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Three Strikes Sentencing
The ‘three strikes’ laws state that when a criminal is convicted more than three times, should serve full sentences. The sentence includes a life sentence in prison without parole. Many states have adopted the rule, which states that misdemeanor offenses are considered to be a strike under the common laws of the federal government (Huigens, 2018). The three-strike laws s beneficial since it eliminates violent offenders from the country, making it safe.
 Like any other law, the three strike law has its pros and cons. The advantages include, the law deters crimes since it reduces the crime rate in the society through having a threat of life imprisonment after three felonies. Apart from preventing crime, it reduces felony arrest and enhances habitual offender sin prisons. Felony arrests in California have decreased by 20% after the implementation of the law (Roberts, 2016). The habitual offenders ensure that society has excellent experience of safety (Oleson, 2015). The cons include, the law is unreasonable to people with non-violent felonies which in the long run leads to overpopulation in prisons. The regulations assume that rehabilitation cannot work, but in a real sense, rehabilitation is considered one of the best methods used by criminals to reform (Weisburd, 2016).
The ethical and social justice issues that arise from the implementation of the law are the providence of unjustifiable different sentences to people with the same felonies (Sloan, 2017). The law has brought changes to the criminal justice system, which has a negative impact on the rest of society. Race and poverty have distorted social justice making the law ineffective. My opinion is that the law is unreasonable and unjust because it is effective in the third crime; the arrest will guarantee the time and cost of the trial, which is a burden. Trial must happen even though the person admits their guilt. The other negative impact of this law is that socioeconomic class will receive favored treatment.
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