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The Two Theories of Justice
Retributive Justice
According to Pedersen (2019), the retribution theory suggests that justice entails putting a lawbreaker through punitive activities to indicate that justice is served. According to this theory, the level of punishment an offender receives is proportionate to the crime committed. However, this form of justice differs from revenge since it is not personal, just dictated by the law. In addition, the individuals responsible for conducting retributive justice take no pleasure in the suffering of the convicted persons. This form of justice found in most global cultures and ancient texts differs from punishment objectives of rehabilitation and deterrence, which help prevent a repetition of the crime.
Restorative Justice
This theory provides a broader view of crime compared to the retribution theory. It argues that crime leads to harming people, relationships, and society in addition to being an act of breaking the law (Suzuki & Jenkins, 2020). Therefore, for justice to be served, the justice system must simultaneously address the harms caused and the wrongdoing. When the offender and the offended are willing to settle the matter amicably, the law provides for that since an agreement met between the two affected sides would serve the best resolutions. The law provides for other avenues to pursue if the offended does not believe that meeting with the lawbreaker would serve as proper justice.
After carefully looking into the two theories, I would consider the restorative justice theory. The various reasons for this include the transformational nature of this theory and the nature of repair it serves. Here, dealing with a criminal offence using the restorative approach leaves the offender satisfied that what he did was wrong and that it would not be plausible to repeat such actions to others. This transformative nature of restorative justice positively changes individuals, relationships and communities (Suzuki & Jenkins, 2020). Again, the approach seems to be geared towards repairing the damages that crime causes to the community, which would help nurture more conducive societal livelihoods.
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