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The Criminal Justice Policy Process
Introduction
The rise of criminal and offensive activities in our society calls for a system to control them in a just and fair manner. In the US, criminal justice is put in place to identify and prevent further occurrence of unlawful activities. The decisions made in the process of attaining criminal justice are governed by laws such as the U.S.A Constitution, the Federal Rule of Criminal Investigations as well as the Bill of Rights (Ismaili, 2006). However, the results of the process involved in attaining criminal justice have always been criticized by criminologists and some members of the public. This is attributed to the lack of knowledge on the background of policy design in criminal justice. It is, therefore, becoming necessary for criminologists and the public to advance their understanding of the process involved in policy-making to avoid conflicts with actors of criminal justice (Ismaili, 2006).
Criminal Justice Policy Process Actors.
The process in Criminal Justice involves essential representatives from a given community. These actors are divided into governmental and non-governmental actors. The governmental actors are characterized by having more power at a political level. These actors include some elected members such as the president and state officials. These actors are also made up of officials from all levels of government to represent different geographic aspects in the policy process (Marion, 2016). The governmental actors also include the judicial representatives who are not directly involved but play a key role in translating the laws. Ismaili (2006) argues that "judges are also involved at the governmental level and are tasked to provide advice to the government regarding the laws involved in policy formulation."
On the other hand, non-governmental actors encompass members of the public who hold high interest and knowledge in criminal justice policy. These actors include; criminal justice professionals, the media, and representatives from police and correction departments. As Ismaili (2006), notes, "different parties are involved in embracing diverse cultures and political views." The nongovernmental actors play the role of creating a link between the government and the public. They present and consider the interest of the people when making a decision on criminal justice. 
Through the media, these actors also contribute to passing information regarding the policy to the public. Media outlets such as radios, newspapers, websites, and televisions are used to inform the public on criminal issues that arise and such content provides the public with an understanding of the real-world situation in term of laws, legislations, and policies (Marion, 2016). The public then uses this knowledge to support the decisions made regarding the criminal justice policy. Also, media outlets ensure that the public is educated on the policy in a manner that they can understand and are also responsible for participating in resolving disputes that may arise during the implementation of the policy. 
According to Marion, (2016), "the relationship between the government and non-government actors is vital to ensure the effectiveness of the criminal justice policy." The two actors contribute different and essential roles that should be integrated in a manner that avoids conflicts. In my opinion, such conflicts can be prevented from the beginning by encouraging interest groups to understand how the government works to distinguish their roles. The government plays the role of contributing to opinions and providing support for the policy process. The criminal justice professionals who are part of the non-governmental actors then provide their critics and expert opinions regarding the policy. In addition, the media plays the role of influencing aspect of the policy to the public and hence, it should participate by influencing the decisions of the government to the public (Stolz, 2015).

The Steps Involved in the Process
 Different scholars have tried to elaborate on the steps involved in policy formation. Perhaps the best and simple elaboration of the policy process was the one developed by Stone in 2015. According to Stone (2015), the first step involves identifying and defining the problem to understand the objective. This is followed by analyzing different alternatives to achieve the objective. After the analysis step, the outcomes for each alternative should be noted to identify the best option based on the cost and efficiency of the resources required at different levels. A decision is then made based on the alternative that is most reasonable and cost-effective. In addition to the process, different actors should be involved in the first stage to represent various interest groups (Ismaili, 2006). 
 Successful implementation of the criminal justice policy is influenced by the process followed during its formulation (Stolz, 2015). The impact is felt from the first step of identifying the objective of the policy. These problems should capture current issues such as high rate of incarceration, drug abuse, and violence against women. Ismaili (2006) argues that "the implementation should be comprehensive to capture all aspects that promote justice in solving crimes." To achieve success, the policy should ensure diversity in the committee involved in each step. For instance, since one of the primary objective of the process is to ensure the application of justice during implementation, representatives from the police (who are directly involved in this stage) should be included.
Suggestions to Improve the Process.
 The first step of the process involves defining a problem. During this stage, an in-depth analysis of the problem should be done based on real-life challenges in crime such as high incarceration rates. In my opinion, I would suggest that the intensity of analysis is required to gain extensive information about problems. This can be achieved by involving a wide array of researchers and experts who are knowledgeable in criminal justice operations (Mansour, 2010). Identification of the target population is also required when defining a problem to ensure the best decision is met. 
During the next step on evaluation, different alternatives should be based on the problem identified in the first stage. Mansour, (2010) argues that "the list of alternatives should be linked to the core objective of the criminal justice policy." In addition, to effectively break down the other options, it is crucial to analyze factors that led to the rise of the problem at hand. For instance, high incarceration may have resulted from the failure of re-entry of former prisoners. Therefore, the alternatives will be broken down based on solutions that also aim at improving re-entry programs. This stage should also encompass various professions ranging from the department of criminology to social scientists and lawyers (Stolz, 2015).
Also, when choosing the best option, the process should ensure the goal of equality is met when administering justice. All members of the public including the marginalized groups such as women, children, the disabled and the poor should be considered when making the policy. The decision should also seek to ensure efficient utilization of resources (Mansour2010). For example, the policy can focus on programs such as promoting re-entry of ex-offenders to reduce the number of these victims returning to prison. Just as Mansour (2010) hints, "the policy of re-entry will aid in reducing the number of inmates in prisons and reduce the economic burden of supporting them." Re-entry programs will also equip the community with an increase in the labour market which will eventually ensure the economic prosperity of the nation. Mansour (2010), also adds that "the reasoning behind the final decision of the policy should be based on logic."
In addition, to inform the public, the media should also be involved. Successful implementation of the policy is based on how the public reacts to systems and the existing policies. Positive feedback can be stimulated by making the policy understandable as well as incorporating the views of the public in the policy. Public understanding and acceptance of the policy aid in reducing conflicts that may arise regarding the decisions made by criminal justice actors. Public understanding also helps in minimizing criticism on decisions made by the police and judges. According to Marion (2016), "it is necessary for the federal and state government in all geographic boundaries of the U.S to be involved when formulating policies." It is also clear that the relationship between the actors involved in policy-making affects the quality of the policy (Ismaili, 2006). It is, therefore, necessary to establish clear roles of each group in every step of the process to avoid disputes and delays. 
Conclusion
 From the discussion above, it can be determined that for a better understanding and practice of criminology and criminal justice aspects, it essential for the scholars to research more on the policy-making process. It is also noted that an effective criminal justice policy is achieved when the actors involved stretching across diverse sectors (Stolz, 2015). The media should also play its role in informing the public of the process involved in making the policy, and such information will ensure the active practice of the policy and minimize costs that may be incurred in trying to solve preventable disputes. 
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