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				QUESTION
 Itemize and briefly explain the salient features of proceedings in a criminal case. 


Criminal cases are an integral part of the justice system, aiming to establish guilt or innocence in the face of alleged criminal conduct. The proceedings in these cases follow a structured legal framework designed to safeguard the rights of the accused while ensuring justice is served. The proceeding in criminal cases is characterized by several fundamental features, including investigation, arrest, bail, arraignment, plea-bargaining, preliminary hearing, trail, verdict, sentencing and appeal. These, collectively ensure a fair and impartial determination of guilt or innocence. This essay explores the salient features of proceedings in criminal cases shedding light on the key element that define the criminal justice process.
Therefore, a criminal case is defined as a crime committed by a person or an entity known as the defendant that affect the society or it is a crime against the government (Turner, 1986). Criminal proceedings in a criminal case develops in a series of stages. To start with criminal case sometimes begin with an investigation by an officer of the law. This is the initial phase where law enforcement agencies collect evidence, interview witnesses, and gather information to determine if a crime has occurred and who might be responsible. This often involves collecting physical evidence, such as forensic analysis, as well as witness statements (Signorelli, 2017).
However, a criminal case in most cases   typically starts with an arrest by a police officer and in other occasional instances, a citizen's arrest. A police officer may arrest a person if he or she observes the person committing a crime. The officer has credible cause to believe that a crime has been committed by that person or the officer makes the arrest under the authority of a valid arrest warrant. A warrant is a court order explaining the charges being brought against a suspect. After the arrest, the suspect is booked, information about the suspect is recorded. The suspect is photographed and his or her finger prints are taken. During this time, the suspect has the right to contact a lawyer. They may call a lawyer of their choice, or a lawyer will be provided by the state (Brangan, 2021). 
Moreover, a suspect at this stage can be granted bail, the suspect may pay the bail amount in exchange for a release. Release on bail is reliant on the suspect's promise to appear at all scheduled court proceedings. Bail may be approved to a suspect instantly after booking or at a later bail review hearing. Alternatively, a suspect may be released on his own recognizance. A suspect released on his own recognizance does not need post bail, but must promise in writing to appear at all scheduled court appearances. Own recognizance release is granted after the court considers the seriousness of the offense, and the suspect's criminal record, threat to the community and ties to family and employment but sometimes a person can be denied bell due the seriousness and dangerous the crime is. For example, rape case (Signorelli, 2017, Johari, 1982). 
Furthermore, the defendant appears in court the first during arraignment or the Initial Hearing. During arraignment, the judge reads the charges filed against the defendant in the complaint and the defendant chooses to plead "guilty," "not guilty" or "no contest" to those charges. The judge will also review the defendant's bail and set dates for future proceedings. Up to this point, a person accused of a crime is only a suspect, that is, someone arrested in connection with a crime (Callahan, 1995).
 In addition, the preliminary hearing, in some cases, especially felony cases, a preliminary hearing may occur. This is a proceeding where the prosecution presents evidence to show there is enough probable cause to proceed to trial. If the judge finds sufficient evidence, the case moves forward the suspect may have been released on bail or held in jail. Since in criminal cases it is the government that brings charges against those accused of a crime, the governments representative in criminal cases is known as a Prosecutor. The suspect can be with an charged an indictment or formal charge will be written (Prime and Scanlan, 2002)
However, it is important to note that in some criminal cases, a trial is never held a case can end at plea Bargaining this is a negotiation process between the prosecution and the defense. The defendant may agree to plead guilty to a lesser charge or accept a reduced sentence in exchange for avoiding a trial. Plea bargains are common and can lead to faster case resolution is the most common way such criminal cases are resolved (Walston-Dunham,1998).
For instance, plea-bargain is an agreement made between the prosecutor and the defendant to resolve a criminal case without going to trial. Most commonly, the defendant agrees to plead guilty or no contest to one or more of the charged offenses, and the prosecutor agrees to dismiss or reduce the remaining charges or recommend a lighter sentence, or both. In most cases, the defendant agrees to plead guilty, but to a less serious charge. In return, the defendant receives a lighter sentence than if he or she were to be found guilty of the more serious crime. Many times, both sides have something to gain in a Plea-bargaining. The government saves the money and time involved in a trial. The guilty plea assures that the accused will receive some punishment. After all, there is a chance that the prosecutor could lose the case. The defendant also has something to gain most important, a lighter sentence. The defendant, too, risks losing the case when a trial is held. In most jurisdictions, plea-bargaining can take place any time after the defendant has been charged, up to and including the morning of the trial thus, the defendant can even plead mid-trial (Brangan, 2021).
Further, the next process is the public trial, defendants have the right to a speedy and public trial by an impartial tribunal. Trial must be conducted and judgement must be passed publicly, exceptions are permitted only under very limited circumstances. Immediately before the trial, there are pre-trial motions which are brought by both the prosecution and the defense in order to resolve final issues and establish what evidence and testimony will be admissible at trial. For those cases that do go to trial, both sides spend weeks or even months in preparation. The prosecutor and the lawyer for the defendant gather as much information about the case as possible. People may be subpoenaed (Sapru, 1994). Special investigators may be called in and depositions may be given. The trial opens with the judges and a public prosecutor in attendance, the defendant has the right and duty to be present, as a general rule, trials cannot open without the presence of the defendant, but this may be exempted in certain minor cases. When the defendant in detention refuses to appear without justifiable reasons and certain other conditions are met, the court may proceed without the presence of the defendant.
On the other hand, a trial is the formal legal proceeding where the prosecution and defense present their cases in front of a judge or jury. There are typically two types of trials: bench trials (judge decides) and jury trials (a jury of peers decides). Both sides present evidence, call witnesses, and make arguments. When the trial begins, each side gives an opening statement. Following this, the prosecutor presents the government’s case. Then, the defense presents its side. Witnesses are questioned by both sides. After all the evidence has been presented, each side gives a closing statement (Ross, 2014).
Therefore, the closing statements, the jury leaves the courtroom and begins deliberations. Juries always meet in private. Once the jury meets, members choose a foreperson who serves as a spokesperson for the group. The jury begins its deliberations by reviewing the facts in the case. Then, a first vote is taken which may result in a unanimous vote, in which all members agree, for a verdict, the judge or jury deliberates and reaches a verdict. They determine whether the defendant is guilty or not guilty. If found guilty, the case proceeds to the sentencing phase (Signorelli, 2017).
Thus, during the sentencing phase of a criminal case, the court determines the appropriate punishment for the convicted defendant. Sometimes, the jury may recommend a sentence. Punishment may be in the form of a fine, a prison term or both (Ross, 2014) states that when sentencing a criminal, judges must follow state guidelines that set minimum and maximum penalties for crimes. Judges also must take into consideration the individual circumstances in a case. Although sentencing guidelines are set by the state, Judges still have several decisions to make for each individual case. In determining a suitable sentence, the court will consider a number of factors, including the nature and severity of the crime, the defendant's criminal history, the defendant's personal circumstances and the degree of remorse felt by the defendant. Several times, these decisions involve sentencing criminals to prison. An individual convicted of a crime may ask that his or her case be reviewed by a higher court. If that court finds an error in the case or the sentence imposed, the court may reverse the conviction or find that the case should be re-tried and this is called an appeal (Kramer,1981).
Finally, individuals convicted of a crime may ask that their case be reviewed by a higher court. If that court finds an error in the case or the sentence imposed, the court may reverse the conviction or find that the case should be retried. Sarat, Douglas and Umphrey, (2011) argue that a guilty verdict is not necessarily the end of a criminal case. Even after conviction, a defendant can file an appeal, asking a higher (appellate) court to review and change a decision of a lower court. A defendant can appeal the conviction or appeal just the sentence. With defendants who are sentenced following a plea-bargain, part of the bargain might include a waiver of the right to appeal. An appeal is not another trial, rather, it is an opportunity for a defendant to argue that certain errors committed by the trial judge or the defendant's own attorney likely changed the outcome of the case. For instance, a defendant might argue that the judge’s decision to deny the defense's motion to suppress evidence was not only incorrect, but likely affected the jury's vote. (Sarat, Douglas and Umphrey, 2011) continue saying that in a variation of no harm, no foul, an appellate court will not reverse a conviction based on a mistake in the trial court unless the appellate judges are convinced that the mistake was a significant factor in the jury's decision. An appellate court that sides with the defense can reverse a conviction, alter a sentence or order a new trial altogether. In rare cases, the appellate court will dismiss the case altogether.
In conclusion, it can be seen how a criminal case can be a long and complex procedure, depending on the offence that has been committed. The severity of the crime often determines the level of complexity of the criminal case. The nature of the proceedings in a criminal case are important because they ensure that justice is served accordingly, whether in favor of the accused or in favor of the accuser (the state acting on behalf of the populace).
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