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Abstract
The founding fathers developed the criminal justice system to ensure there is a fair and just decision for both parties involved in a case. Every individual is required to present their evidence to the court and be heard before delivering a judgment. Furthermore, law enforcement agencies have laws that guide them when handling their subjects during arrests and perform searches and seizures to protect their subjects. Therefore, courts are also subjected to guidelines that must be followed to ensure the verdict delivered is just and fair. When individuals convicted feel they are not satisfied with the ruling because of certain legal errors, including the judge's misconduct such as drug abuse during the trial or unsuitable counseling, they can file an appeal to an appellate court. An appeal is always filed to a higher court than the trial court. Similarly, the purpose of the paper is to analyze the process of trial and how a criminal appeal can be filed as well as the conditions required for an appeal to be filed. Furthermore, an appeal procedure is also discussed. 
	


Criminal Appeal
Every country has developed the norms and rules that must be followed to ensure moral is upheld. Therefore, whenever a person is involved in any criminal activity, they must be held accountable for their actions through the laws established. The criminal justice system was established to mandate people who have committed a crime are punished in a fair and just way. Consequently, it has to operate with high standards of ethics and morals. Lofstrom & Raphael (2016) defines criminal justice system as a collection of authorized and social institutions for enforcing criminal law based on the developed procedural guidelines and restrictions. They must be followed strictly to ensure both the defendant and victims have a fair trial through the procedural steps provided. However, after the court makes the decision, and the defendant is not satisfied with the ruling, they can appeal. For that reason, this paper will focus on criminal appeal, the rights of individuals to appeal, the procedure of appealing, and appellate review. 
The Criminal Justice System
	The criminal justice system is responsible for enforcing the criminal law and has several procedures to follow. The United States has a different criminal justice system, including the federal, military, and state (Freudenberg & Heller, 2016). However, despite people being involved in illegal activities being different age groups, the state criminal justice system has a different system for grownups and teenagers. Furthermore, the system has various subsystems, including the police and law enforcement agencies, legislation, corrections, and courts that ensure institutions operate effectively. Also, all the subsystems included in the criminal justice system work together in performing the duties, including handling a case from the beginning, to trials and final punishment.  
	Additionally, before the case begins, the law enforcement team will be required to perform investigations and gather any new information as well as physical evidence to be used in court. However, the defendant and the victim are all presumed to be innocent until proven guilty (Lofstrom & Raphael, 2016). The case will then proceed to the court, where the evidence provided will be weighed to realize the respondent is guilty beyond rational hesitation. Therefore, if the defendant is proven guilty, the correction facility will handle the convicted person and take them for punishment, either in imprisonment or probation, to help the offender change their behaviors. In all the stages mentioned, the constitution plays a critical role in safeguarding these individuals; thus, the criminal justice system subsystems must work together to protect the rights by following relevant procedures such as investigations to provide a fair judgment. 
Overview of the Criminal Trial
	Before the defendant and the victim begins a court trial, there must be a lawsuit filed. The victim will have to present an opening statement where an assigned date for the trial will be set, a jury is chosen, and the judge is involved in the case. In addition, opening statements are critical in developing the opening remarks that require both sides to designate what they want to prove during the trial and set a roadmap of the case. Nonetheless, through this stage, the attorney will have to bond with the jury (Lempert, 2015). The next step is a direct examination where the prosecutor will need to present their evidence to the trial. Furthermore, the evidence must prove that the defendant has performed the crime beyond judicious hesitation. 
While the evidence presented by the prosecutor may be testimonies of witnesses, drawings or pictures, and material pieces of evidence, they must be credible and competent. For example, according to Collins et al. (2019), under the criminal justice system, the law enforcement system is guided by the constitution to protect the accused from abuses; thus, they have to use significant terms when arresting or performing unreasonable searches and seizures. For instance, low enforcement officials have to use words such as a person who has a right to be silent because anything they say can be utilized against them. 
The next step is the evaluation of the evidence presented by prosecutors. The process of cross-evaluation is very important in every criminal trial because it allows the defense to ask the witnesses questions and test the reliability and aptitude of the presented evidence (Morrison et al., 2019). Besides, the next step is the final motions and closing the arguments. Although the motions presented by the lawyers are always cleared up earlier during the case, the defense of prosecution may move the motion to the jury to prevent the inclusion of certain testimonies or view particular pieces of evidence. Also, closing arguments are just as significant as opening statements because they provide an opportunity for prosecution and defense to persuade the jury that all the evidence presented was true.
Similarly, the judge will provide instructions to the jury. Therefore, the judge will have a dialogue on several topics with the jury, including explicit crimes, ideals of attestations, basic legal principles, and elements of every offense (Frailing et al., 2015). Besides, the instructions are critical in ensuring no errors will be made. Similarly, the Juror deliberations are always the most challenging step in every trial because it will require the juror to make the right choices. In this step, the juror must go through and revise all the pieces of evidence, facts, and testimonials presented in the case to make the right decisions. Siegel et al. (2018) argue that when the juror is unable to decide, they will be given new instructions on reviewing again all the information provided and trying to offer a verdict before announcing a mistrial. 
Finally, after careful considerations and review of all the evidence provided, the jurors will come up with a decision during deliberation. This decision is the verdict and thus will inform the judge before stating it to court. However, the jury is not the one who will read the ruling in court, but they will have to select an individual referred to as the foreperson to announce (Petriman, 2019). Similarly, there are only two verdicts announced in court, either guilty or not guilty; therefore, when the jury decides the verdict as not guilty, then the case is over; however, when the trial is guilty, then the trial is transferred to sentencing. Nonetheless, if the jury could not make a decision based on the presented evidence, the judge will declare to court and proclaim a mistrial. 
All the steps in a trial beginning from opening statements to verdict will be done in court which is among the subsystems of the criminal justice system. Although the court has procedures on how they should follow before providing a verdict, many limitations are accompanied during the trial of a case such as the right to guidance, right to challenge a victim as well as right to have judge trial (Petriman, 2019). However, all these limitations aim to ensure the there is a fair trial to the victim; nevertheless, the respondent has a right to be represented by an attorney of their selection. If they cannot manage to pay for one, they will be provided by the government. Additionally, the judge should comprise individuals from diverse community members to ensure fairness and not make decisions that are linked to a certain gender or race. 
Moreover, the defendant can make the post-trial motion after they are found guilty in the case. Therefore, the post-trial motion is important in creating a signal for another trial, to reject the decision or to neglect the judge’s verdict (Petriman, 2019). Nevertheless, when the judge rejects any motion, the case continues to sentencing where they will have to perform a background check and the shreds of evidence and facts presented during the trial to realize the offender's sentence. During this stage, Adjudicators will be required to follow the set rules in making sentencing choices by reviewing the considering factors that will yield the best punishment for defendants. For instance, if the defendant is sentenced for life imprisonment, they will be taken to correction systems for their conviction. 
Criminal Appeals
A person sentenced to prison during the trial has an opportunity to file an appeal or request the higher court to evaluate several parts on trial for permissible errors that may have pretentiously influenced the court's decision. However, according to Yob (2019) an appeal is not similar to requesting a new trial because the offender was not satisfied with the results; nonetheless, an appeal will be important in recognizing if the decision of the court was reached due to an error. Thus, the appellate court allows the appeal, then the lower court's decision will be overturned as a whole or part of it. Similarly, if the higher court rejects the appeal the decision of the lower court will still hold.
The Right to Appeal
Since not every person convicted has the right to appeal for a case, for instance, when the conviction was due to the offender’s guilty plea, they will not have a chance to automatic appeal for their verdict. Nonetheless, in most cases, the appeal will only be perceived only after the offender has attained approval by the appellate court to continue with an appeal. Holder (2019) also states that criminal offenders sentenced by the judge or adjudicators have the absolute right to appeal their verdict during their trial. In addition, every state that has implemented the death penalty in its criminal justice system provides the instinctive appeal of trials comprising death verdicts. Similarly, if when a court clears the offenders, the prosecutor might not make plea on the decision.
Foundations for an Appeal
As stated earlier, applying for an appeal does not mean starting a trial or presenting new evidence. However, it involves giving a report that may include errors in the case, which resulted in alteration of the results and decisions. Holder (2019) argues that a possible case appeal involves authorized errors, futile counseling support and juror delinquency. Permitted errors are critical in any case trial; thus, errors might arise from various criminal justice system parts. For example, allowed errors might come from the wrong jury directions, unsuitably presented evidence, or insufficient evidence to sustain the decision (Holder, 2019). For that reason, to enable appeal, the appellate court must ensure they realize that the stipulated errors have influenced the trial's result. Nevertheless, if the faults do not affect the court's decision, they are regarded as innocuous, and thus the decision of the lower court will stand. 
	Moreover, an appeal can be permitted if the respondent suspects that the jury carried themselves inappropriately throughout the trial. The misconduct may lead to making the wrong decisions and misunderstanding the evidence presented, hence ruling providing verdicts against the defendant. For example, a jury may conduct themselves inappropriately in different ways including unsuitable communication among the witnesses as well as utilization of experiments and involvement in drug abuse such as alcohol use during the negotiations in court (Holder, 2019). On the other hand, respondents can also appeal if they were not represented well during the trial. To manage in convincing the higher court that they were not counseled well, the defendant will be required to prove that if they could be advised differently on their case, then the decision made would be different. 
	During the appeal, the respondent who is filing the appeal is not satisfied with the verdict presented by the court due to the significant authorized faults during the trial's proceeding, which resulted in influences in the judgment of the court (Yob, 2019). Therefore, the defendant argues that the case should be terminated, or the trial be retried or reviewed. States like California have implemented an instinctive appeal for capital crimes (Shatz, 2016). All this is done to ensure that both the defendant and the victim have a chance to get a fair and just ruling despite the procedures being long everyone should be satisfied with the rulings as the decision is made based on the evidence provided by both parties. 
	Additionally, the appellate court will only review the record of what was presented during the trial hence will not look at any other new evidence presented. Similarly, the information will be retrieved from the copies in court about the case as well as information presented during the trial including the pictures, information from witnesses and confessions, and what the attorneys and the judge said (Zamir & Segal, 2019). Also, other information considered to be reviewed includes documents and objects presented as evidence during the trial. Hence, before arriving at a criminal appeal the appalled court will first review all the records and other briefs presented by the defendant and the government. 
While the defendant will have to deliver a written brief to the higher court requesting appeal by presenting a challenge to the court's verdict and stating the reasons for the decisions were legally wrong. Similarly, the government will also provide its written draft to demonstrate why the decision made by the lower court should be maintained. Correspondingly, the defendant has another chance to react to the administration brief and argue based on their belief in the position. Having reviewed all the briefs and evidence, the appellant court will be able to come up with their decision to accept or deny the appeal.  
Appeal Procedure
Several procedures are to be followed to ensure the process of appealing is established correctly. The appealing process begins with the court presenting notice of appeal. The notice will indicate the timeframe with which the petitioner is required to present the written brief comprising their view to the case and present their facts on the legal influences of the case that make them need the decision to be reverted (Zamir & Segal, 2019). The respondent then will have the timeframe to file their brief, while the petitioner will have then filed the second transitory responding to the respondent’s case. Although the courts may make their verdict based on the transitory presented alone, other times, they consider the verbal opinions before making conclusions. 
Consequently, while considering each party's verbal opinion, the court will provide a significant amount of time for attorneys on each side to deliver their viewpoints and answer several questions from judges. For example, according to Stephens (2019), in the United States, the Supreme Court provides one hour for verbal views in many trials, giving each party’s lawyer almost thirty minutes to offer their spoken views and answering questions. The same source also states that the federal courts always provide less time than what is provided by the Supreme Court to around ten to fifteen minutes. The next thing the higher court will do is to identify the mistakes in the case; therefore, they will have to use law in the lower level court. 
Similarly, the appellant court will be contrary to the case only due to mistakes that affected the trial's verdict. However, not all faults can result in the reverse of the decision made during the trial, because those errors that are harmless will not make the verdict of the court wrong because they do not have any effect (Stephens, 2019). An example of a mistake that can result in the case being revocable is when a piece of unsuitable evidence was presented during the trial. Similarly, an error may be harmless and the appellate court leaves the decision of the lower court stand if the judge gave out unsuitable directives to the jury, however, the error is insignificant and thus will not have any effect on the verdict. 
	After the appellate court has provided every party to argue verbally, the judge will have a conference discussion. Therefore, the higher court always provides written conclusions, especially if the verdicts are based on the law's novel explanation or develops a new model. Furthermore, during the discussion, one of the adjudicators will be selected to create a judgment that will later pass through numerous assessments before several judges agree with the court's opinion. Similarly, juries who will not decide with the popular individuals in court will have an opportunity to provide their non-conforming views. Correspondingly, when the higher courts uphold that the trial's verdict, the appeal ends, except if they file an appeal to a higher court. Notably, when the decision is opposed, the higher court will then reverse the case back to lower court and direct the court to take additional acts including holding a new trial, the decision to be changed or adjusted or the court to reevaluate the facts, ask for more evidence or deliberate on the verdict of the court (Stephens, 2019). 
Process of Appellate Review
	After the decision being made at the state court, the petitioner should appeal to the intermediate state appalled court. Similarly, when being convicted in the intermediate court or the appeal failed then they will appeal to a higher court. According to Holder (2019), every state has court levels from the highest to the lowest, for instance, California has the highest court as the California Supreme Court. Likewise, the New York State Court of appeals is the highest in New York while the trial is the New York Supreme Court. 
	The evaluation of the appealed cased in higher courts is restricted to only a few cases, therefore, if the petitioner can surround the appeal in the form of the federal subject then, the offender may then get relief from the federal court (LeVezu, 2017). Also, individuals sentenced in the federal trial court can appeal to the federal appellate court, nonetheless, if the court does not decide based on their briefing then they will have to appeal to the United States Supreme Court. The appeal does not always necessarily avoid the application of the trial court's verdicts because the victor in the trial court case might instruct the decision of the court to be implemented (LeVezu, 2017). Nevertheless, the petitioner can file a supersedeas bond or appeal to avert or any activity on the verdict until the petition has completed by ensuring that the requesting individuals will compensate if the case is not overturned by appellate court. 
	In summation, the court appeal process starts after the petitioner has been convicted and has needed the court's decision to be overturned. However, before the case arrives at the verdict, two parties must have been involved in a crime or conflict, and one party is harmed. Therefore, they will present a case that will require law enforcement to gather evidence of and present it to court. Upon that, both parties will defend themselves proving their pieces of evidence are competent and reliable. Similarly, the judges will have to review all the details and issue a verdict. With the petitioner being presented with conviction they have to go to a correctional facility for punishment. However, an appeal can be filed to the appellant court only when there was an error in the evidence, and not presenting new evidence. However, not all errors can decide trial court be overturned because some are viewed as harmless to the verdict. 
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