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Introduction.
The essay will examine the historical aspect of the United States Criminal Court System, highlighting the impact it has on the current processes that take place in the United States court systems.  The essay will also explain the effect of the one historical aspect on the working of the different court personnel.  I will define various court terminologies in the end, identifying several areas in the American criminal court systems that need improvement.  The presidents are given the mandate to appoint the judges with the administration of the federal criminal justice systems through court systems. The United States Senate will confirm the appointed judges by the presidents.  The federal Attorney General, appointed state attorney, and prosecutors will be given the duty to handle the court's daily activities. 
One historical aspect of the United States Criminal Court System.
The current state of the United States Criminal Court System is a product of several evolutionary changes since its inceptions.  It borrows a leaf from the Code of Hammurabi, which portrays ancient societies exhibiting mature signs of civilizations.  Models of criminal justice are one of the historical aspects of the United States Criminal Justice that I will discuss.  According to Packer (1968), the crime control model is one of the criminal justice models that view the suppression of unlawful conduct. The latter formed one of the pivotal functions of the criminal justice law court.  The model highlighted one of the critical systems of controlling crime as comprehending, punishing, convicting, and more. A failure to do so will lead to a loss in human freedom. (Packer, 1968) Packer goes further to lament that under the crime control model efficiently is vital in the operation of the criminal process.  Therefore the model puts much emphasis on time speed, uniformity, and finality of the criminal justice court process.  One of the best analogies that Packer uses to describe the operation of the criminal process under this model is through the notion of the assembly line conveyer belt. The latter moves continuously without stopping making it efficient.  
Another historical aspect of the United States Criminal court system is the use of the due process model. The model does not include stress efficiency; rather, it put much emphasis on reliability. It also does not place much power on the police, prosecutors, and more for the court process to be competing. Instead, it points out to a greater extent the probability of errors arising from the latter means, defenders will get a fair trial, and they will be innocent until proven guilty. The ancient two models used in the United States court systems have ensured that there is a high degree of reliability when handling court matters today.  In the processes, defenders are put in a perfect place.
Ways this historical aspect affected the court personnel.
The two models used in ancient times have to lead to judges and attorneys integrating the two processes for offering perfect criminal justice. For example, it has lead to judges and many other criminal officials doing their best to provide efficiency and reliability in the criminal court system. The processes have also lead to the eradication of cases where judges and other officials would make their ruling favoring on one side, unknowingly.  
Secondly, it has also enabled the court personnel to understand the working of the precedent doctrine.  Not in all cases are they to agree to decisions made by the supreme me court, but based on the situation in hand, the judges can also overrule the decisions.  One of the reasons for that is when a judge believes that a case he/she is expected to rule against is different from one rule by Supreme Court based on facts. A good example is on a case Plessy vs. Fergusson. The latter is an original case tabled before the supermen court in 1896. The case upheld the constitutionality of racial segregation in public accommodations. Later the decision was struck down by a Kansas Law court that ruled out it was terrible to practice racial discrimination in public schools.
Key Court Terminologies.
The term Stare Decisis is used in many courts, and the Latin term is legal doctrines that need many courts to make their ruling based on the verdict of many past cases.  In the Latin language, the word means to stand by what is decided. The objective of the doctrine is to ensure the same approach and ruling of cases with similar scenarios and facts.  
Precedent is the second court terminology used to imply a ruling and judgment based on a case. An example is made when there is a unique case with close to no past reference when a judge is making a ruling Precedent term is used in conjunction with Stare decisis. When used together, courts will need to follow the previous ruling made by high courts or other higher courts. A good example is with the Kansas appellate courts following the decision of the Kansas Supreme Court or the United States Supreme high court.
Ex Officio is another Latin court terminology used to mean by one's office. In the legislative body context, for example, in the United States Senate, its rules allow ranking minority members a chairperson to take part in any subcommittees' issues. Res Ipsa Loquitur is another Latin phrase used to mean an indispensable condition.  Other court terminologies include Alibi, which is a Latin word that means elsewhere in English. Perse is another Latin world that means another place. Perse, Latin World says sincerely.  
Admissible is another non-Latino court terminology that means any testimonial tangible evidence, or even documentary, which one can introduce as evidence to the court to elaborate a certain point. The opposite of relevant evidence is inadmissible evidence, which is another essential court terminology.  Inadmissible evidence cannot be admitted as evidence to the court on an ongoing trial. 
Arraign is another court terminology that means an arrangement of an accused. The process involves the calling upon of the accused by name. Afterward, the process that will follow is the reading of the charges documented in the arrest document. The accused will need to either plead guilty or not guilty.  Attachment court terminology jargon refers to taking, seizing person property, and apprehending, under a judicial order.  Bail, on the other hand, is a terminology that means the release of a person from legal custody via a written agreement.  The written argument will appear in writing and will be submitted to the jurisdiction of the court. 
A deposition is another court terminology used to refer a testimony of a witness made upon an oral examination. Deposition occurs after a notice is given to the adverse party, and not in open court. In the process, the adverse party will have the right to attend cross-examine a witness. Even though the testimony will be reduced to writing, and the book will be authenticated for use during the court trial process. 
Habeas Corpus is another Latino terminology, which is writing that commands the person that hold a prisoner in custody to bring him/ her before the court. When the prisoner is arranged in court, the process will be used to determine whether he .she is guilty, innocent, or has a case to answer. 
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