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Introduction
This review seeks to critically analyse and evaluate the Restorative Justice article written by Rossner (2017). The aim of this review is to summarise and critique the source to demonstrate clear understanding of both the literature in question as well as the subject matter of restorative justice, with a comparison of other perspectives enhancing this aim.

Summary
Throughout the article the author examines existing measures with regards to restorative justice, with an introduction briefly summarising the history of the practice. The literature then proceeds to identify the traditional wants and needs of victims, defines the process of restorative justice by also critiquing prior definitions, presents the standards for the process by highlighting the values and desired outcomes of both victim and offender, observes the theoretical perspectives with regards to understanding the process, analyses key data as a result from prior empirical research, and then looks to the future of restorative justice through the lens of both policy and practice as witnessed in the United Kingdom (Rossner, 2017).

Critique
Firstly, the way in which the article is both presented and written, as well as develops a thorough analysis whilst guiding through the core fundamentals of the practice of restorative justice, is simple and clear, enabling the reader to be consistently engaged as the article flows from topic to topic in a relevant and appropriate manner. 

Additionally, Rossner (2017) at the beginning of the article clarifies that before providing a definition or explanation of restorative justice, it is important to ascertain what victims actually want from the criminal justice process, with the article then providing multiple sources and the findings of their research, with the first researcher acknowledged (Bottoms and Roberts, 2010) having identified the three different types of needs a victim of crime may have (Rossner, 2017). For context, the needs are: service needs - information on the status or outcome of the case -, expressive needs - desire for the victim to express their experience -, and participation needs - the ability to be involved in the decision making process, and the ability to influence the case – (Bottoms and Roberts, 2010). These outlined needs are utilised by Rossner (2017) as a springboard to then leap into both the definition of restorative justice, and its relevance with regards to the wants and needs of the victim, an argument that is structured in a way that can highlight its potential effectiveness if the process is conducted correctly.

When examining the traditional response of victims of crime, the article states: “Both forgiveness and vengeance have been shown to be universal human strategies to respond to exploitation and prevent its recurrence.”, with emphasis then placed on the role of forgiveness, and how doing so can reduce the want for vengeance against their offender. However, although Rossner (2017) cites research demonstrating apology and forgiveness as a key to repair and provide optimism towards the future, research by Borrill and Lloyd (2020) undermines this view by stating evidence from their study found that apologies were exclusively associated with an increase in anger when perceived as false, forced, or insincere, with further harm being caused through the restorative justice process (Borrill and Lloyd, 2020). Furthermore, the negative and damaging effects of insincere apologies have also been extensively discussed by Beer (et al., 2017), Koole and Lakens (2012), and Holcombe, Simons and Spellman (2014) in their research on the harmful effects of saying the word “Sorry” in the wrong environment.

Additionally, the article by Rossner (2017) spends considerable time promoting the benefits of forgiveness but fails to reasonably acknowledge how this is not always a guaranteed outcome of the restorative justice process, with the article stating restorative justice can be fairer and more satisfying, as well as be more respectful and legitimate than the experience offered in the courtroom (Rossner, 2017). Conversely, this principle is criticised by Kirkwood (2018) by stating there are significant gaps between the theory and practice of this initiative, as potential bias from the mediator of the conversation has often left either victims or offenders feel disempowered, in a process that has been described by Rossner (2017) as being equal and fair when conducted correctly.

[bookmark: _Hlk89006051]Furthermore, although the article (Rossner, 2017) seeks to place the victims of crime at the forefront of restorative justice, Masson and Österman (2017) argue that the vast majority of research as well as documented evidence of restorative justice conversational exchanges between victim and offender, are the gendered ratio of male victim and male offender, or female victim to male offender, with Masson and Österman (2017) describing existing understanding as having “woeful lack of evidence” regarding female offenders’ interactions with and experiences of restorative justice, with the few gendered analysis’ that have occurred, being entirely theoretical in nature and thus lacking meaningful empirical data (Masson and Österman, 2017), something that's in contrast with Rossner’s (2017) explanations.

The article’s greatest strength is its observation and criticisms surrounding the lack of appropriate and agreed upon definition of the restorative justice process, with the view of Rossner (2017) being the danger of definitions that use potential outcomes of interactions between victim and offender as definitions of the process. Rossner (2017) excellently criticises these explanations as they imply certain results will come to fruition, when in actuality Rossner (2017) both believes and portrays restorative justice as a flexible process that aims to cater to the desires of different people, taking the wants and needs of both victim and offender, with definitions describing restorative justice as “the offender makes amends with their victim” as being alarmingly incorrect, and entirely misrepresentative of the process, as explained and presented by the author (Rossner, 2017).

Conclusion
Despite the article having some observable flaws, especially with regards to alternative academic perspectives (Borrill and Lloyd, 2020; Masson and Österman, 2017), the way in which the literature outlines and explains the true nature of restorative justice, as well as utilises theoretical perspectives such as its exploration of both Procedural Justice Theory (Tyler, 2006) and Interaction Ritual Theory (Collins, 2014), enable the article to be a concrete foundation for deeper understanding on the topic and process of restorative justice. Finally, the way in which the article concludes by providing recommendations to further enhance the process – in a way not too dissimilar to the conclusion by Gang (et al., 2019) -, cements the view that this article is of clear academic value and has broadened the understanding of the restorative justice process. 
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Task 3 – Academic Reflection
Introduction
Assignments for the module “Criminal Justice System, Youth Justice and Prison Systems in England and Wales” were split into four tasks across the two assignment deadlines. In assignment one, I critically evaluated and discussed the arguments for (Bateman, 2012) and against (Balogh, 2014) raising the minimum age of criminal responsibility (MARC) in England and Wales, with this topic of discussion requiring a considerable amount of time to explore and understand in depth. In assignment two, I have critically reviewed an academic article (Rossner, 2017) regarding the process known as restorative justice. Additionally, task two of assignment two asked for the creation of an academic poster regarding a contemporary issue within the criminal justice system, with the subject matter of victim treatment (McPhee and Rumney, 2020) and low conviction rates (EVAW, 2020) for the crimes of rape and sexual assault being the topic explored in that task. It is therefore the role of this third and final task in assignment two to write a personal reflection on one of these three issues that have been previously addressed, with the topic explored in this reflection being the minimum age of criminal responsibility in England and Wales. The remainder of this reflection will be written in accordance with Gibbs' (1992) Reflective Cycle, with relevant academic analysis appearing when appropriate.

Description
Upon looking at the assignment brief for assignment one I initially found myself caught in a difficult situation, as many of the ten potential assignment questions piqued my personal interest, with topics such as the impartiality of the magistrate and crown court systems being previously explored in lectures, I was aware many interesting discussions could arise from such a topic. However, once I found myself changing my mind on the topic of the minimum age of criminal responsibility, I knew it would therefore be the most appropriate to discuss in assignment one.

Feelings
As briefly mentioned in the previous section, the primary reason for choosing to write assignment one on the minimum age of criminal responsibility was due to what I now consider my initial personal ignorance and lack of knowledge on the topic, with my views quickly changing after conducting very basic background research. Prior to researching and writing for this module, I believe I would have agreed with the Government’s stance that is “Children at the age of 10 know right from wrong” (Case and Creaney, 2016; Pierpoint, 2020), however, after analysing academic research, the topic became increasingly more complex, with that simple stance swiftly changing the more informed I became of the topic.

Whilst writing the assignment I found myself quite fascinated with both the existing and theoretical neurological research on adolescent brain development (Chaudhury et al., 2015), with research by Bateman (2012) and Brown and Charles (2019) pointing out the flawed logic surrounding the legal attitudes towards child criminal responsibility. Additionally, the hypocrisy of existing societal age restrictions being entirely out of line with criminal liability is a realisation that moved me, especially when Pierpoint (2020) pointed out you cannot be trusted to go to see every film at the cinema, purchase fireworks, or enter a legal contract under the age of 18 due to naivety, danger, and potential harm caused, yet before a child reaches comprehensive school - which they require parental approval to begin with (Department for Education, 2017) - they can obtain a permanent and life changing criminal record.

[bookmark: _Hlk89009069]During the writing process of this assignment there was a discussion in class regarding the minimum age of criminal responsibility, with vocal peers exclaiming a child at the age of 10 would know hurting someone is wrong. At the time, this stance was hard to vocally defend which made me question not only myself for choosing such a topic, but also the views presented in academic writing. However, this changed and reaffirmed the stance of academics in this area by Case, Creaney and Smith (2018) stating that almost all of child offenders have histories of emotional, physical, and sexual abuse, with the children potentially not realising that this behaviour is not normal, demonstrating that a typical 10 year old is not representative of the entire generation and does not account for everyone’s experiences, with this factor reinforcing the academic and personal views on the subject matter discussed in assignment one.

Evaluation
When critically evaluating the arguments for and against raising the MARC, the easiest aspect also became the most difficult, and that was the abundance of academic papers supporting an increase to the MARC. Throughout the research process, the entirety of academic papers found provided multiple neurological evidence (Brown and Charles, 2018) and theoretical behavioural explanations (Browenlee et al., 2019) to justify their view that an increase was necessary. Due to this generally agreed upon academic view, credible academic opposition to raising the MARC was sparse and non-existent, with the primary defence and justification by Governmental authorities being exceptionally rare case studies such as the death of James Bulger (Case, Creaney and Smith, 2018), or the stance taken by Hungary which was to lower the MARC due to better access to technology, with children supposedly growing up quicker (Balogh, 2014), although this argument did not have evidential backing. This made balancing the assignment a difficult task, with another attempt at writing the assignment more emphasis would be placed on longer and more thorough research for opposing academic views should they be published and exist in this sphere of academia, as balanced analysis’ require both perspectives in academic writing (University of Sheffield, 2021).

Analysis
As with each topic that was thoroughly researched and written about, a deeper understanding arose from creating these assignments, especially with regards to the youth justice system and the way in which individuals under the age of 18 are treated in the criminal justice system (Sentencing Council, 2021).

When it came to writing the assignment, an aspect that I believe was well explored and explained was the principle of “doli incapax” which existed in legislation until the creation of the Crime and Disorder Act (1998). As discussed in the assignment itself, this principle somewhat alleviated the criminalisation of the youngest in society to some extent and was a facet that was discussed to its fullest extent within the assignment. Although there were many aspects that I was satisfied with, primarily the biggest issue with discussing MARC was the lack of credible academic opposition, which made evaluating arguments for that viewpoint difficult, potentially damaging the assignment’s overall balance (University of Sheffield, 2021). 

Additionally, as mentioned in the Feelings section of this reflection, the arguments raised by dozens of academics became increasingly hard to critique even when writing objectively, with calls for reform supported with evidence as well as being the primary argument for academics writing about this subject (Bateman, 2012; Brown and Charles, 2019). When wrapping up the assignment it became clear that the majority of both national and international authoritative bodies have expressed wishes for the MARC to be raised in England and Wales, and to demonstrate and better help understand the situation a list of organisations such as the UN, EU and multiple national and regional bodies in the United Kingdom were provided by Halliday (et al., 2019) and presented in the conclusion, illustrating the findings of the essay and its global support of increasing the MARC.

Conclusion
There were many things learned when writing both assignment one and two, as well as from lectures about each topic of the criminal justice system explored in class. At the very least, one of the most important lessons that was learned from this module is that the criminal, prison, and youth justice systems have a variety of complex issues and needs that - like many public sector organisations and systems - have not been properly addressed by the appropriate authorities (Kunst, Popelier and Varekamp, 2015), despite calls from many for the reform of MARC (Halliday et al., 2019).

Action Plan
Overall, the four tasks over the course of the two assignments have greatly expanded my ability to write in different forms and contexts. The traditional essay question was helpful in getting engaged with the module and its surrounding topics, with the review later helping to critically look at a piece of literature and analyse it piece by piece. The poster and this reflection have also provided an opportunity to write in not so traditional terms, and enabled the use of more visual elements such as the task of creating images and other figures which was a breath of fresh air having exclusively written academically for the last three years on my undergraduate degree. 

With regards to potential improvement should a future assignment have a similar criteria, I believe more experience writing all three components such as reviews, posters, and reflections would enhance the entirety of the assignment as these components are a new style of writing for myself, with the arguable exception of reviews as literature reviews and comparisons are a requirement for academic writing especially when analysing sources (Saunders, 2016). Furthermore, as an avid book reader I believe writing micro reviews would be beneficial, and making informative posters might also assist myself in narrowing down key topics for future assignment writing. Finally, reflections such as this could help bring future modules to a close as this experience has made looking back at the entire process quite enjoyable and more appreciative of the research and work conducted as part of this module, I’m confident that more experience with all three of these styles would enhance my writing in academia and be entirely beneficial for both myself and the reader.
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cases over the four year period
betwoen 2016-2020 BBC News,
2020.

Figurs 1 — Compsrison of Rape Statitics. Vesrs:

2014/28/21.

Figura 3 — Amount of Vctms
asked to hand i personal devices.

Factors that correlte to this decrease In
participation: Waltig Times and Intrusion
of Pivacy

Areport by HM Crown Prosecution
Inspectorate In 2019 found that on average|
there 5.2 237 day gap between a reportof
rape by a victm to the Police and the irst
submission ofthat reportto the Crown
Prosecution Service That s roughly 8
month after victimisaton, the ongest wat
time for any crime 1 the United Kingdorn.

The additionsl factortha also discourages
full investigatve cooperation is the
requirement for mabile phones of victims
to be handed Into the authorties with
70.4% of cases (McPhee and Rumney 2020)
requiring the personal devices, meaning
devices have traditionally been
Inaccessible o vitims for prolonged
periods of time. Although this particular
Issue has been addressed with new
measures requiring the returm of a moblle
device 24 hoursafter handing t i, this
prior conditn has ledto previous device|
being lost accidentaly erased, o held for
months.
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