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Nils first argument of “conflicts as property “ argues that victims are excluded from participating in justice practices to be hold and or even providing justice for victims. He argued that what victims or harmed parties owned were taken or resolved by the state itself. The state position with the victims is not just a matter of concern but other reason such as “crime reduction, and public order, political capital and revenue”. Although the victims are harmed state by citing it’s the “state’s welfare and ability to administer justice”. The state’s takeover of conflict is questionable for victims, citizens and even offenders themselves for many reason. Mainly, the loss of conflict as property shows a lost for potential participation or correction of conflict by citizens. “Modern criminal control systems represent one of many lost opportunities for involving citizens in tasks that are of immediate importance to them” 1Here he contradicts citizen participation to the growing rule of legislators, policy makers and criminal experts. “Ours is a society of task monopolists” 2and misconduct control has become essential task of the state.3 Christie emphasized state takeover of “conflict as property” affects the victims, who show the most interest in the outcome and solving the conflict. “Not only has he suffered, lost materially or become hurt, physically or otherwise. And not only does the state take the compensation. But above all he has lost participations in his own case” 4This loss is much more than a financial loss in Christie’s view. “It is the crown that comes into spotlight, not the victim. It is the crown that describes the losses, not the victim … It is the crown that gets a chance to talk to the offender, and neither the crown not the offender are particularly interested in carrying on that conversation. The prosecutor is fed up long since”5The state is more attentive in speeding the case through a plea-bargain or “[t]he victim would not have been. He might have been scared to death, panic-stricken or furious. But he would not have been uninvolved. It would have been one of the important days in his life. Something that belonged to him has been taken away from that victim” 6This argument proposes that victim’s benefits will be at the advantage of the state; its interest is not in reduction of scandal but taking the offender money or freedom as a matter of prevention/justice or revenue. Christie’s opinion that loss of engaging or possession of conflicts leads to increased “anxiety levels” and “misconceptions” of crime and offender within society. Christie’s argument is not only focused of the victim’s loss, rather “the big loser is us. This loss is first and foremost a loss in opportunities for norm-clarification. It is a loss of pedagogical possibilities. It is a loss of opportunities for a continuous discussion of what is represents the law of the land” 7His idea of “norm clarification” is a reference to Durkheim’s argument deviance serves a societal function or opportunity to affirm collective norms and values.8 Christie’s argument that “a task-monopolist society”9 the norms resolution is decided by policy makers, politicians and lawyers; whose benefits are different that of citizen. Currently understanding of crime and criminal equity is brought by mass media, which crooked reality of crime and nature of criminal parties. Christie argued possession of conflicts in the form of victim encountering the offender on the other hand in group interest, shouldn't be exploited the wrongdoer (utilized as a piece of rehabilitative task for the guilty parties advantage). Christie's backings the thought that casualties and groups should claim the privilege to meet with the individuals who have hurt them. Victims are the legitimate owners of conflict caused by the offenders and Christie suggested that such meetings might very well be unpleasant for offenders, who “[a]fter all… prefer distance from the victims, from neighbors, from listeners and maybe from their own court case through the vocabulary a behavioral science experts who might happen to be present”10.11 The idea of possession is the interaction between victims and offenders are not part of “any particular interest in the treatment or improvement of criminals”12An example is a drunk driver hits my car and I am injured, the offender should compensate for my injuries not me (also state makes sure that I get the compensation) and the state isn’t allowed to take my case as an example for others (Mothers against drunk driving). Christie argues there is no cure for crimes; either solved by “execution, castration or incarceration for life, no measure has a proven minimum of efficiency compared to other measures” 13But how deep will the parties (victims and citizens find it just and in “accordance with general values in society” 14 “victim-oriented”15a way of just organization that has a protocol for both parties (victim and offender) meditation; in a simple way of explaining it, it is a “community-based”16 way of authority. Restorative justice aids in involving and resolving the victims with their cases due to the priority of Christie’s “conflicts as property”. The last argument is that offenders have neglected possession in the conflicts they have caused and victims own it, Christie’s opinion is that they should be required to be part of a face to face participation in a way he or she is not humiliated, punished in any cruel way. “The offender [also loses] the opportunity to explain himself to a person whose evaluation of him might have mattered” 17.If the offender is out of their comfortable zone or even if they want to make things right, “The offender has thereby also lost one of the most important possibilities if being forgiven”18  
[bookmark: _GoBack]	In my opinion I fully agree with Christie’s theory of “conflicts as property”, an article that I found by John O’Brian “Against pain as a tool in Professional work on people with severe disabilities”; the article question is whether people with professional power over people with severe disabilities should or shouldn’t use their pain as a tool in cases.19 In my opinion this relates back to Christie’ argument of crown ownership and restorative justice because it will decrease their involvement or having their story told in their case, it can also affect society relationships between those who choose pain and those who are hurt.20 The crown acts like media, it serves a crooked way of justice and unfairness to the victims involved. 
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