill over impacts on the children of the inmates. For the African American child, it is six times more probable than for a white student to have an imprisoned parent or both. The statistics emanate from the propensity to arrest and sentence the minority group even though they are not more prone to criminal behaviors than their white counterparts. The imprisonment has psychological and psychiatric impacts on the children. The effects manifest through increased rate of drops outs, misbehavior in schools, development of learning disabilities, and suffer from illnesses (Foster & Hagan, 2009). All the above impacts impede the performance of the children, which is most significant in institutions where there is the concentrated influence of trauma. The impediment to the performance is a critical reason behind the racial achievement gap and poverty difference of racial groups in the country. Any form of educational policy should take that aspect into account and reduce the context of racial disparity in America’s professional arena. 
With the increased rate of incarceration and the social status difference for race in the United States, the African Americans are more prone to poverty standards. The population is more likely to be arrested, convicted, and sentenced to prison as opposed to other races. Every stage of the criminal justice proceeding requires monetary payment at each and every stage, creating an economic disadvantage to the indigent. Some states even impose fees for the ‘free’ curt appointed attorney as representation (Stolzenberg, D'Alessio, & Eitle, 2014). The poor African Americans endure economical burdens not realized by the rich whites who skate through the criminal justice system without societal burden. After serving their terms, the inmates have to rejoin the poverty stricken communities, and their altered state of mind from prison creates population churning termed as coercive mobility. The aspect increases the probability of committing criminal offenses for the group. Coercive mobility increases the rate of crime in the poor communities with a higher propensity for violent crimes. The consequential result is a victimization cycle with increased recidivism. 
An additional disadvantage of poverty is incarceration for status. Though a variety of court rulings, legislations and constitutional provisions have set precedence for the abolition of incarceration to collect debt, vast majorities of indigent population still face imprisonment after failing to pay (Sobon, 2015). The population also has to endure additional charges and fees when the state and local governments resort to private corporations for the collection of such debts. The situation places the victims in double jeopardy for the same penalty, which should not exist. The racial disparity from the criminal justice system permeates a cycle of poverty for the African American communities, and thus a necessity to address through significant changes and alterations. 
The current structure of the criminal justice system is retributive; that is, seeking to impart punishment as a response to the criminal behavior of the offenders. The approach in practice, however, accords the offenders’ far harsher sentencing in consideration for the crimes committed. The aspect goes against retributive theory which mandates that the punishment should equate to the crime. The system also assumes the utilitarian theory in the aspect that stiffer penalties are effective channels to discourage such habits from the community (Donnelly, 2017). The objective of the criminal justice system is to reduce the rate of crime, and consequentially impact a reduction in the rate of recidivism. However, in practice, the stringent measures and stiff penalties are yet to realize the purposed goals. The lack of realization highlights the futility of such attempts and provides reasonable grounds to implement other theories and strategies to realize the same ends. 
Ideological solution to the sort of punishment to impart resides in the restorative theory of justice. The structure of the system places more significance on the victim rather than the crime, and enacts measures to support the former. The essential element in this theory in repairing the damage brought about by the injustice, rather than punishment. Additionally, the criminal justice system could also resort to implementing strategies within all its sectors including law enforcement, courts, prisons, and jails. The implementation will favor resource allocation to the departments that would prove fundamental in the realization of the objectives and goals. The major role of the criminal justice department should be the implementation of programs and policies against crime. However, consideration for the well-being of the people and social impacts of the policies, expenditures and programs are just as critical. 
However, the current structure does not show any considerate regard for the people and the social impacts of the programs and policies in play. The use of expenditure for the criminal justice system facilitates more punishment which is punitive as opposed to approaches that favor healing and societal well-being. The departments within the system also lack revenue and expenditure to explore additional alternatives that may prove beneficial to the nation at large and also impact positively on the inmates. The criminal justice system fails at delivering policies that are sustainable to the all the departments within. The contexts creates social imbalance by race which impede the objective of the structure and influence difference in treatment. The current structure does not offer credible solutions to deal with the shortcomings of the system, and thus needs change.
Ethical and social issues
The setting of bail in the courts is primarily under the discretion of the prosecutors, judges and magistrates. The parties exercise their authority with consideration of factors such as the dangers the defendants pose to the community and flight risk. The assessment ordinarily follows the employment, marital status, and duration of residence in the determination of flight risk. The context of bail provides a foundation for discriminatory treatment for the African Americans. The indigent, those with lower levels of education, and low income characters have a low probability of getting bail, and if they do the terms are onerous (Banks, 2018). The blacks fit into the three criteria more than any other ethnic community creating a social injustice. It is also more probable for the existing prior criminal record to carry more significance in the consideration for bail for the African Americans as opposed to the Whites. Even with similar stature of education, employment, and background the terms of bail were more favorable to the whites as opposed to their black counterparts. 
The law enforcement also induces a social imbalance through racial profiling. A significant characterization involves motorists. The justice department reports that black drivers are 31% more prone to police checks and stops. The report also highlights that the administration of duties by the law enforcement authorities adheres to the same imbalances. The scenario is more prominent in how the police used force, threats and arrests when in minority community neighborhoods. The context of demonstrating disrespect to law enforcement also increases the likelihood of the police making use of any of the three strategies in administration of their powers and duties (Banks, 2018). The black Americans are also more prone to be involved in police shooting as opposed to whites. However, in states such as New York, the disparity is justified by the statistics of the community’s involvement in armed interaction with the police. Memphis is an example of racial disparity in police shooting, where black victims were shot as they were fleeing. The Seattle drug problem also illustrates the police intent to focus on crack cocaine, which the black Americans deliver, as opposed to the cocaine and Heroin which is the market for the whites. Social imbalance is a critical component of the administration of the duties of the police body.
The representation of minority communities in courts presents an ethical challenge for the criminal justice system. The attorneys are disproportionate within the confines of an officially processed criminal conduct, which reflected in longer and more adverse criminal records. With the community holding the highest rate of indigent persons in the nation, the lack of experience and expertise of the court appointed attorneys creates an overall disadvantage for the group. The representation also manifests cumulatively for the offender who has increased chances for additional victimization by any department in the criminal justice system. The cumulative aspect is also relevant in the increasingly growing populous of the racially poor (Stevenson, 2012), widening the gap between them and the rich. The plea bargain are also aspects which provide an undue disadvantage to the minority communities, with the prosecutorial discretion a critical element in shaping the fixing and charging of the defendants brought to court. For the federal and state jurisdiction, the sentencing of the African Americans is higher than that of any other community, despite their population range within either jurisdiction. For every 100,000 civilians, 3,119 African men, 1,193 Hispanic men, and 487 men are arrested. The ratio is almost similar for women with the African at 142, Hispanics at 74, and Whites at 50 for every 100,000 citizens. 
Federal Involvement
The involvement of the government is limited by the jurisdiction. The racial disparities noted in the report presents significant chances for improvement in the application of justice and also improving the social relationships of the groups included. The involvement of the federal government is tantamount towards that specific directive. The division of powers, however, limits the reach of involvement of the federal government. The statutory authority grants states the authority to carry out their agendas differently, which may impede the influence of the federal government. 
In terms of policies, the federal government is superior, with any form of alteration mandated not to alter or oppose the federal government,. It is for this reason that judgments by the Supreme Court set precedent for application by lower courts. It is therefore, probable for the national government to pass bills into laws that actively limit the reach of racial profiling within the criminal justice system. The involvement could also be in the form of programs that effectively shift the focus of the current structure and provide an alternative that properly addresses the imbalances that the current dynamic brings about. The constitution dictates that the jurisdiction of the states should at no time appear more superior to that of the national government. The allowance provides a dynamic that allows for the state to answer to the federal government as opposed to the opposite. However, in some critical aspects, the states hold the authority over the federal government. One such example in the authority of the sanctuary states; they do not need to heed to the policies and programs directed by the ICE regarding the identity and status of immigration of people under their jurisdiction including offenders. Such policies restrict the influence and dominance of the federal government in impacting change to the criminal justice system. 
The influence could also take the form of criminal justice rulings and aligning with campaigns that promote strategies which minimize or end racial discrimination. The use of programs and campaigns by the national government provides for a more amenable strategy that would reduce the conflict between the jurisdictions involved and prolonged processes. The national government can also resort to partnerships with critical figures in the arena they wish to impart influence; in this case racial disparity. Such partnerships would provide additional data and strategical approached towards realization of the objectives. An additional benefit of usurping such channels is creating a semblance of contact between the national government and the local community. The latter group is critical towards adoption of the policies and programs, and also influential in the support garnered by the state. It is plausible for the government to implement strategies to influence the rate of racial disparity within the criminal justice system. 
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