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Replies on criminal justice discussions.
First reply.
From my point of view, I value that religious proselytizing should be allowed more in conservative areas than it is the case with liberal areas of the country. Arguably, a religious conversion will enable the conservatives to develop a more liberal understanding of the rule of law as well as the need for court circuit in criminal justice administration (McDonald, 2016). Conservatives tend to believe in personal responsibilities, individual liberty, and strong defense while emphasizing the empowerment of individuals to solve the problem. However, these believes are not sufficient to ensure just, fair and equitable practices. Religious proselytizing should be enhanced to show the need for liberal systems in alleviating social ills as well as safeguarding civil liberties as well as individual and human rights.
Reference.
McDonald, B. P. (2016). Democracy's Religion: Religious Liberty in the Rehnquist Court and into the Roberts Court. U. Ill. L. Rev., 2179.








Second reply.
It should be noted that the majority rule, though often valued as the pillar of democratic decision making, it is never accurate. The rule allows the simple majority to make the decision (Compte & Jehiel, 2017). Therefore, the small gains to the majority underpin the large losses to the minority. Even when the policy is found to bear maximum negative gains overall, it will, however, declare if the number of winners surpasses the number of losers. Though the rule depends on the tyranny of the majority, it is always inefficient. An attempt to rely on the majority rule is to resign oneself to indecision, manipulation, or arbitration. Ideally, the majority has much voice than the minority, and this encourages continuity in indecision and misgivings.
Reference.
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