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Week One Discussion: Foundational Concept in CJ Ethics

1. Can Peacemaking, Justice, and Ethics Ever Become Fully Realized?

Peacemaking, justice, and ethics are foundational pillars of a fair and equitable criminal

justice system. However, achieving these ideals is a complex and arguably unattainable goal. The

nature of human societies, characterized by diverse cultures, values, and interests, presents

significant challenges to the absolute realization of these principles.

Peacemaking emphasizes conflict resolution and the restoration of relationships, aiming

for harmony within communities. While peacemaking efforts, such as restorative justice

programs, have succeeded in specific contexts, their full realization is hindered by systemic

issues like inequality, discrimination, and entrenched societal conflicts. For instance, the varying

success rates of restorative justice programs across different communities highlight the influence

of local context on the efficacy of peacemaking efforts.

Justice, defined as the fair and impartial treatment of individuals within the legal system,

faces similar obstacles. The existence of implicit or explicit biases and disparities in resources

and access to legal representation means that justice is not always equally served. Historical and

contemporary examples, such as racial disparities in sentencing and the uneven application of

laws, underscore the challenges in achieving perfect justice.

Ethics, the moral principles guiding behavior within the criminal justice system, also

encounter significant hurdles. Ethical dilemmas arise frequently as criminal justice professionals

navigate conflicting values and interests. For instance, balancing public safety with individual

rights can create ethical conflicts. While ethical training and codes of conduct aim to guide

professionals, the subjective nature of ethics means that universal agreement on ethical behavior

is elusive.
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In conclusion, while peacemaking, justice, and ethics are noble goals, their full

realization is limited by human nature and societal complexities. Efforts to enhance these

principles should focus on continuous improvement and addressing systemic issues to move

closer to these ideals, even if complete attainment remains out of reach.
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2. Comparing Utilitarian and Deontological Approaches to Criminal Justice Ethics

Utilitarian and deontological approaches offer distinct frameworks for addressing ethical

issues within criminal justice. Utilitarianism, founded by philosophers like Jeremy Bentham and

John Stuart Mill, advocates for actions that maximize happiness and minimize suffering. This

consequentialist perspective evaluates the morality of actions based on their outcomes. In

contrast, deontology, rooted in the work of Immanuel Kant, emphasizes duty and adherence to

moral principles, regardless of the consequences.

Utilitarianism's strength lies in its flexibility and focus on outcomes. In criminal justice,

this approach can justify actions that produce the greatest good for the most significant number.

For instance, utilitarian principles might support community policing strategies that reduce

overall crime rates and enhance public safety, even if they involve compromises in individual

privacy. However, utilitarianism can also justify ethically questionable practices if they lead to

perceived more significant benefits, such as invasive surveillance techniques that infringe on

personal freedoms.

Deontology, on the other hand, prioritizes adherence to ethical rules and duties. In

policing, this means upholding principles such as justice, fairness, and respect for individual

rights. Deontological ethics would reject actions that violate these principles, even if they result

in beneficial outcomes. For example, racial profiling is inherently unethical under deontological

ethics because it violates the principle of treating individuals as ends in themselves rather than as

means to an end. The strength of deontology lies in its consistency and commitment to moral

integrity.

When comparing these approaches, deontology arguably provides a more robust ethical

foundation for policing. The emphasis on principles and duties ensures that actions are inherently
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just and respectful of individual rights, preventing ethical compromises that could erode public

trust in the criminal justice system. While utilitarianism offers valuable insights into the

consequences of actions, deontology's focus on moral principles is crucial for maintaining ethical

standards in policing.

In conclusion, while both approaches offer valuable perspectives, deontological ethics,

committed to principles and moral duties, provides a more robust framework for ethical

decision-making in criminal justice, particularly in policing. It ensures actions are aligned with

fundamental ethical values, fostering trust and integrity in the criminal justice system.


