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Policy-Making Process in Criminal Justice
Introduction 
	The system of criminal justice in the United States involved different processes and agendas that are developed by the government towards controlling crimes as well as imposing penalties on the individuals violating the country’s laws. The performance of the criminal justice system is largely dependent on the jurisdiction in authority, which includes military installation or tribal, federal, state, country, or federal government. Various jurisdictions have established diverse ways, agencies, and laws that are utilized in the management of the processes of criminal justice. The United States is facing multiple issues in the criminal justice system, which have witnessed numerous debates on the most appropriate path to justice in public policy. The criminal justice system in the country will succeed based on strategic thinking, social communication, and ethical actions by the relevant stakeholders that are able to develop comprehensive solutions to the problem of terrorism and crime. This paper focuses on gun control and decriminalization and legalization of marijuana as current issues facing the criminal justice system in the United States. 
Public Policy and Criminal Justice 
	To a greater extent, criminology seeks to control crime and achieve justice. Criminology has been utilized in social science whereby criminologists have conducted empirical studies in which they seek to understand, explain, predict, and prevent crime. In public policy, the government takes an action or makes a decision with an objective of addressing specific issues and problems (Podgor, 2019). Public policy is characterized by the attribute of being processed or generated within the governmental organizations, influences, and procedures. The government usually funds public policies by the use of public resources as well as the underlying legal system. The legal system is tremendously essential to criminal justice policy.
	Ismaili (2011) has suggested that in the criminal justice system, there are various peculiarities that ought to be considered prior to the analysis and research on the underlying policy. The present debate on the literature relating to criminal justice includes the level to which state departments and agencies in the process of criminal justice have acted as a unified and coherent system. Critics of criminal justice policy have argued that essential elements in the system such as corrections, courts, and policing have undertaken their responsibilities quite independently, which has generated institutional or systematic fragmentation. This attribute has presented a significant challenge in terms of developing a criminal justice policy that is capable of reflecting the expectations and the needs of all the components of the system. Based on the ideas presented by Ismaili (2011), the present criminal justice issues such as gun control and decriminalization and legalization of marijuana may be evaluated.
Gun Control 
	One of the leading news across various media stations relates to violence. The aspect of crime and different ways of preventing the same have featured prominently in the political space whereby campaign speeches have focused on the issue. Violence actions have significantly affected many individuals, and the general welfare in society has been compromised (Lewis, 2018). Lowering violence is important to the achievement of a social system that is both participatory and democratic. The issue of gun control in the United States is rich in content whereby it depends on such disciplines as cultural anthropology, government, law, sociology, political science (Lynch, Logan & Jackson, 2018). Economics, as well as history, among others.
	The gun control issue does no focus on the aspect of disliking or liking guns, but rather the judgment of control effectiveness, especially government control that is implemented via regulation. The critics of gun control have argued that the United States has already passed approximately 20,000 laws related to the usage of guns. The notion is that passing more gun laws would perpetrate to additional gun violence (Lewis, 2018).  The supporters of gun control, on the other hand, have suggested that without the laws, violent incidences would exponentially increase. A critical point of dispute has involved the gun use for purposes of self-defence. The advocated of gun control in the United States have utilized data from the nations with gun laws that are stricter, which has indicated that there is a relatively lower level of gun violence (Lewis, 2018).
	The shooting incident in Newtown on December 14, 2012, called for increased concerns among the public regarding the gun control policy, particularly a review on America’s 2nd Amendment (Lewis, 2018).  Citizens from all regions in the United States have expressed their concerns on the rights on gun usage as well as the possible gun control issue that requires urgent enforcement. Despite the presence of multiple arguments for and against gun control, a primary concern among the American citizens focuses on whether heaving arming the citizenry is capable of keeping all the people in the country safer and better protected at all times. Following the 2012 shooting, the media has witnessed an increased debate and discussion on gun violence topic, which includes the criminal activities undertaken using guns (Lewis, 2018).
	The American public has expressed its outcry on the gun control topic whereby individuals are largely interested in protecting their rights and those of others. The initial United States constitution contains information that relates to the 2nd Amendment that posits that all citizens have the right of arming arms and rids the control over guns by the government (Lynch, Logan & Jackson, 2018). With numerous arguments on the gun control topic already in the public domain, one of the major arguments against gun control is vested on the 2nd Amendment and the Constitution of the United States. The argument has been widely supported by individuals favoring the right of bearing arms while owning weapons they desire. 
	The 2nd Amendment has pointed out that a militia that is well-regulated is associated with increased security of the free state, which requires individuals to be given the right to bear and keep arms without any infringement. It has also been argued that the implementation of gun control has been associated with increased violent crimes that involve different types of guns and other weapons (Lynch, Logan & Jackson, 2018). However, different statistics utilized in the arguments for and against gun control have depended on various perspectives whereby diverse points have been shared. An understanding of the effect of the removal of the 2nd Amendment can lead to a significant revolution in the country, with many people not supporting the discussions that may see a permanent removal of the amendment. A better understanding of gun control and its impact in the future is essential in ensuring that individuals make appropriate decisions, particularly when engaging on the fascinating subject of gun control.
Marijuana Decriminalization and Legalization 
	In the United States, the war on drugs has failed significantly for decades, which has negatively influenced various communities across the country. This has led to unprecedented incarceration rates in the recent past. Since the 1970s, the government has introduced harsh criminal penalties on offenses related to drugs, something that has contributed to the increase in the rates of incarceration. Compared to their white counterparts, the people of color in the country have tremendously experienced unnecessary and damaging impacts as a result of the tough policies related to drug crimes. Concerns have been expressed by different parties regarding the longer terms of sentence for the members of the minority communities. The Drug Policy Alliance has pointed out that enforcing drug policies in the United States has been characterized by discrimination on the basis of race. Mexican migrants, black Americans, and Chinese immigrants have suffered the most, particularly for crimes related to marijuana usage and trade.
	Statistics have shown that between 40 – 50 percent of all arrests related to drugs are associated with marijuana. Enforcing the marijuana laws has been significantly discriminatory, which explains why the Latino and black Americans contribute to as high as two-thirds of the prison population in the United States although they comprise of 17 percent and 12 percent of the country’s population respectively (Farley & Orchowsky, 2019). The recent past has witnessed the movement of the federal government towards the draconian drug enforcement. At the same time, many states have embraced decriminalization and liberalization of marijuana laws. In 2018, the District of Columbia and at least 30 states have established laws focusing on loosening the restrictions on marijuana to a significant degree. Moreover, the District of Columbia and nine states have embraced the legalization of marijuana for recreational purposes among the adults. At least 21 states have legally allowed the use of marijuana for medical purposes (Farley & Orchowsky, 2019).
	There is no doubt that the United States has been caught at crossroads, which includes reverting to the previous policies of drug enforcement that were disastrous or establish a path towards realizing a more effective, fairer, and smarter criminal justice policy. Different states in the country have led the way towards the implementation of the latter, which has been associated with significant economic improvements and increased positive outcomes related to public health (Farley & Orchowsky, 2019). More importantly, an enhanced criminal justice policy relating to marijuana usage in different states has maintained public safety. The federal government has the opportunity of learning from the experiments conducted by various states as a way of guiding appropriate steps towards the legalization of marijuana.
	There is an inevitable tension between the federal law and the laws of the states with marijuana liberalized. This is because the federal government still considers the cultivation, distribution, and possession of marijuana as a criminal offense. According to the Controlled Substances Import and Export Act, Schedule I is the classification of marijuana, which implies that the drug is highly susceptible for abuse (Farley & Orchowsky, 2019). The federal government has determined that substances under the Schedule I category have a high abuse potential and lack any accepted medical use. However, medical research has refuted the attributes that may present marijuana to fit to Schedule 1 category of drugs. According to the federal laws, classifying marijuana to the category is an indication that it attracts serious criminal penalties that are capable of triggering mandatory sentences. Different substances under the Schedule I drugs are ecstasy, fentanyl, and heroine, which have been associated with overdose and deaths unlike marijuana (Todd, 2018).
	Jeff Sessions, the United States Attorney General has established exacerbation towards the law tensions between the federal government and state governments. He advocated for the charges and readily provable and most serious offenses that attract substantial sentences. This attribute contravened the Department of Justice from Obama administration that required prosecutors to stop the tendency to trigger mandatory minimums for drug offenders who are non-violent and abuse at low levels (Todd, 2018). The removal of marijuana from the schedules for controlled substances will lead to reduced number of individuals undergoing the system of criminal justice in the United States, particularly the Latino and black Americans who have faced disproportionate and systematic policies of criminal justice.
	The United States system of criminal justice has overrepresented the disabled people, considering that most people with chronic or mental health issues tend to self-medicate themselves as a way of dealing with their suffering. Prisons and jails are utilized as institutions for disabled people. Statistics from the Bureau of Statistics have shown that incarcerated individuals in federal and state prisons portray three times greater likelihood of reporting experiencing disability compared to the non-incarcerated people (Todd, 2018). There is a need for the Congress to make serious consideration of proposals that are associated with the marijuana legalization.
	Although the whole process may be time-intensive involving different stakeholders, industries and issues, the underlying experiments by various states that have already liberalized marijuana laws may have provided the roadmap towards the steps required by the federal government towards its legalization (Todd, 2018). There is a need for marijuana’s federal liberalization to be utilized retroactively as a way of fairly addressing the life opportunities of many Americans have been compromised by the convictions related to marijuana. It is also important the U.S. Congress considers the appropriate ways of solving the racial disparities that are present even in the legal markets for marijuana (Todd, 2018). Although the marijuana laws loosened by some stated have led to low rates of arrest across different racial groups, there is a greater likelihood that the blacks are arrested for the violation of marijuana law.
Conclusion 
	The criminal justice system in the United States is tremendously dependent on policies that relate to criminology. The paper has evaluated the criminal justice system, specifically the various issues it has faced in the recent past. The issue of gun control and marijuana laws have been greatly focused on this paper. The debate on gun control has been prioritized, with different parties supporting and others criticizing it. A better understanding of gun control and its impact in the future is essential in ensuring that individuals make appropriate decisions, particularly when engaging on the fascinating subject of gun control. On the other hand, the federal laws may need to be liberalized by the U.S. Congress. The marijuana legalization process may require the removal and decriminalization of marijuana from the schedules for controlled substances. This would be implemented though the use of effective, fair, and smart criminal justice policy that may form an integral part of rethinking marijuana. 
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